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MEMBER FOR VASSE — ROAD TRAFFIC INCIDENT 
Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Leader of the Opposition) [12.14 pm] — without notice: I move — 

That so much of standing orders be suspended as will allow the following motion to be moved — 

(1) That the house call on the member for Vasse to immediately make a personal explanation to 
the house and in particular explain the following — 

(a) was he driving whilst intoxicated on the night of 22–23 February; 

(b) will he repay the cost of the damage to government and private property; 

(c) why has he refused to cooperate with police; 

(d) why did he not resign from cabinet prior to being exposed by a witness; and 

(e) what advice about the events of 22–23 February did he provide to government 
staffers, members or ministers in the two-week period prior to his resignation from 
cabinet? 

(2) That the Public Accounts Committee inquire into the circumstances of the night in question 
and who in government knew about the events. 

Mr Speaker, this matter is an urgent issue for the people of Western Australia because it involves serious 
allegations of criminality and cover-ups by the government and by members of the government. It is an urgent 
matter that should be discussed and debated and it is an urgent matter that the member for Vasse should address 
in this chamber. The opposition gave him all of yesterday until late last evening to make a personal explanation 
to this house about the events that have now been debated in this state for the last two and a half months, yet we 
heard not one single word uttered by the member for Vasse in explanation about the issues in question. The 
Premier has said that this is a matter on which he would like to see the member for Vasse make an explanation in 
the Parliament. The opposition’s view is that the highest obligation of a member of Parliament is to the 
Parliament and, thereby, the people of the state. Therefore, an applauded explanation to the Liberal Party room is 
not good enough and a tightly scripted press conference in which questions were not answered is not good 
enough; an explanation to the Parliament about a matter of major urgency is required. We are saying to the house 
today that this is the member for Vasse’s opportunity to stand up here and provide answers to this. I might add 
that ministers in the government have already been saying today that if they were in the circumstances of the 
member for Vasse, they would have provided an explanation to the police, which, of course, is one of the issues 
that we are debating. 

Finally, before I get into the substance of the argument of why this matter is urgent, the Premier has said this 
morning that the member for Vasse could return to the cabinet. Before the member for Vasse could possibly 
return to the cabinet, a full explanation of all of those issues must be provided to this house. That is the 
obligation of the member for Vasse; that is what he must do as a parliamentarian. The role of the Parliament 
needs to be paramount here. It is not the Liberal Party room but the Parliament that is transparent and answerable 
to the people of the state. The Parliament is paramount. The member for Vasse should stand up here and show 
the courage to answer all these questions and stop the evasiveness and the hiding on these matters. 

I will tell the house why this matter is serious and urgent. People regularly die on our roads, and in our homes I 
might add, because of the actions of drink-drivers. All of the families who endure that want the truth about what 
has gone on here and why the second most powerful person in Western Australia, as he then was, drove around 
the streets, in my view blind drunk, crashing into people’s vehicles, fled the scene of the accident, drove home, 
hid from the law and the consequences, and then refused to provide an explanation to the police. It is a serious 
and urgent matter when the Treasurer of Western Australia and Minister for Transport does that. Driving blind 
drunk kills people, and he needs to own up and take responsibility for what he has done; so here the opposition is 
saying to this house that this is his opportunity. 

The Premier said yesterday that he is not an interrogator; it is not his responsibility. The view of the opposition is 
that, as Premier of the state, it is not his role to act as police, but as Premier of the state it is his responsibility to 
exercise standards and it is his responsibility to tell the member for Vasse that he needs to cooperate with the 
police interview or else he should not be a member of the Liberal Party and he should not be a member of this 
Parliament. That is his obligation if he wants to exercise standards in this government; otherwise, every time the 
government speaks about a matter of law and order, and every time it raises legislation to do with drink-driving 
or safety on our roads, the opposition will remind the government of this and the standards it has set, in which it 
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seems to think it is okay for a member of Parliament, a member of cabinet, the second most senior person in 
Western Australia, in a government sense, to avoid answering simple questions from the police. So the 
opposition thinks it is urgent that the government allows this matter to be debated so that the house can have a 
debate about the standards exercised here and then, once this motion is passed, the house can hear from the 
member for Vasse about this. 

I think what has gone on is this—I am going to say it quite plainly—the member for Vasse drove whilst blind 
drunk, caused damage to private property, caused damage to government property, hid from the police, and 
refused to provide a police interview, for two reasons. The first reason is he would have been subject to charges 
of driving under the influence had he done that police interview. The second reason is, were he subject to those 
charges, and I expect convicted, in that circumstance he would have to repay the damage. Those are the reasons. 
However, those are tawdry and weak reasons for the member for Vasse to avoid the consequences of his actions. 
So our advice to the government is allow this debate, allow these matters to be heard, and allow—in fact, 
insist—the member for Vasse to stand up and provide answers in relation to those issues. 

The other reason that this is urgent is that the member for Vasse, as Treasurer, and in particular as Minister for 
Transport, sets an example. At times, people fail in setting an example. However, if a person is honest and says 
they made a mistake, I think there is a level of forgiveness in relation to these matters. But when a person hides 
from the police when the police come to their home, no less, and refuses to participate in a police interview, the 
forgiveness is gone, and the public of Western Australia can rightfully say, “If this is the standard set by the 
Treasurer and transport minister of Western Australia, why should we comply with the law? Why should we do 
what is right? Why are we lectured by government on law and order issues? Why are prison officers lectured, 
and why are taxi drivers lectured, that they are required to answer the questions, when the Premier is not 
insisting that his Treasurer and transport minister answer the questions?” That is a fair question. How can we as 
a Parliament insist on these standards when the Premier is not prepared to apply these same standards to his own 
members and to the former most senior person, outside of himself, in cabinet? How can we do that? The member 
for Vasse should stand and answer these questions. 

Yesterday, I was challenged by the Premier. He asked where my evidence was for these—as he said—
outrageous allegations that I am making. I will provide the Premier with the evidence as to why this is urgent. It 
consists of a statement from a witness to the actions of the member for Vasse on the morning of 23 February. I 
will quote from the transcript so that those members who have not heard what went on or what the witness 
observed can hear it for themselves — 

He’s reversed out and he’s backed up the whole front end of his car and he’s swerving all over Roberts 
Road.” 

… 

And he’s got out of the vehicle and he’s struggling to stand up … 

… 

The bloke was dolled up to the nines and clearly couldn’t stand on his own two feet.” 

… He was taking up two lanes and nearly hitting everything on the side as well. And when we pulled 
up behind him out the front of his premises his whole front bumper was hanging off. The whole front 
end looked like it had been pretty smashed up … 

… 

Yes, he could barely stand, we actually watched him give it about three or four goes trying to get his 
gate open with the number pad … 

… he had his foot on the accelerator, he basically rammed into the gate, and he’s just sitting there with 
his foot on the accelerator, the back wheels were spinning … 

