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PREMIER - CENSURE FOR POOR JUDGMENT 
Motion 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting on the motion moved by Mr P.D. Omodei (Leader of the 
Opposition).  

MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [4.20 pm]:  I support the motion.  I agree with many of the things the Premier 
has said today.  However, I cannot let the Premier off the hook totally.  The Premier has been in this Parliament 
for 10 years.  I have been in this Parliament for nearly six years.  It has taken me a while, but I now realise that 
members in this place not only hold allegiances to particular people but also sometimes vote according to those 
allegiances.  I agree with the Premier that members of Parliament should have the courage to vote on issues 
without fear or favour.  Members of Parliament should not do deals for other people.  Members of Parliament 
should vote according to what will be in the public interest and in the best interests of the people in their 
electorate.  The problem the Premier is facing is that he has been a member of this Parliament for 10 years.  He 
has been attending caucus meetings for 10 years.  He knows what the Labor factions are.  He knows which 
members of the government are aligned with Brian Burke and to what extent Brian Burke can influence those 
members.  He knows which members of this government became members of Parliament as a result of the 
favours of Brian Burke and Julian Grill.  The Premier knows that that situation exists in this Parliament.  
However, the Premier is not able to give us a solution.  The tragedy is that this situation is affecting the political 
and business reputation of this state.  This problem will continue so long as the Corruption and Crime 
Commission inquiry is in train.   

I believe Dr Gallop had it right.  Dr Gallop knew that he had to ban Labor members from speaking to Brian 
Burke and Julian Grill.  I am sure Dr Gallop, who is now employed at the University of New South Wales, is 
having a quiet chuckle about all this.  When the Premier was given the gift of being appointed Premier of this 
state, he decided to repay the favour by lifting the ban.  We know that is true, because Mr Bowler told the CCC 
yesterday, at page 758 of the transcript -  

The Premier made it quite clear over - even before he relaxed the ban and during it that he had no time 
for either lobbyist, either person and - but as ministers we were free to meet who we wanted to.   

There it is!  The Premier knew!  Before the Premier became Premier, he was a hard-nosed political journalist in 
this state.  He knew exactly the influence of Mr Burke and the damage that Mr Burke had done to the political 
and business reputation of this state.  It is all unravelling again.  The Premier may say that he is doing the right 
thing.  However, he has no choice.  If the Premier wants to save this government, he needs to show that he has 
integrity.  However, the problem is that it is the Premier who has caused this damage to the reputation of this 
state, so it is on his head.   

I agree with the Premier that part of the problem is that some members do not know where to draw the line.  
However, before I come to that, I want to talk about the speeches that are made in this Parliament.  I have written 
all but one of my speeches.  On that speech, which was about juvenile offenders, I was given some help by 
Hon Peter Foss.  I have heard members of this place make legal speeches that I know they did not write.  If 
members do not write their own speeches, it does not allow the Parliament and the people of Western Australia 
to see what makes those members tick.  I am not talking just about speeches that are written by paid lobbyists.  
All members of Parliament are given information and have research done on their behalf.  However, our 
speeches should be based on views that we have formulated ourselves.   

The Premier said that individual members do not know where to draw the line, and he was absolutely right.  I 
will refer to the member for Riverton, who is a classic example of not knowing where to draw the line.  The 
member for Riverton sounded plausible on the radio yesterday, but he did not tell the whole story about how he 
overturned a decision.  He was given a memo from the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure to say that she 
agreed with Hon Adele Farina’s recommendation.  The member for Riverton did not say that he overturned that 
decision and got his chief of staff to deal with it.  This is the sort of difficulty that people have with drawing the 
line.  The member for Riverton was asked by Mr Phillip Urquhart whether he was honest and upfront with Grill 
regarding the Lombardo discussions.  The member for Riverton said that he did not know what that question 
meant.  It is about being honest and upfront, and the member for Riverton did not know what that meant.  
However, he deliberately hung out so that Mr Julian Grill would give him assistance with his fundraiser.  The 
member for Wanneroo was having a fundraiser organised by Burke and Grill, which I understand the Premier 
walked out of.   

The problem is that the whole mess that Western Australia is currently in is the result of the Premier lifting the 
ban.  The Premier is a journalist and is good with words, but he does not fool me.  He would have known when 
he got the tick to be Premier that when he lifted that ban there would be trouble.  He had to know that.  I used to 
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ask myself for five years why the member for Peel would sit in the Members’ Bar.  I would make a joke of it.  
He would be asleep.  It was because he was ostracised.  The Premier brought him in.  The only conclusion I can 
come to on why the Premier did that was because he was given the reward of Premier and he gave a reward in 
return, but it has come back to bite him.   

