
Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 22 September 2005] 

 p5918b-5922a 
Mr Rob Johnson; Mr Bob Kucera; Acting Speaker; Mr John Kobelke 

 [1] 

COMMISSIONER OF POLICE, PAROLE AND BAIL ARRANGEMENTS FOR JASON WIMBRIDGE 
Standing Orders Suspension 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [4.20 pm] - without notice:  I move - 

That so much of standing orders be suspended as is necessary to enable the following motion to be 
moved forthwith - 

That in accordance with standing order 309, the house requires the Commissioner of Police, Dr 
Karl O’Callaghan, to attend at the bar of the house today to answer questions regarding the 
recent parole and bail arrangements for prisoner Jason Wimbridge.  

This is a very unusual motion, but it is moved because it is a serious question for this house.  Today in question 
time I tried to get answers to questions from the Attorney General about this issue.  I did not get those answers, 
but I believe that the Attorney General knew the answers, because he conferred with the Minister for Police and 
also with the Commissioner of Police. 

This government has learnt nothing from the Skinner report, which was commissioned by the present Minister 
for Police when she was in opposition.  It is a very important report about somebody who was on parole, 
committed offences and ended up killing somebody.  It cannot get any worse than that.  We have seen the lives 
of Western Australians put at risk, not only this week but for the past month or two, because of what has been 
going on, and the unanswered questions about Jason Wimbridge being able to walk the streets of Perth and 
commit further crimes.  He was on parole, and God knows why they gave him parole, because he had served 
only six years of a 14-year sentence.  On 2 July he was charged with the offences of aggravated armed robbery, 
stealing a motor vehicle and possession of a drug with intent to supply.   

When the police charged Wimbridge on 2 July, did they know he was on parole?  I suggest that they did, because 
such information is easily accessible on the computer system.  If so, why was he not held in custody to appear 
before the court in the morning?  Why was he allowed to continue living in the community while on parole for 
charges of aggravated armed robbery, stealing a motor vehicle and possession of a drug with intent to sell or 
supply, all of which are schedule 2 offences, which should deny him access to bail?  We are trying to find out 
why he was given bail.  The Attorney General and the Minister for Police know the answer, but they will not tell 
us.  I believe that the Commissioner of Police also knows.  When the commissioner made his statement 
yesterday that the police fought vigorously to ensure that bail was not granted on one of Wimbridge’s court 
appearances, I believed him.  The problem is that the Commissioner of Police may not have known that another 
part of the Police Service was actually supporting his bail application.  Only the commissioner can tell us that 
because the ministers in this government are not prepared to be open and accountable.  They are quite happy to 
cover up situations that have put the lives of Western Australians at risk.   

I also asked today why Wimbridge was not brought before the court until 23 July, after three weeks in the 
community.  He had breached his parole and committed, or been charged with, some very serious offences, 
which automatically breached his parole.  

Point of Order 

Mr R.C. KUCERA:  I have no argument with the issues that the member is raising, but I caution him about the 
sub judice rule.  Regardless of what it may be alleged the person has done, he is entitled to the same 
consideration as any other person charged with an offence.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am fully aware of the sub judice rule and the conventions of this house.  I am repeating 
things that are in the newspapers.  I am not saying whether he is guilty or not guilty.  I am saying that he was 
charged with these offences and appeared before a court on these charges.  I am not saying that he has been 
found guilty or whether he should be found guilty.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.W. Andrews)  The member for Hillarys has made his point about the issue 
being a matter of sub judice.  

Mr R.C. KUCERA:  Further to the point of order, using the term “committed the offence” is not the same as 
saying “alleged to have committed the offence”.  I simply bring that point to the attention of the Chair.  I would 
hate to see somebody evade justice because one of us made a mistake in this house.  