What further evidence do we need? We then have the witnesses at the wedding. The Premier admits himself — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Which witnesses at the wedding? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Premier admits himself — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! Thank you. Let the Leader of the Opposition continue. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Premier admits himself, on 27 April, that he was aware that sometimes Troy did drink 
too much, and some of the people around him—his staff—were keeping an eye on that. The Premier also admits 
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himself, in his press conference on 10 March 2014, that he knew Troy had been out the night before. So the 
Premier admits that he knew about the drinking issue, and he admits that he knew that he had been out the night 
before. The Premier also said, in that interview on 10 March, “In respect of what happened in the early hours of 
that Sunday morning, he said he basically didn’t have much recollection”. That is what the Premier said. Why do 
people normally not have much recollection after attending a wedding the night before? One does not need to be 
a forensic lawyer to put the pieces together. The Premier said that he knew that the member for Vasse had been 
at a wedding the night before; he said that when he spoke to the member for Vasse, he did not have much 
recollection, and he admits that he knew that the member for Vasse had a serious drinking issue. What possible 
conclusion can be drawn from that? I think what happened is that the Premier said to the member for Vasse, 
“What happened last night, Troy?”, and he said, “I was blind drunk.” That is what I think happened. The Premier 
has not admitted that, but when we put all the pieces together—the Premier’s own statements, and his own 
knowledge—I think he knew; and, if he did not ask that question, I think he deliberately did not ask because he 
did not want to know. That is what I think happened in this case. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: The Premier, and the member for Armadale! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I think that is what happened. That is a big allegation. The Premier can stand up and deny 
it if he likes. I would like to hear from the member for Vasse his version of these events. I would like to know, in 
that conversation, what the member for Vasse said to the Premier. What I would then like to know is: why did it 
take two weeks—from the member for Vasse’s own mouth—for the member for Vasse to resign from cabinet? 
Why was it that two weeks after the event, after the witness had come forward, that the member for Vasse 
decided to resign from cabinet? 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Pilbara, I call you to order for the first time; member for Warnbro, I call you to 
order for the first time; and member for Albany, I call you to order for the first time. I want to hear from the 
Leader of the Opposition. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: It is urgent that we know why he did not resign from cabinet prior to being exposed by the 
witness. He emerged from hospital some days before his resignation. He said that himself yesterday. Why did it 
take that time for him to resign up until the point the witness emerged? Again, the answer is obvious: but for the 
emergence of the witness, the member for Vasse would be delivering the budget tomorrow. That is the truth of it. 
If the member for Vasse wants to dispute that, he should stand up and dispute it. I am 100 per cent sure that is 
what occurred. The Premier’s excuse for that is that the member for Vasse would have been found out, because 
the damage to the car would have had to be repaired. The damage to the car would have been repaired—true—
and no doubt the member for Vasse would have said, “I had a little bingle at my front gate”, and that would have 
been the end of the matter. Government cars get damaged all the time, and do they have a big inquiry into it? No, 
they do not. So we would never have known about this course of events had it not been for one person driving 
along Roberts Road who observed what took place. 

I then want to know from the member for Vasse why he did not cooperate with the police. As I understand it, the 
police came to his house seeking an explanation on the night, and then subsequently. The explanation given by 
the member for Vasse, as I heard in the press conference yesterday, is, “My lawyer handled all that.” Let me 
advise members of the house how lawyers work. They take instructions from their client, and the instructions 
that they are given by their client is the course that they will adopt. So, if someone says to their lawyer that they 
do not want to speak to the police, that is the advice that their lawyer will give to the police. A lawyer is not an 
independent body. It is the person’s decision when they advise their lawyer to that effect. It is their decision. The 
member for Vasse cannot hide behind this veil that somehow his lawyer made these decisions. It was his 
decision not to communicate with the police because he did not want to answer that basic question because he 
did not want to perjure himself. That is what I think is the truth of it. If the member for Vasse had perjured 
himself, all the witnesses from the wedding, the witness from Roberts Road who observed him and witnesses of 
all the other circumstances—indeed, the Premier himself—may well have been called before the courts in 
relation to not only a charge under section 63 of the Road Traffic Act, but also further charges about misleading 
the police. That is what I think took place, but it is up to the member for Vasse to stand and explain these issues. 

Then there is the cost of the government property and the private property, as I have put in this motion. I have 
heard various figures about the cost of the damage to private property—$6 000 or $12 000. As I understand it, 
we do not yet know the cost of the damage to the government vehicle or the Telstra box, but whatever it is, I 
expect it is in the tens of thousands of dollars. If the Premier has any standards whatsoever, he should insist that 
the member for Vasse pay it. Forget the legal niceties of RiskCover working its way through this thing, as I 
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heard the Premier say yesterday. The member for Vasse should pay because that is the right, decent and proper 
thing for the Treasurer of Western Australia, as he then was, to do. That is the right thing to do. I expect that the 
only reason he is avoiding this and the only reason the Premier is supporting him is that he does not want to pay 
tens of thousands of dollars, and if the taxpayers pay, that is not his problem. All the Premier’s statements about 
the state of the books are for nothing if he sets the example that someone can get out of paying the cost of 
damage they cause when they are blind drunk. They are all for nought. It all stands for nothing. When the 
Premier stands tomorrow and says that we have a tight set of finances, he should set an example in this. 

Then we have whatever advice the member for Vasse provided to government staffers, members or ministers in 
the two weeks prior to his resignation from cabinet. I do not believe these claims that no-one knew, because we 
know that the then Treasurer’s chief of staff knew. We know Rachael Turnseck knew because she met with him 
on the Sunday morning. She had a series of meetings with government staffers and the Premier. We know she 
had private meetings with — 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition, your argument now has to be on why this matter is urgent and not go 
to the ins and outs of it. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: It is urgent that we find out what level of cover-up has gone on inside the government; that 
is an urgent matter. I think that is hugely urgent. When asked, I think there has been a cover-up — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Do you have evidence of a cover-up? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: We know that the chief of staff to the Treasurer knew. When the Premier said no-one 
knew, his first fact was wrong. Yesterday, when the member for Vasse was asked that question, he did not 
answer it. I expect that there was communication with members of the Premier’s staff. I find it inconceivable that 
the questions were not asked. We heard from the Premier that a report has been compiled that exonerates all the 
Premier’s staff, yet the report will not be released and the people compiling the report did not interview the 
member for Vasse. What sort of report is that? It is not worth the paper it is written on. When we asked these 
questions, the Premier denied, in some of the answers, that members of his staff had communicated or heard 
from Ms Turnseck or heard from the member for Vasse about what went on, yet he says private meetings 
occurred between them but he will not disclose the discussions. We can have public meetings about a matter of 
this importance and also private meetings. He claims that these issues were not discussed at the public meetings 
or the work meetings, but the Premier will not reveal or discuss what went on at the private lunches between 
Ms Turnseck and members of his staff. That is a cover-up. That is why we say that the Public Accounts 
Committee of this Parliament should examine these issues. If criminality has been covered up, it should be 
exposed. If information on damage to government property and on criminality of senior members of the 
government has been hidden, it should be exposed. The Public Accounts Committee should conduct an inquiry 
into all these matters. 

Why is it urgent? The Minister for Police said there was no way charges could be pursued in this matter. The 
only reason that charges cannot be pursued is that the member for Vasse has not provided a police interview. 
Section 63 of the Road Traffic Act shows that someone does not have to provide a blood test or a breath test; 
someone can be charged with driving under the influence based on evidence other than a blood test or a breath 
test. If the member for Vasse confessed to what we all know is true, the police would be able to pursue those 
charges. Section 63 of the Road Traffic Act makes that plain. 

I think it is an urgent matter for the government. I think the Premier has a duty to act. Based on watching his 
performance in question time, I know how hard he finds this. He was clearly nervous at the start of question time 
yesterday. He was clearly not enjoying this because in his heart of hearts he knows what the member for Vasse 
did. The Premier knows what he did. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You tell me. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: He drove while blind drunk, damaged a bunch of other peoples’ vehicles and he will now 
not pay up and he will not do a police interview. That is what he did. He needs to confess and face the 
consequences and the Premier needs to make it happen. Every family out there who has suffered as a 
consequence of drink-drivers or road traffic trauma would expect no less from the Premier. I want to tell 
members about one case. This is why this is urgent. I have friends in my electorate — 

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Premier will want to listen to this. Their names are Watson and Elizabeth McIlveen. I 
brought up their case in this place in 2003. Their son was killed on Rockingham Road in my electorate whilst 
returning home one night from a night out, by a driver who was clearly drunk. She fled the scene and she did not 
submit herself to a breath test. Therefore, she was charged with a very low-level offence and she did not suffer 
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much punishment whatsoever. Mr and Mrs McIlveen feel very keenly about people fleeing the scene of an 
accident when they are clearly drunk. I think for those people, Nate Dunbar’s parents and for Jess Meehan’s 
parents, the Premier should set a standard, and that standard is to make this member confess to what he has done 
and make sure that standards are upheld in this government. 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Butler) [12.40 pm]: I am a little lost about why we are debating a motion to suspend 
standing orders given that it was only a couple of weeks ago when the Premier said in front of the press outside 
this chamber that he had an expectation that the member for Vasse would come back into this chamber and give 
an explanation to this Parliament and to the public of what occurred on the night of the several crashes he had in 
the early hours of the Sunday morning after the wedding. 