It has been said by members that what has happened at the Corruption and Crime Commission has hurt many 
people who have allegiances and that the CCC is a circus.  No, the CCC is exposing the circus in this town.  The 
Premier did not answer my question.  He has reimposed the ban, which he should, but it should be mandatory in 
this Parliament for each member who is lobbied by a lobbyist, particularly former members of Parliament, to 
stand in this Parliament and say that they have been lobbied.  The problem that Western Australia has, and it 
happens in all Parliaments, is that many people owe their livelihood to individuals outside the Parliament.  If 
members are afraid of losing their jobs, afraid they will not be leader or afraid they will not be ministers, they 
will never be good members of Parliament.   

I refer members to a book that was written after WA Inc: The Executive State contains an essay at page 73 by 
Patrick O’Brien on the meaning of corruption that states - 

 Being “corrupt” means somehow misapplying political or administrative power, whether directly or 
indirectly, outside its proper sphere, for one’s own financial or material advantage, or in order to 
distribute the gains among one’s friends, colleagues, relations or supporters.  

He outlines in his essay the difference between bribery, which could be one person, and political corruption and 
the damage it causes to the society we are in.   

I read the CCC transcripts on the stacking of the Busselton Shire Council.  If I had said to many people before 
that transcript was released that Crichton-Browne and Burke were stacking the Busselton shire from a Claremont 
real estate office, they would have say I was cuckoo.  However, that is what was happening, and it is happening 
to many councils, of which there are 144 in Western Australia, but there is only one state Parliament.   

Page 77 of The Executive State reads - 

 WA Inc. involved much more than mere business relations.  It was an interlocking association of vested 
interests which had coalesced around the state government and, in particular, the Department of Premier 
and Cabinet.  Its principal architect was Brian Burke . . . who explained his purpose as follows: 

I do not know who was in Parliament when he said this, but it is very revealing: 

There will be a new order in this state and an élite of the able, and that’s what will come to pass and it 
will come to pass as quickly as I am able to make it happen because I believe that’s the salvation of the 
state and the salvation of this country. 

How wrong can anyone be?  It is political corruption.   

It is a tremendous privilege to be here.  I have been questioned recently by people in my own party about where 
my first loyalty lies.  It will always be to the people who elect me.  The document goes on to say - 

The defence by wielders of political power that unless their actions can be shown to be illegal those 
actions cannot be said to be either improper or immoral, or even merely “bad form”, will not do. 

It goes on to say that political corruption - 

. . . undermines trust and erodes conscience, political corruption helps to engender psycho-pathological 
sentiments and behaviour in society, if not the Psycho-pathological Society itself. 

Therefore, the moral dimension can be ignored only at the expense of democracy. 

That is true.  That was Patrick O’Brien speaking about WA Inc.  Sometimes I see things in this Parliament and I 
mention it to people and they say, “Sue, no-one will ever believe you.”  The people of Western Australia, people 
in my party and everyone else here should read the CCC transcripts.  They should see what is really happening 
and who runs the state.  The fact is that we, the elected representatives, should be running the state.  It is 
something I feel very strongly about.  It is incumbent on us all to know where to draw the line.  We all make 
mistakes; that is true.  I often thought Dr Geoff Gallop did not have a lot of substance.  However, he was right on 
this issue.  I know a lobbying register will be introduced in this Parliament, but in my view it will not go far 
enough.  I agree with the Premier that the onus is on each individual.  The only way to get rid of the scum that 
does this sort of thing and affects Western Australia is to make it mandatory for individuals in this Parliament to 
reveal those people with whom they have been in contact.  I fully support the CCC, but I believe the Premier 
should go a step further than a lobbying register and introduce other legislation.  It is done in local government.  
Things happen in this Parliament because people do deals.  Those are my views.  I think the Premier exercised 
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poor judgment.  I do not know whether in the dizzy elation he felt when he was asked to be Premier he thought 
he would pay back by allowing Brian Burke back in.  The decision to allow the member for Peel into cabinet has 
caused the lack of confidence among senior business people in town. 

I do not want the Premier just to say the onus is on each individual.  He has recognised that the ban needs to be 
reimposed.  However, if individuals cannot distinguish when a deal should and should not be done and cannot 
distinguish the right thing to do, perhaps there should be mandatory provisions to make them tell this Parliament 
and their colleagues who they are really representing.  Who has been heavying them on their preselection 
committees, for instance.  Perhaps then we will see a Parliament of integrity. 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [4.33 pm]:  I support the motion before the house.  I will also make a 
prediction: I foresee rotting carcasses of disgraced government ministers on the lawns of Parliament House.  We 
have seen ministers go already and it will not finish there.  We will see more departures because other ministers 
are implicated in the CCC investigation.  Other ministers have made decisions that I think they will be 
questioned about at the appropriate time.  I thought the WA Inc government was the most corrupt government I 
had ever seen, but I have to say that today’s government takes the cake.  I believe there has been more corruption 
in this government not only with the aid and help of its ministers, but also some of its backbenchers.  I want to 
know whether the fundraising assistance for election campaigns that has been given to the members for 
Wanneroo, Kingsley and Riverton will be described as the “proceeds of crime”.  All we need do is follow the 
money back.  If it is found that those people have been putting money into those campaigns because of favours 
done by government ministers through the association and direction of Brian Burke and Julian Grill, that money 
is corrupt money.  I therefore want to know whether the Attorney General will take any action in that area. 