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I am assuming that all members of this house know the standing orders, particularly 
those related to issues before the house that may or may not be sub judice.  The member for Hillarys has the call 
on the motion to suspend standing orders.  During that time he will obviously be making his points about why 
standing orders should be suspended at this point.  
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Debate Resumed 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I know that you know, Mr Acting Speaker, that members are normally allowed a bit of 
leeway to get into the argument about why they believe a suspension of standing orders is necessary.  This is a 
very unusual motion to move, because it would be a very unusual occurrence for the Commissioner of Police to 
be required by this house to come to the bar of the house and answer questions.  I have moved this motion to 
suspend standing orders because I want questions answered.  My questions are not being answered by the 
ministers, although they know the answers.  This is a complete cover-up, and I have no doubt that the member 
who stood earlier knows about this.  He is a very close associate and friend of the Attorney General, and he 
knows the Minister for Police.  Probably a lot of government backbenchers do not know about this, although 
many of the ministers do.  They know the reasons behind this.  Rumours are circulating in media circles, and we 
cannot live on rumours.  The point I am making is that something very unusual has happened here - a person has 
been allowed bail after breaching parole and has been charged with committing serious schedule 2 offences.  
That is completely out of order in my view and in the view of the people of Western Australia.  We represent the 
people of Western Australia in this house, and we demand that the Attorney General be truthful and answer 
questions when he knows the answers to them.  I know that he knows the answers to the questions, and I know 
that the Minister for Police knows the answers.  

The ACTING SPEAKER:  What is the reason for the suspension of standing orders at this point? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The reason is that I do not believe that we can wait another two weeks to get to the truth 
of this matter.  I want to go home, just like everybody else, and I know you do as well, Mr Acting Speaker.  We 
all want to go home, but we have an overriding and much more important duty to ensure that we get the truth 
about what is going on with this government and its agencies.  If the police were in some way involved in 
recommending that Wimbridge be granted bail, and if they were in some way involved in recommending to the 
Parole Board - after the Department of Justice had been successful in having Wimbridge’s parole cancelled - that 
he be released once again, we need to know the answers in this house.  If we do not suspend standing orders 
today, we may never know the truth of this matter.  It might take another royal commission to find it out.  We 
have had a royal commission into the police.  I am not saying that the police have done anything wrong.  They 
may have their own reasons for what they have done.  If they have, I want the Commissioner of Police to tell us, 
because the Attorney General will not, the Minister for Police will not and the Premier certainly will not.  Every 
member in this house witnesses every day that we sit here at question time and we do not get answers to our 
questions.  I gave lots of notice of my questions today and I did not get any worthwhile answers whatsoever.  
The most important question that I put to the Attorney General today was part (7) of the question, which asked 
who specifically requested this particular prisoner’s re-release on parole and on what date.  The Attorney 
General said that he did not know the answer.  I believe that he has told other people that he does know the 
answer, but it was all off the record and he does not want to say.  That is why we need to have the Commissioner 
of Police come before this chamber to answer questions.  I have confidence in the Commissioner of Police.  I 
know that if I asked him a question, he would answer truthfully. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.W. Andrews):  The member is moving into the substantive argument again 
instead of giving reasons for the suspension of standing orders at this time. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Mr Acting Speaker, I obviously accept what you say, but I am trying in the best way that 
I can to give the reasons we need to suspend standing orders.  It is very difficult to move a motion that we should 
suspend standing orders and then not be able to argue properly why we need to suspend standing orders.  I am 
doing the best I can.  I do not intend to take much longer, I assure you, Mr Acting Speaker.  I know what will 
happen.  The government will gag this because it does not want the truth to come out now.  It may come out next 
week some time if the police are fortunate enough to gain access to the transcripts that were made when this 
prisoner was granted bail, for exceptional circumstances, behind closed doors.  The public has a right to know.  
Somebody could have been killed while that prisoner was on parole.  He would have been able to do that 
because of the actions of this government.  This government is determined to cover up this issue because it 
knows that what I am saying is true.   