It is clear to me that there has been a cover-up, and I do not say that lightly. I have been a legal practitioner for 
40 years, practising in this area. The member for Vasse has played it strictly in accordance with the guilty 
person’s playbook—that is, say nothing at all, but if really pressed and in a corner, say that you do not recall. 
The member refused to give the police any explanation whatsoever, yet the member had the gall to go in front of 
Perth’s media outside Parliament yesterday and say that he had nothing further to say on the events leading up to 
the several traffic crashes because there had been a full investigation. Let me tell you, Mr Speaker—I know, as 
an experienced legal practitioner, Sir, you know—and let me inform the Parliament that a full investigation 
includes, when possible, an interview with the suspect. In this case, the full police investigation was frustrated by 
the member for Vasse, who instructed his lawyers to tell the police, “Rack off; we’re not cooperating.” There 
was not a full investigation, and it is wrong and utterly misleading and disingenuous of the member for Vasse to 
stand in front of the media and say that he does not have to say anything more because there has been a full 
investigation. 

Dr K.D. Hames interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Deputy Premier! 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: With this matter — 

Dr K.D. Hames interjected. 

The SPEAKER Deputy Premier! 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The Premier sits in Parliament — 

Dr K.D. Hames interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Deputy Premier, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: This is why it is urgent that we suspend standing orders. The Premier interjected on the 
Leader of the Opposition in the chamber today and said in relation to drink-driving and the amount of alcohol 
that the member for Vasse had consumed, “Who are your witnesses? Show us your witnesses. Name your 
witnesses.” Mr Speaker, as you know, they are police witnesses. If there has been a proper police investigation 
under the superintendence of the Minister for Police, the police will know the names of the witnesses. We call 
upon the government to tell us the names of the witnesses who gave evidence to the police about how much the 
member for Vasse had consumed during the wedding, and to do it today. 

Mrs L.M. Harvey interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Minister for Police! 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I do not want any interjections. Member for Butler, can you limit your comments to why this is 
an urgent matter. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Yes, I will limit my comments to why it is an urgent matter. 

The only information we have on this matter so far is what the police prosecutor said in court. What the police 
prosecutor said in court was very revealing and has not been answered by the member for Vasse; he did not 
challenge it in court. The Premier is now saying that there is not a cover-up. There is a cover-up happening at the 
moment, Sir. 

Following the presentation of the matter to court, the media reported what happened in court. I have tracked the 
member’s movements that night, and it is a cover-up. On this map taken from the road directory, the green dot 
represents approximately where the member lives. The first crash was into the Telstra pole at the corner of 
Barker Road and Olive Street. That is marked “1” on the map. The police said in court—it was not challenged by 
the member for Vasse—and Mr Parry from Channel Seven reported that the second impact was further east 
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along Barker Road. That is not driving home from a wedding. There is a cover-up afoot. According to the police 
prosecutor, and as reported by Mr Parry on Channel Seven and other news outlets, the third impact was on 
Olive Street near Churchill Avenue. The fourth impact occurred south on Olive Street, away from the member 
for Vasse’s home. There has been a cover-up. The member has not gone to court and said that the police have 
got all this wrong. It does not matter what we do in here; the media will have to follow up on this. The course of 
driving was not between Kings Park and the member’s home; he was bouncing all over Subiaco. We need to 
know what other things happened during the course of the evening, and we need to know now. 

Finally, the Premier has said that an explanation will be given for all of this by the member for Vasse. In the 
words of the media writers this morning, the member for Vasse gave a Clayton’s explanation. No explanation 
has been given. If members of the public follow the course of these impacts, they will see that the course of 
driving was not between Kings Park and his home. Where was he going and what was he up to? Do not forget 
that the 000 call came through to the police at 1.30 am. What is he saying—that Mr Salpietro’s wedding went to 
about 1.20 am? Give me a rest! That function did not go to 1.20 am. What has been happening here? All the 
Premier can say in response to all of this is: “Name your witnesses.” In the government’s response to why this is 
not an urgent matter, we invite the government to put before Parliament today the list of witnesses and the 
evidence that shut out the cover-up. It cannot be from the mouth of the Premier because he says that he has never 
asked the member for Vasse for an account. It has to come from the member for Vasse. He has to explain why he 
was not driving home; why he was driving east on Barker Road; why, after having the impact on Barker Road in 
the vicinity of Coghlan Road, he turned around and travelled north on Olive Street, where the third impact took 
place; and why he then travelled east on Olive Street away from his house at approximately 1.30 in the morning. 
I invite the members of the media to go back to the facts read out by the prosecuting sergeant, which were 
unchallenged by the member for Vasse, and re-drive the route. I invite the Premier to leave Parliament and re-
drive the route and he will understand the measure of the cover-up that has been happening in this city for the 
past four or five weeks. It is urgent that it be brought to a head in Parliament today. I seek leave to lay these 
papers on the table of the house for the rest of the day so that the member for Vasse can address these papers and 
pick up this map and say why he drove east on Olive Street, away from his house, to the fourth impact in the 
early hours of the morning, what he was up to and whether anyone was with him. 

[The paper was tabled for the information of members.] 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Another question that surrounds all this deserves an urgent answer. The first pictures of the 
member’s car clearly show the bumper completely detached and on the ground in front of his car. Are we being 
asked to believe that the car was parked in the carport of his house, he went inside and then suddenly the bumper 
fell off? Or was all this driving around Subiaco to recover parts of the vehicle that had been knocked off; and, if 
that was the case, did that involve an attempt to pervert the course of justice? These matters need to be 
addressed, and they need to be addressed today. I invite the Premier and the Minister for Police to say in 
response to this urgent motion whether they have covered it up instead of saying, “Tell us your witnesses.” If 
they are holding their cards close to their chest, they can tell us what is in our hands. The Minister for Police 
knows which witnesses were at that wedding. The Premier knows which witnesses were at that wedding. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: No, I don’t. 
Mrs L.M. Harvey interjected. 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: You do! Their photograph was in the paper. They included eminent sporting people. You 
referred to it in Parliament. You said that from the photo you saw, they were all A-listers and it was not the sort 
of event that you attend. That is what you said. 
Mrs L.M. Harvey: You go out there and say that. 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: That is what you said. You stand up here and you tell us the witnesses, minister! 

Mrs L.M. Harvey interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Minister for Police, I call you to order for the first time. I want to hear further from the member 
for Butler. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The Minister for Police said that I should say that outside the chamber. The Parliament of 
Western Australia is the place where this matter must be ventilated. The Premier said as much. The Premier said 
that the member for Vasse would give a full explanation before coming back into the chamber, which he has 
utterly failed to do. He has defied the Premier; the Premier has no authority in this matter. Forget about the 
secondary question that the government has no credibility on law and order, the Premier has no authority. He 
directed that the member for Vasse give an explanation and the member for Vasse flipped the bird at him, just as 
he flipped it at the investigating police and said, “Not so, Charlie; I’m not coming in explaining my actions to 
anybody, because if I’m forced into an explanation, I’m going to have to give an explanation as to this weird 
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route I took, not towards home, but away from home, in the early hours of the morning and about what was 
really happening.” He knows that once he gets to his feet and starts to answer these questions, the whole world 
starts to open underneath him and he will fall into a big dark hole. That is why I say that what is happening here 
is a cover-up. I have seen this before in my 30 years of practice and so have you, Mr Speaker—play by the 
criminal accused’s playbook: say nothing, and if cornered and forced to say something, say, “I don’t recall.” Of 
course, in this way, laminated on top of that is the whole spectre of mental illness, if I could just briefly touch 
upon that. 

The SPEAKER: I remind you, member for Butler, that you have to speak on the urgency of the matter. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The urgency of the matter is that this has all been put out before the public on a daily basis. 
The leader of government business in the house says we can wait until later in the week and maybe raise this 
issue during private members’ business tomorrow afternoon and have the debate. On a daily basis this 
government and the member for Vasse are together misleading the public of Western Australia about the true 
happenings of the event. What happened at that time? Where was the member truly driving? All the public keeps 
on saying, because it has been fed this codswallop, is that he was driving home from a wedding. Go back to what 
the police prosecutor said with the order of the collisions and that is impossible. It appears to be utterly 
misleading and the Premier has the gall to sit there and say, “There’s been no cover-up; you name the 
witnesses.” You will recall, Mr Speaker, that we recently went on that trip to Japan and saw that place where the 
monkeys are and where they sold those T-shirts—I did not have enough yen to buy one—that said, “I see no 
evil; I hear no evil; so I will come into this Parliament and speak no evil against the member for Vasse.” That is 
exactly the position that the Premier is adopting—“I don’t want to know any of this.” He is really embarrassed 
that the member for Butler has come into the Parliament and put a map out that reflects the report by Mr Parry of 
what the prosecutor said in court about the route that the ministerial car took that night—it is a cover-up. We 
have to go back to what the prosecutor said, because in his detailed explanation to the court, which is at variance 
to what we all understand in this Parliament and which was not challenged by the member for Vasse, the 
prosecutor gave the numbers of the houses in the sequence in which these crashes occurred. It does not appear to 
be anywhere near what has been put to the public by the government of Western Australia. The public is 
distressed; we only have to look at the online comments under these articles to see that the public is obviously 
distressed at the report that when the member came back into the Liberal Party room, without any explanation, in 
defiance of the Premier, and said, “I’ve got nothing further to say; I’m feeling unwell, but I’m back here”, he got 
a round of applause. That round of applause included applause from the Minister for Police, who had the 
temerity to go out and stand shoulder to shoulder with the parents of the late Nate Dunbar and say how bad 
drink-driving is for the votes it would get, but when it comes to outing the member for Vasse for what happened 
on that night, the government just asks us to show it the witnesses. I invite the Minister for Police to stand up and 
name the witnesses; she has seen the police report, she should, if she has a scrap of honesty, table the list of 
witnesses. That is why the matter is very urgent. 

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland) [12.55 pm]: This is a motion to suspend standing orders. We have had no 
indication from the government about whether it will agree to this motion to suspend standing orders to debate a 
most serious matter—that is, to give the opportunity to the member for Vasse to immediately make a personal 
explanation to the house in relation to the matters that have been in the media from March this year. The fact is 
that this matter is urgent. It was in my view an urgent matter that needed some explanation at a much earlier 
time, potentially when Parliament sat in March this year. The opposition gave the member for Vasse plenty of 
time—we waited and waited. We heard he was ill and we waited until he was well enough to return to 
Parliament. Yesterday was that day and we expected, especially given what the Premier was on record as saying, 
that we would get that explanation in the Parliament today. As the Leader of the Opposition said, it is not good 
enough for the member for Vasse to give a little explanation to the Liberal Party room, to his mates, friends and 
supporters. The member for Vasse is a member of Parliament; he was the Treasurer of this state, a very senior 
person. He needs to set an example. The Premier says he expects the highest standards of his ministers and his 
members of Parliament, but by his actions in relation to this matter, that is not what we have seen. Call me naive, 
but I thought when I heard the Premier say in the last couple of days outside this house that he expected that 
when Troy was well enough to come back to Parliament—we anticipated that that would have been yesterday—
he would give a full explanation. We waited for that yesterday because nothing less than that was required—not 
an explanation to his friends and not some kind of half-hearted media conference at which he did not answer the 
essential questions and did not give an appropriate apology. 

This is a man who put in danger the lives of other road users; there is no question about that. I have recently 
walked down Olive Street and some of the other streets on the way back from the football, and to crash into cars, 
exhibit that kind of behaviour and take the convoluted route that the member for Butler described, smacks of 
nothing else than somebody taking the back streets—a drunk driver taking the back streets on the way home. 
Yet, the police minister and the Premier think it is okay that the member for Vasse does not give an explanation 
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for that. We do not think it is okay. The Premier, if he was true to his word, if he backed up what he said out 
there in public, on the radio and in the press, would have supported this motion. We would not have spent the 
last hour of parliamentary time debating a motion to suspend standing orders to require the member for Vasse to 
give his explanation. What should have happened here is that we should have heard the explanation yesterday, 
but we did not. That is why the opposition has had to move this motion to suspend standing orders today as a 
matter of urgency, to say that time is up. We have been more than reasonable; the public of Western Australia 
has been more than reasonable. We have waited long enough. We waited for the member for Vasse to be well 
enough to return to this Parliament and either he is well and robust enough to be here or he is not. If he is, we 
should be getting that explanation. The Premier cannot have it both ways. He cannot say in public that he thinks 
when Troy returns to Parliament, he should give a full explanation, and then when that does not happen, the 
Premier just shrugs his shoulders and says that as far as he is concerned the matter is over. It is not over; if the 
Premier really did have the highest standards and he expected those kinds of standards from people, he would be 
insisting on this. I will tell the Premier how Joe public sees this. Joe public sees the Premier as his boss and the 
acceptance by the Premier and the police minister of the member for Vasse’s so-called right to silence is nothing 
short of a disgrace, because if the Premier expects the highest standards, he should have sought that explanation. 
I have checked back through some earlier debates and I note that the member for Vasse expected that of former 
Premiers when it came to former ministers; he expected them to be fully interrogated and to provide a full 
explanation. Now, we are not seeing that; the standards are somewhat different. This is the time that the 
explanation needs to be given. No, Premier, we cannot just move on. I will not go over the same matters as the 
member for Butler did, but under the law, the member for Vasse can get away with saying nothing. I do not think 
it is okay that those people involved in criminal organisations such as outlaw motorcycle gangs say nothing. I do 
not think it is okay that people do not provide that explanation. Other government employees, and private 
employees for that matter, are required to give more detailed explanations to their bosses. If the member for 
Vasse were a serving police officer in this state, the Commissioner of Police would have expected a full 
explanation from him. He would have looked at it and, on the balance of probabilities, utilising section 8, the 
member for Vasse would have been long gone. There is no way the Commissioner of Police would have 
accepted that behaviour from one of his junior constables. A junior constable would have lost his job over it. If 
he were a prison officer, chances are he would have lost his job. At the very least, he would have to answer 
questions, so a police officer, a taxidriver, a prison officer or a range of other government workers, not because it 
is required under the Criminal Code but because it is required as part of their course of employment, would have 
had to provide that explanation. Yet we have a Premier who says he thinks Troy should explain but the Premier, 
himself, has not called for an explanation. As the leader of the Liberal Party in this state he basically is on record 
as saying, “I haven’t personally asked Troy whether he was drinking on that night.” That beggars belief, and it 
beggars belief that he can say in the public domain, “Yes, I think Troy should explain but, as Premier, I’m not 
insisting that he does.” 
This matter is urgent. It is important and it is urgent because, in my view, if this explanation is not given today, 
this member should not be in this house. He should resign because he has no credibility. As for the Minister for 
Police and the Premier, they are upholding here that it is okay for the member for Vasse to stay shtum, to keep 
silent. The member for Vasse has had a choice. His choice under the law was to either come clean or cover up. 
The Premier asks, “Where’s your evidence for cover-up?” and all these inane kinds of defensive allegations. The 
member for Butler has outlined it very clearly. When people are caught in that circumstance, they can either 
‘fess up and come clean or just stay shtum and not tell anyone. The Minister for Police thinks it is okay that the 
member for Vasse says nothing, that everyone knows what occurred. Everyone knows that he was at a wedding. 
There are potentially dozens of witnesses who saw him drinking at that wedding. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Who? 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: We have to wonder what other explanation there could be for using all those back streets 
on the way home; how, in any other circumstances, he could crash into that many vehicles and rev the wheels at 
his front gate. If police officers had witnessed that, he could, potentially, have been done for hoon driving 
because other people who spin their wheels in those circumstance would have been. 