We need to suspend standing orders because it is the only way we can possibly get to the truth of the matter.  If 
the government were to agree to suspend standing orders, I would not need to spend more than about one minute 
moving the substantive motion.  I would even be happy not to speak to it, because I do not want to stay here any 
longer than I have to.  However, it is important to suspend standing orders today to discuss this matter because it 
is the last chance we have.  This is one of the reasons I have moved the motion now.  Had the questions been 
answered at question time, I would not have moved this motion now.  The Leader of the House knows that what 
I am saying is true.  I am not doing this as a stunt. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  It is a stunt. 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  It is not.  I believe that I have a duty.  The only way I can fulfil that duty is to move a 
motion to suspend standing orders to require the Commissioner of Police to come before the chamber to give 
truthful answers, which I know he will, to the questions that I and other members need to ask him.  There has 
been an almighty cover up of this issue.  The lives of Western Australians have been put at risk.  These questions 
need to be asked.  That is why we need to require the house to suspend standing orders.  It is the only 
opportunity I have to be able to put a motion to enable this house to get the truth.  The only way to do it is to get 
the Commissioner of Police to come here, because he will be obliged to tell the truth.  We should suspend 
standing orders and call the Commissioner of Police.  If I go to see the Commissioner of Police, he is duty bound 
not to tell me all the details, because his minister would have told him not to tell the member for Hillarys 
anything but to treat him like a mushroom and keep him in the dark in a similar way to the rest of the public. 

As a member of Parliament my duty is to try to get to the truth of any issues when there is possible corruption 
and actions are taken by government agents and indeed ministers.  If the Commissioner of Police appears before 
the bar of the house, we might find out more than the government wants us to know.  I will not waste any more 
time of the house.  I have spoken for, I think, 12 minutes, and you, Mr Acting Speaker, have been generous to 
me and allowed me to touch fairly adequately on the reasons that we need to suspend standing orders.  It is the 
only option that I have, and the only option that any member has; it is the only way we can ever possibly get to 
the truth in this place on an issue such as this.  I would not be wasting the time of this house at the moment had I 
got truthful answers from the Attorney General at question time.  If he had done that, I can assure you, Mr 
Acting Speaker, that I would not be wasting the time of the house now, because I would be satisfied that I could 
go forward and investigate the issues that need to be investigated.  If members of this house are content to go 
away for a two-week break without agreeing to this motion to suspend standing orders to get to the truth through 
the Commissioner of Police, then let it be on their heads.  They will eventually find out the truth, not through this 
house but through the media, because it will be the media who will find the truth and get the answers before we 
do.  We cannot get the truth in this house; it is an impossible task.   

I conclude by saying to all members of this house that they should believe in the truth and in the safety and 
security of Western Australians.  They might believe that lives have not been put at risk in any way, shape or 
form as a result of the inexplicable actions that have been taken with this dangerous, armed criminal - he has 
been convicted before and sentenced to 12 or 14 years but did not serve many.  He is now alleged to have 
committed other vicious crimes, in which he is alleged to have cut people’s fingers off and cut people’s Achilles 
heel.  This is the type of person who goes in with a gun, intent on getting his own way.  If any members opposite 
are happy to go away on their two-week break and do whatever they are intending to do, knowing that they have 
just voted down the one opportunity we have to get to the truth of this matter, they should do so, but it will be on 
their heads.   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Mr Acting Speaker - 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I have not sat down yet. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  You are not speaking to the motion. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am.  I am just winding up. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The member for Hillarys has just about finished. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I have indeed, Mr Acting Speaker.  I know the Leader of the House is desperate to gag 
debate on this motion to suspend standing orders to allow me to move an important motion to achieve something 
important for the safety of Western Australians.  He will gag the debate.  I know he will, but by doing that, if 
something goes wrong - I remind the Leader of the House of the Skinner report -  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Point of order, Mr Acting Speaker.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Leader of the House? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I move that the question be now put. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The question is that the question be now put. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I had not sat down, Mr Acting Speaker.  I thought the Leader of the House was getting up 
to raise a point of order.  He got up and moved that the question now be put. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Members, again I have made a mistake, my second today.  I have misinterpreted the 
actions of members. 