We have asked that so much of standing orders be suspended to allow our substantive motion to be moved. I 
think it is a shame that the government has not done one of two things in response to this. I think the simplest, 
cleanest and best thing would have been for the Premier to be good for his word given outside this house, and 
supported the motion. Let us require the member for Vasse to give a personal explanation. The Premier could 
have said, “We support that motion; we’ll get it to happen.” But he did not. The second option was to offer us a 
matter of public interest–style debate with a limited number of minutes on each side. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You’ve had an hour. 
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Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: We have had an hour of constrained debate because the Premier has not allowed us to 
bring on the motion. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You’ve had a full hour. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: There are other matters that could have and should have been raised. Under standing 
orders we cannot do that because we have to continue to draw our comments to why this motion is urgent. 

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Premier! 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You’ve got plenty of time. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Would the Premier agree that we debate the substantive motion? 

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Through the Chair, member for Midland. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I think it is urgent. First and foremost, we need that explanation from the member for 
Vasse. As the Leader of the Opposition has said, people can be very forgiving, especially when people have an 
illness. People have been very forgiving of the member for Vasse on numerous other occasions. No-one has been 
more forgiving, it would seem, than the Premier. I will quote from 9 May 2006 when the member for Vasse 
himself said “people make mistakes”. Yes, that is true. I think most of us accept that people make mistakes but 
when we make mistakes there are consequences and unless we get that explanation from the member for Vasse; 
unless he confirms what actually happened on that night and takes the consequences for that and apologises to 
this house and to the people of Western Australia, I do not think he is fit to be here. 

This motion is not targeted particularly at the Premier or the Minister for Police but, to my way of thinking, their 
attitude in this makes me think they are not fit for office either, because the Premier is not enforcing the highest 
standard and we now have a Minister for Police, who has no credibility. She says “I would never drink and 
drive”, and so forth and so on. If the minister found herself in that circumstance would she give a full 
explanation to the police or would she send her lawyer with no explanation? 

The SPEAKER: Through the Chair, member for Midland, thank you. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Speechless! We have a Premier who will not answer. I know what the answer should be 
of anyone holding that position. It should be that they give a full explanation. Let us remember that the member 
for Vasse was in charge of the Road Traffic Act—in charge of licensing and so forth. The Premier said he was 
going to “ride him harder than Black Caviar”. That clearly did not happen. The Premier says the member for 
Vasse is his friend, yet for weeks after the incident, he does not meet with him or talk to him or get any 
explanation. The Premier’s credibility is in tatters on this matter. Quite seriously, the Minister for Police cannot 
continue in that role if she accepts the member for Vasse’s behaviour in this matter and the fact that he did not 
make a full and frank disclosure to police. 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [1.07 pm]: I want to address a small number of issues in considering why 
this is an urgent matter. I will read from yesterday’s The West Australian in which it quotes the Premier as 
follows — 

“I would also hope that Troy will be available to answer questions from the media and in due course he 
may well choose to make a statement to Parliament. 

We are asking him to do exactly that. It continues — 

“Troy was driving a government vehicle, he was a senior member of the Government and, therefore, he 
has public accountability.” 

That is the point we need to consider in addressing whether this matter is urgent. Everyone has a right to silence 
and the Labor Party does not demur from that right to silence. But we do not have, as a minister, the right to 
cover up. Ministers must tell the Parliament the truth, not the bits of the truth that are not embarrassing to them 
or the bits of the truth that suit the argument they tend to make; they have to tell the truth. The member for Vasse 
has an obligation, as outlined by the Premier in yesterday’s The West Australian, to explain himself. This is not 
about the criminal justice system, as explained by the Premier; this is about his responsibilities as a senior 
member of the government, to the Parliament and, through us, to the people of this state. The constant repetition 
of issues related to the criminal justice system and the defence of the member for Vasse for staying silent in the 
political process, are deeply bizarre. What are the standards of the government? What are the standards of the 
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Premier? Does the Premier think that the next time a minister does something that is personally embarrassing, 
they will be allowed to stay silent as well, or does the Premier expect the next time a minister does something 
embarrassing they will have to provide an explanation? This is not a debate about the legal right to silence. I note 
that after an hour and five minutes, not a single government member has sought the call to participate in this 
debate. The issue of the criminal justice system’s right to silence is not relevant to the debate we are having. This 
is a debate about the standards of Parliament and the expectations of the Premier in setting standards. 

I also want to address this question of drink-driving. I will quote from The West Australian of 11 March 2014. It 
contains an edited transcript of the Premier’s media conference. In that article, the Premier is reported as 
saying — 

“With respect to what happened in the early hours of that Sunday morning he said — 
“He” being the member for Vasse — 

he … didn’t have much recollection, not denying anything at all, making no excuses and could offer no 
reasonable explanation for what had happened. 

Later, the Premier was asked this question by a journalist — 
Premier, are you saying that his health issues are related to the drink-driving incident? 

What did the Premier say? Did the Premier say, “Oh, there was no drink-driving” or “I don’t know if there was 
drink-driving”, or, “Why you are raising drink-driving?—that’s not an issue”? The Premier replied — 

I am not qualified to answer that. I only spoke to Troy yesterday. 

I make the point: plainly the Premier did not demur for one second about the fact that the member for Vasse 
would drive home drunk. We know that is what happened. Never once has the Premier said that he was not 
aware of that fact. It was only on the Thursday of that week that the Premier suddenly realised that he had been 
caught out because he had not been told the full story; not that the Premier did not know the member for Vasse 
had driven home drunk—he knew that—but he did not know about all the other car accidents. They thought that 
the cover-up was going to work. The only reason that the cover-up did not work is one brave person contacted a 
journalist at Channel Seven and The West Australian. That is the only reason we are having this debate; 
otherwise we would have all given proper respect to the mental health issues of the member for Vasse and he 
would have returned to this chamber still as a minister. He would have returned to this chamber still as a minister 
had not that one person rung Channel Seven and The West Australian. Let us understand that. There was to be no 
accountability from the Premier to the Parliament. There was to be no accountability from the government to the 
Parliament. Up until this point there has been no accountability from the member for Vasse to the Parliament. 
What are the standards of the Parliament? That is a question for the Premier. How low is the Premier prepared to 
take this Parliament of Western Australia in defending his friend, or is he interested in supporting this resolution 
to suspend standing orders so that we can get to the bottom of it? 

One of the urgent issues relates to who knew. On a number of occasions the Premier has said in this chamber 
that only Rachael Turnseck was advised of all the issues relating to the member for Vasse’s accidents, yet 
yesterday, while I was watching a live program, a journalist asked the member for Vasse that question. What was 
the member for Vasse’s answer? Did he say, “Yes, that’s right; only Rachael Turnseck knew these issues”? No. 
He refused to answer that question. The only conclusion that anybody with a reasonable mind can draw is that in 
fact Rachael Turnseck was not the only person aware of the issues related to that Saturday night. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Who else was? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: In the explanation that is urgently required by this Parliament, which is why we have 
brought this resolution to Parliament, the member for Vasse needs to tell us who else he spoke to about these 
issues. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Can you tell us? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The Premier calls out, “You tell us!” I hate to mention this — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: No-one knew. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Clearly that is not true. Clearly the Premier’s interjection is inaccurate. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Provide the evidence that it is not accurate! 