Point of Order 
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Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The member has been speaking for over 15 minutes.  He has thrown in the words 
“suspension of standing orders” but has not given any reason for it.  He has been overly repetitious, which is 
outside standing orders.   

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.W. Andrews):  When a point of order is called, I insist that the person 
making the point of order be heard in silence.  It is not a signal for everyone to start speaking, which will just 
delay matters further.  The Leader of the House has made the point of order.  The member for Hillarys has the 
call, but he needs to sum up his reasons for why we should suspend standing orders. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I was almost going to sit down when the Leader of the House took the point of order.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.W. Andrews):  That was my fault.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I would not blame you for one second, Mr Acting Speaker.   

The motion before the house is to suspend standing orders.  It is a very limited motion but the purpose of it is to 
get the truth.  As soon as I sit down, which is any minute now, the Leader of the House will gag this debate.  He 
will not allow this house - 

Point of Order 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The member is sometimes either entertaining or is such a bore.  He has said that he is 
winding up several times and he continues to repeat himself without presenting any arguments.  He is being 
overly repetitious and that is in breach of the standing orders.  He cannot abuse this house by saying, over and 
over again, the same thing which is not relevant to the motion before the house.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I believe that the member for Hillarys has reached the point at which he is being 
very repetitive.  I am sure that the member for Hillarys will stand and finish.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  I have finished. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Let me clarify my position.  Has the member for Hillarys finished his speech? 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  I feel compelled to. 

Question to be Put 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Leader of the House) [4.42 pm]:  I move - 

That the question be now put.   

Question put and a division taken with the following result - 
Ayes (28) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mr J.N. Hyde Mr A.D. McRae Ms J.A. Radisich 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr N.R. Marlborough Mr E.S. Ripper 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr R.C. Kucera Mrs C.A. Martin Mrs M.H. Roberts 
Dr J.M. Edwards Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan Mr M.P. Murray Mr T.G. Stephens 
Dr G.I. Gallop Mr J.A. McGinty Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr P.B. Watson 
Mrs D.J. Guise Mr M. McGowan Mr J.R. Quigley Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mrs J. Hughes Ms S.M. McHale Ms M.M. Quirk Mr D.A. Templeman (Teller) 

Noes (19) 

Mr C.J. Barnett Dr E. Constable Mr R.F. Johnson Mr M.W. Trenorden 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mr J.H.D. Day Mr P.D. Omodei Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr B.J. Grylls Mr D.T. Redman Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr T.R. Buswell Dr K.D. Hames Mr G. Snook Dr G.G. Jacobs (Teller) 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr T.R. Sprigg  

            

Pair 

 Mr F.M. Logan Mr T.K. Waldron 

Question thus passed. 

Standing Orders Suspension Resumed 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.W. Andrews):  The question is that standing orders be suspended.  To be 
passed, this motion requires the concurrence of an absolute majority. 
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Question put. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  There being a dissentient voice, it is necessary for the house to divide. 

Division taken with the following result - 
Ayes (19) 

Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.H.D. Day Mr J.E. McGrath Mr M.W. Trenorden 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mr B.J. Grylls Mr P.D. Omodei Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr M.J. Birney Dr K.D. Hames Mr D.T. Redman Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr T.R. Buswell Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr G. Snook Dr G.G. Jacobs (Teller) 
Dr E. Constable Mr R.F. Johnson Mr T.R. Sprigg  

Noes (28) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mr J.N. Hyde Mr A.D. McRae Ms J.A. Radisich 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr N.R. Marlborough Mr E.S. Ripper 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr R.C. Kucera Mrs C.A. Martin Mrs M.H. Roberts 
Dr J.M. Edwards Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan Mr M.P. Murray Mr T.G. Stephens 
Dr G.I. Gallop Mr J.A. McGinty Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr P.B. Watson 
Mrs D.J. Guise Mr M. McGowan Mr J.R. Quigley Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mrs J. Hughes Ms S.M. McHale Ms M.M. Quirk Mr D.A. Templeman (Teller) 

            

Pair 

 Mr T.K. Waldron Mr F.M. Logan 

Question thus negatived. 
 