The SPEAKER: Through the Chair, please. 
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Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: As I pointed out, yesterday when the member for Vasse was asked that specific 
question, he refused to answer. There is only one reasonable conclusion from that evidence; that is, that more 
than one person knew. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Name them—who? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: There was more than one person who knew. I am looking forward to the member for 
Vasse telling us all the people who knew. 

I will finish on the final issue: the Premier said on occasions that it was un-Australian to ring a friend and ask 
them how they are feeling. He said it was un-Australian to check up on a mate when they are having problems. 

Point of Order 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am not being precious, but I have never made that comment. 
The SPEAKER: I do not think that is a point of order, but you can respond to it later. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: On a number of occasions in this Parliament, the Premier has been asked whether he 
rang the member for Vasse to ask what happened. On each occasion the Premier said it was un-Australian to do 
that. That is what he said. It is outrageous that the Premier would say that. If members look at this just as a 
matter of how to treat a friend, and read the information provided on these issues — 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, I will bring you back to the point. You have to tell us why it is 
urgent. I think you are getting right off the point now. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Thank you very much. It is urgent because there has been a cover-up. We know the 
cover-up. We have seen the cover-up. It has been explained by the member for Butler. The only way we can end 
this is to have the member for Vasse do exactly what the Premier said would occur in yesterday’s The West 
Australian. It is hardly a surprise that the Labor Party is asking the Liberal Party to do what it said it would do 
and have the member for Vasse provide a complete statement to the Parliament to explain exactly what 
happened. 

DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville — Minister for Health) [1.17 pm]: I am going to speak today not only on why 
this motion is not urgent, but also why it is absolutely and totally inappropriate. First, I must apologise to the 
member for Vasse because I am going to talk a bit about the mental health illness that he has. What is absolutely 
clear from the debate today is that members opposite have absolutely no understanding of what a mental health 
illness is. Not only do they not know, they do not care! 

Point of Order 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: When I sought to address this very issue, the issue of mental health and its impact upon 
this debate, you called me to order and said that it was not relevant to this debate. The Minister for Health raised 
it as his first point. I raise it as a point of order. 
The SPEAKER: I do not see that as a point of order, member for Butler. 

Debate Resumed 
Dr K.D. HAMES: Nor do I, Mr Speaker, because my point of discussion about the mental health disorder is that 
this is not urgent because it is totally inappropriate for opposition members to even be raising issues about 
someone who has a mental health problem. 
Several members interjected. 
Dr K.D. HAMES: The member for Butler, of all people — 

Mr J.R. Quigley: If he is not fit, he should not be here. What a disgrace! 

The SPEAKER: Member for Butler, I call you to order for the first time. The opposition’s arguments were 
heard in relative silence. I expect the same courtesy to be extended the other way. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: The member for Butler, of all people, who has a medical problem himself and who has been 
shown enormous respect by this side of the house, shows absolutely none for the other side! I challenge all 
members opposite who have their iPads available — 

Mr J.R. Quigley: In 18 months of chemo, I took seven days off! In 18 months! Give us a rest. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Butler, if you carry on like this, you will be having a rest. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I challenge all members of the opposition—they all have iPads in front of them, to open them 
up and search mental health issues. Search the condition that is suffered, bipolar disorder, and read what it says. 
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Read what it says and see whether they think this is appropriate behaviour or not. Members opposite have come 
in here and said, “Because the member is back in the chamber, he must be better. He’s fair game; we’re going to 
get him.” That is what they are saying and thinking. Do members opposite seriously think that is true? 

Mr J.R. Quigley: That is exactly what the Premier did to me when I came back from chemo! 

The SPEAKER: Member for Butler, I call you to order for the second time.  

Dr K.D. HAMES: Does the opposition seriously think that that is the case? Does it really seriously think that 
because the member for Vasse is back in this place that he is okay now and the opposition can get stuck into him 
about issues that happened on that night? Absolutely not. I believe — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Bassendean, I call you to order for the first time. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I believe that part of the management of the problem suffered by the member — 

Ms M.M. Quirk: How many times did you ring the member for Vasse? 

Dr K.D. HAMES: Pardon? 

Ms M.M. Quirk: How mindful were you of his mental distress? 

Dr K.D. HAMES: Are you serious? 

The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen, I call you to order for the first time. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: Every single member on this side, bar perhaps one, was seriously concerned about the mental 
health of the member for Vasse, and he had many calls and many contacts from me and many other members 
about his condition because we were so concerned. On that very same night — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro, I call you to order for the second time; member for Hillarys, for the first 
time. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: Members need to look up what bipolar disorder means and what condition that represents, 
and particularly look up how depression links into that. Firstly, I believe his doctor will be wanting him back 
here—like, get back on the horse when he has fallen off—to try to work through the mental health condition he 
has. Very commonly — 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Albany, I call you to order for the second time. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I just cannot believe that the member is bringing my son into this, because I can tell members 
opposite — 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Albany, I do not want any more interjections. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: On the night that this occurred, my son was in hospital with a mental health condition that is 
just about exactly the same. He was in hospital, and I was there till 2.00 am or 3.00 am on Monday dealing with 
his mental health issue at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital and later at another hospital—the same issue. Also, 
when someone has a mental health issue it does lead, on occasion, to increased consumption of alcohol, and that 
is part of the condition that has been suffered by the person. If members opposite think this started overnight, 
that is not true. The condition suffered by the member would have been there for a significant period, building 
over time with pressure. The member for Vasse is a very strong man, we are very proud of him, and he has 
fought through those issues. Imagine what it would have been like when the Labor Party’s then leader, former 
Premier Geoff Gallop, had his mental health issue if he had been in this place the next week and we got stuck 
into him! 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Butler; members! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: We did not get stuck into that member and we respected the fact that he had a mental health 
condition that needed treatment. 

Nobody—the Premier in particular—has excused the fact that drinking and driving is totally inappropriate. He, 
and I am sure all on this side, stands by that. But the opposition does not know that that is what has happened; 
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opposition members are all assuming. There are other medical explanations—if, again, members opposite care to 
look them up—for people who have had severe problems driving that may be linked partially to alcohol — 

Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Armadale, I call you to order for the first time. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: There are other medical conditions that are associated with some consumption of alcohol, but 
not necessarily to excess, including medications, including extreme emotional trauma and including depression. 
That does not mean it is any less risky for people who are out there, but it is not something that someone who is 
in a sound state of mind would do, but we recognise the fact that that was not the case. The member was 
suffering from a mental illness that may well have led to him taking that course of action, and he is suffering the 
consequences of that action he took. Saying he does not remember all those things is not an unreasonable 
conclusion, and the opposition is assuming that that means that he was pissed and blind drunk. That is not true. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro, I call you to order for the second time, and, member for Armadale, I call 
you to order for the second time. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I am saying that it is not necessarily true that that is the case. I am not saying that it is wrong; 
I do not know, I was not there. The member is still under medication and spent the next two weeks after that 
episode in hospital suffering from a mental health issue, and as soon as he is back, the opposition is acting like a 
pack of dogs. The opposition is like a pack of wolves trying to get down a buffalo—nipping, nipping, yapping, 
snapping at its heels and waiting for it to fall down! 

Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Armadale, I call you to order for the third time. Member for Warnbro, you are on 
three calls; if you want to walk, keep shouting out. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: The opposition is just like a pack of wolves, attacking a large creature and trying to get it 
down—nipping, nipping, nipping and knowing what will happen if it keeps going. The member for Butler said 
that if the member for Vasse gets up and talks to this motion, he will fall into a huge black hole. I hope he does 
not, member, because that huge black hole will be depression; the black dog back again. You guys having a go at 
him should be ashamed of yourselves—you especially, member for Albany. I am not just disappointed in the 
other side doing this, I am embarrassed and I am ashamed on behalf of the people of Western Australia. 

Several members interjected. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I am ashamed on behalf of people with a mental health illness across this nation that the 
opposition would sink so low as to come in and attack a member who has a mental health illness on his first 
week back in Parliament. The opposition is a disgrace and it really should think about what it is doing. Sure, it 
wants to score some cheap political points; I can understand it from the Leader of the Opposition, but some 
members on that side should not be part of that. They should not agree to it, they should not vote for it, and they 
should not be part of any move that puts such a pressure on someone who is severely hampered by his condition. 
Once again, I apologise to the member for Vasse for talking like that in front of him. What the opposition is 
doing does not help the member for Vasse and what I am doing does not help the member for Vasse; it is not 
going to make him feel any better and it is not going to make it any easier for him to cope with the issue. 
Mr J.R. Quigley interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Butler, I call you now to order for the third time. 
Mr B.J. Grylls interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Pilbara, I call you to order for the second time. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Armadale, you are now on three and a half strikes, and, member for Pilbara, I do 
not want to hear from you. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: People talked about standing up for their mates, and we do not for one second condone 
people driving under the influence of alcohol. But members opposite are right: we will stand shoulder to 
shoulder with the member for Vasse, and members opposite will see, when we get to a vote on this, that we are 
100 per cent behind the member for Vasse. He deserves our support, he has been a fantastic member of 
Parliament, and while he has a mental health issue we will be right behind him, helping him get through it. 
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MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [1.29 pm]: I want to note straightaway that not one member of the 
opposition raised the issue of the member for Vasse’s mental health illness—not one person—until the Minister 
for Health raised it. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Not one member of the opposition raised it until the Minister for Health did. What we raised 
were the standards demanded — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Please address your comments through the Chair, and I do not want any interjections. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: What we raised were the standards set by the Premier—demanded by the Premier—when he 
said, as reported in The West Australian, “Barnett tells Buswell to come clean”. That was the Premier; the 
Premier demanded out in the public space the following — 

“I would expect that he would first meet with the Liberal party room and I would hope that he would 
say something to his colleagues, who have been supportive of him throughout this period,” … 

“I would also hope that Troy will be available to answer questions from the media and in due course he 
may well choose to make a statement to Parliament. 

The interesting thing about that is that the Parliament is relegated right down at the bottom—below the Liberal 
Party room and below an explanation to the media. The Parliament, if it is lucky, may get an explanation. 

The Minister for Health alleges that the mental health condition disqualifies the member for Vasse from 
explaining himself only to the Parliament. I note that the Minister for Health did not make any comment about 
the appropriateness or whatever of making a similar statement to his party room or to the media of Western 
Australia. Apparently that was fine. But the Parliament has a much different standard according to the argument 
that the Minister for Health just made. He says now that it is the opposition’s view that the member for Vasse is 
fair game. No; that is not what we have said. All we have sought to do is hold both the Premier and the member 
for Vasse accountable for their actions when they said, “I make no excuses. We are not seeking to run away from 
responsibility.” Both the Premier and the member for Vasse have made that point. Therefore, an explanation 
around the drink-driving incident is required. It is not unreasonable. It is not insensitive. It is not unfair game, 
Minister for Health. It is a reasonable requirement for the Parliament, the very requirement that the Premier 
demanded the member for Vasse give to the media and to the Liberal Party room. 

The member for Vasse, by his own behaviour, has exposed a broader issue in the Barnett government—an issue 
around standards. It is an issue around standards that the Minister for Corrective Services quite rightly identified 
when he was asked about the explanation that the Minister for Health thought was quite appropriate for the 
member for Vasse to give to the media. When Mr Francis, the Minister for Corrective Services, was asked, “Was 
that an appropriate response by the member for Vasse?” he said, “They wouldn’t be my standards.” The 
government’s own cabinet member identified that the explanation the Minister for Health said was quite 
appropriate for the member for Vasse to give to the media and to the Liberal Party room would not meet his 
standards. It did not take long to flush one of them out—a member of cabinet. I hope Liberal Party members 
have had a similar conversation with him, Minister for Health, about the appropriateness or whatever of raising 
issues around drink-driving. 

The Minister for Health should not come into this place and make arguments around the inappropriate motion or 
the inappropriate behaviour of the opposition when he and the Premier have demanded that the member for 
Vasse do exactly the same thing outside of this place, but once they get in here very different standards and 
protections must apply—protections that the Minister for Health has never demanded of any other member of 
Parliament. 

The government has said, “We are not investigators. I don’t investigate.” The Minister for Police, I personally 
think has been found wanting the most out of this entire process. When I read the opinion piece by the Minister 
for Police, I believe that she had a genuine interest, a genuine desire and a genuine hatred towards drink-driving 
and the consequences that flow from drink-driving. 

Mrs L.M. Harvey: I do. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: She does; except when she said, “I’m going to stand up to my friends, I’m going to stand up 
to my colleagues who drink-drive, except when they are members of the Liberal Party room.” I never saw that 
qualification. The Minister for Police said by way of interjection to the member for Butler, which I wrote down, 
“Are you saying the police investigation wasn’t proper?”—this red herring that the police investigation was not 
proper. That is not what we are saying. We are saying that it was not thorough. Do members know why it was 
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not thorough? It is because the member for Vasse never made himself available. That is why the police 
investigation had its inadequacies. That is why the opposition is pursuing this issue. Let us not forget, members, 
that this government has spent the best part of six years winding back the right to silence in a number of different 
areas. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Taxidrivers! 

Mr P. Papalia: Prison officers! 

Mr B.S. WYATT: When the Minister for Corrective Services was challenged yesterday on that right for prison 
officers, he said, “It’s because they wear a gun and participate in physical activity with prisoners.” Then late last 
night that issue arose with taxidrivers. I have ridden in a few taxis and I do not think the drivers wear guns. 
However, the government is saying that taxidrivers do not have the right to silence, yet it is defending the right 
that the member for Vasse has. Members opposite wonder why the opposition comes into this place and raises 
these issues. That is why the Minister for Corrective Services has quite rightly identified that the standards being 
accepted by the Premier would not be his standards. The Minister for Corrective Services, who is responsible for 
our state prisons and for removing that right from our prison guards, has made the point by saying, “The 
Premier’s standards would not be my standards.” So, the Minister for Health should not think for a minute that 
this is an issue of only some import to the opposition. 

My final point is this. The member for Vasse has a lot of loyal supporters in the Liberal Party—I can see that, 
and I am not surprised—but he now owes them an explanation too. I know that the party room applauded his 
explanation and accepted it, but the member for Vasse owes all members opposite an explanation, not just the 
people of Western Australia, not just the Parliament but all of those members who have been his mates, member 
for Pilbara, and who have defended and supported him. He owes them an explanation. To be in government is 
not just about being the legal authority of the government, but also the moral authority of the government. The 
Minister for Police has lost her moral authority. The Premier lost his some time ago. If the rest of the members 
opposite have some moral authority, they should accept the comments made by the Minister for Corrective 
Services that higher standards need to be met and let us hear the member for Vasse, because I can guarantee that 
his statement to the house will be heard in silence. 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe — Premier) [1.36 pm]: Mr Speaker, there are certainly public issues around 
this matter. The events of that night are not known. I do not know what happened. I do not know the detail. 
When I spoke to the member for Vasse two weeks later, the first I was aware of damage to the government 
vehicle, he made comment to me that he had little recollection. I accepted that. From that moment forward, my 
concern and that of the Deputy Premier, obviously as a doctor, was his wellbeing; as it is today—his wellbeing. 
This has been a callous act by the Labor opposition. Yesterday members opposite, one after another, hurled 
abuse at the member for Vasse, whether or not he was in the chamber. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I sat in this place virtually all of yesterday and listened, as did other members. It was 
continuous. 

Today the Leader of the Opposition comes into this place to lead this callous and cowardly attack. He makes up 
and talks about cover-ups, witnesses and the like. There is no cover-up. He has accused members in government 
employment; he has accused the Minister for Police of things that were not said; and we listened for an hour to 
an hour and a half. Yes, there were a few interjections but not very many, and simple interjections. When the 
Leader of the Opposition refers to witnesses, it is reasonable to say, “Who are you talking about?” He could not 
answer that. He could not answer it because there is no cover-up. If the Leader of the Opposition has any 
evidence of a cover-up, he should stand up and say. He has sat in this place as the leader of a parliamentary party 
and allowed his members to abuse a member; a member clearly by his own admission suffering from a serious 
mental health condition; a member who when I first spoke to him had had a serious breakdown. As the Deputy 
Premier—a doctor—said, to return to work, to be amongst colleagues and to be active is important for his 
recovery, and it is important. The opposition chose to use its opportunity in the Parliament to attack him and 
insult him, and it did so repeatedly. Members opposite can deny it now, but I sat here yesterday and listened to it, 
hour after hour, and into the night last night. The member for Albany even sank so low as to bring the Deputy 
Premier’s son into the debate. I have heard nothing as low as that. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 
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Mr C.J. BARNETT: I return to the issues. All of society is learning and becoming more open about mental 
health issues. Again, I do not wish to embarrass the member for Vasse at all, but we have moved on as a society. 
This government established a Mental Health Commission and a Minister for Mental Health; that is a 
recognition that these issues need to be treated in the same way that other health issues have been debated and 
talked about in the community. That means that society, led by its Parliament, raises its standard, but the Leader 
of the Opposition does not do that. It was not only the Leader of the Opposition; one after another, members 
opposite made references to drunks and used other derogatory terms all day yesterday. All members on this side 
heard it, and we were all disgusted by it. 

I am not going to defend anyone’s position on the basis of what happened, but the Deputy Premier made the 
point: members have all sorts of issues in their lives. We are public figures 24/7, but our private lives and 
whatever happens with our family or friends will impact upon us. Yes, we are public figures and subject to that 
24/7; that is what I say to every new member that I have a discussion with. When members opposite have found 
themselves in various situations, this side of the Parliament has respected them. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: We respected the member for Butler’s serious health condition. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Midland! 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Butler, you are now on 3.5 as well. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I recall passing the member for Butler in the corridor and saying that we would allow him 
whatever leave from the Parliament he required at any stage during his treatment, which went on for an extensive 
period. When another member was going through a personal situation and the Leader of the Opposition asked 
that we relent on an issue, we did. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you! Member for West Swan, I call you to order for the first time. Member for Victoria 
Park, I call you to order for the first time. I do not want this to degenerate. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: When former Premier Dr Gallop very bravely went out publicly and talked about his 
depression — 

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: This side of politics — 

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, I call you to order for the second time. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: This side of the house respected Dr Gallop’s position. When a former member — 

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, I call you to order for the third time. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: When a former member, David Smith, broke down in this chamber because of a problem 
in his life, we respected that, and I can think of other instances. 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Albany! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Some of us have been in this chamber and in public life long enough to remember the 
tragic consequence of the Halden petition tabled during the Carmen Lawrence government. The Labor Party 
used that situation for political gain, and the subsequent harassment by the media had a tragic consequence. 
Some of us have long memories. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 
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Mr C.J. BARNETT: It is a bit rich. The opposition has been callous and insensitive and, as the Deputy Premier 
pointed out, it did not show any sensitivity, care or responsibility for the area of mental health in the way it 
behaved yesterday — 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Albany, I call you to order for the third time. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I will conclude with this: all sorts of assertions have been made without any evidence or 
facts. We listened to it patiently for an hour and a half, and it was just awful. 

I will just relate the events of the last couple of days. I rang the member for Vasse on Sunday evening—again, 
out of concern for his welfare. I have spoken to him only a few times over the last couple of weeks because I 
thought he needed to be alone, but I did say that I hoped that when he returned to Parliament he would be 
prepared to make some comments to the Liberal Party room, which he did. I also said to him that I thought he 
should make himself available to the media. I do not think he was all that keen about that at the time, but he went 
out and fronted the media for, I think, half an hour. That took some courage. 

The member for Victoria Park and others seem to be making something of applause heard in the party room. I 
will tell members what happened. I do not wish to embarrass the member for Vasse, but he stood and spoke and 
was apologetic to his colleagues and apologetic to me. He described, probably in more detail than he needed to, 
the details of his health condition to members—his friends—who are concerned for his wellbeing. He was very 
emotional at the time, and he bravely did that in front of his friends and colleagues. Yes, when he finished there 
was a round of clapping; it was a sign of friendship and a sign of support. It was not applause for whatever 
happened on that night, and members here will confirm that. It was a sign of support from his friends and 
colleagues for a man who bravely stood in front of them yesterday and talked frankly about his condition and 
what he was going through, but those opposite describe it as applauding him for his actions on that evening. At 
every stage I have made clear that no-one condones or makes excuses for that, but when a man stands up in front 
of his friends and colleagues and bares pretty well all of it — 

Mr M. McGowan: No, he didn’t. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Here you go again. You have no respect for his condition. I, like the Deputy Premier, am 
ashamed to be in this Parliament because of the behaviour of members opposite; absolutely ashamed. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: You are a decent fellow, member for Victoria Park. I would stay out of it if I were you, 
because it is not in your nature. 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Leader of the Opposition) [1.48 pm] — in reply: I want to wind up 
this debate and respond, briefly, to what the Premier has had to say. In this debate the opposition has deliberately 
not discussed issues relating to mental health. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Premier! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: We have deliberately not done that, but I will relate something that has happened in 
relation to these issues over the course of the past couple of months. I have been personally contacted via email 
by members of the community who have mental health issues, and they have been saying to me that we cannot 
excuse drink-driving on the back of mental health issues. I have just now seen a tweet by someone with a mental 
health issue who said that she would never engage in that sort of activity, refuse to provide an explanation to the 
police, and then use her mental health issue as an excuse. I say to members today that if the member for Vasse’s 
wellbeing is to be enhanced, as the Premier said, he should provide a full explanation. Truth liberates; he should 
tell the truth, and the truth will liberate in relation to these issues. That is our view. 

The Premier said a couple of other things. He claimed that the Liberal Party has always respected these matters. I 
am looking at the member for Butler, John Quigley. I remember clearly, in 2008, when the member for Butler 
was undergoing chemotherapy for a life-threatening illness, the Premier calling him “corrupt” in this Parliament, 
with absolutely no evidence. The Premier stands and says these things, implying that somehow he is better than 
the opposition and that somehow he has a higher standard. I remember that while the member for Butler was 
going through a life-threatening illness and was undertaking chemotherapy, flying backwards and forwards 
across the country on a weekly or fortnightly basis, the Premier stood in this place and to his face called the 
member corrupt, with no evidence. What sort of the behaviour is that? 
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The last point I will make is that if, as the Premier says, there has been no cover-up, and he controls the Public 
Accounts Committee—he has three members on that committee—he should allow that committee to investigate, 
otherwise people will rightfully ask: what are you trying to hide? 

The SPEAKER: As this is a motion without notice to suspend standing orders, it will need an absolute majority 
to succeed. If I hear a dissenting voice, I will be required to divide the Assembly. 

There being a dissentient voice, it is necessary for the house to divide. 

[The Deputy Speaker took the chair.] 

Division 

Question put and a division taken, the Deputy Speaker casting her vote with the noes, with the following 
result — 

Ayes (19) 

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

Noes (33) 

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

            

Pairs 
 Ms J. Farrer Ms E. Evangel 
 Mr M.P. Murray Mr J.E. McGrath 
 Mr P.C. Tinley Dr M.D. Nahan 
Question thus negatived. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Albany, you are on three calls; resume your seat, please. 
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