It is all very well for the Premier to take the high moral ground and say that he has acted decisively.  It took the 
opposition and the media to back him into a corner to make the decision today that he should have made 
yesterday.  He had no other option.  Any other Premier would have made that decision yesterday.  The problem 
is that some of our ex-ministers do not seem to know that they have done something wrong.  The member for 
Riverton thinks that he has been hard done by.  All I have heard on the radio and the television and read in the 
papers are his protestations that he has done nothing wrong at all and that this is the fault of everybody else, 
including the Premier, the media and the opposition - everybody other than him.  I suggest, Mr Speaker, that he 
doth protest too much.  His actions unquestionably resulted in the right decision by the Premier; that is, to sack 
him.  That was not the first such action by this government member.  I take members back to the 2005 election 
when somebody who visited the member for Riverton’s office signed a nomination form as an Independent - 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr A.D. McRAE:  The member is now using evidence that was found to be not true by the Corruption and 
Crime Commission after the 2005 election. 
Mr T.R. Sprigg:  It was not! 
The SPEAKER:  Members! 
Mr A.D. McRAE:  The member should withdraw that remark, which is misleading the house. 
The SPEAKER:  I do not know of any ruling on that.  I recall that some action after the election exonerated the 
member for Riverton.  I note that the motion does not attempt to blacken the name of every member of this 
house, although it mentions Labor members dealing with Brian Burke and Julian Grill.  It is probably a long bow 
to suggest that some other action, other than those actions, is tied to this motion. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The essence of the motion before the house is the integrity, or lack of integrity, of this 
government.  This government is in crisis.  It has lost whatever integrity it had.  It has lost the confidence of the 
people of Western Australia.  The government will say that the result of the Peel by-election proved that it is not 
the case.  The facts of the matter are that the electorate seat of Peel is a Labor stronghold; it always has been and 
probably always will be.  Labor voters in that electorate may not have supported the previous member if he had 
stood for re-election, but because the new member for Peel is a cleanskin - somebody who I think and hope will 
make a very good member of Parliament - they voted for that person.  Let us not therefore muddy the waters by 
saying that the public has had its say.  If the Premier had guts and fortitude, he would let the public have its say 
and call an election, as there is a crisis of confidence of the people of Western Australia in this government.  I 
have never seen quite as much corruption as I have seen by this government, not only by government ministers, 
but also by those members of the backbench who have been partly involved in this matter.  They know exactly 
who they are.  We will see their rotting carcasses outside Parliament by the end of this year - I guarantee it - 
because there is a lot more stuff to come out of the CCC.  It is also interesting to note that it seems that the only 
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members who have not had their telephones bugged - perhaps they have - are those members of the Attorney 
General’s faction.  He has a pretty strong faction in this Parliament. 

Ms M.M. Quirk:  Wrong! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am sorry, who said, “Wrong”? 

Ms M.M. Quirk:  I said “Wrong” 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Is the member for Girrawheen in the Attorney General’s faction? 

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  How does the member for Girrawheen know then?  My friend the member for 
Girrawheen does not have a clue.  We know that the member for Girrawheen is not a friend of Brian Burke, 
because he worked against her by trying to advance a different candidate for the seat of Girrawheen.  The 
member for Girrawheen should tell us whether she has had her telephone bugged, because we would be 
interested to hear about it.  The Corruption and Crime Commission hearings will produce more revelations about 
other government ministers.  A complete transcript of all the evidence will reveal that other ministers are 
involved in corruption.   

This motion is about not only corrupt ministers, but also the Premier, because in appointing certain members to 
cabinet he showed the worst judgment in the world.  We have to ask why he appointed those members to cabinet 
and why he lifted the ban that prevented Labor Party members from contacting Brian Burke and Julian Grill.  I 
have a pretty good idea about the answers to those questions.  The Premier needed the support of the Burke-Grill 
factions to be elected Premier.  In addition to the member for Willagee, the Attorney General and the member for 
Midland were also interested in becoming Premier. The Labor Party had three choices.  We know that the 
Attorney General was not going to help the member for Midland and that the member for Midland was not going 
to help the Attorney General.  Neither of those two candidates had the numbers to become Premier.  To whom 
did they give their support?  They gave it to the member for Willagee.  The Premier owes an allegiance to those 
people who helped him secure the state’s top job.  I have lost track of the number of factions in the Labor Party.  
Members of certain factions do not talk to members of other factions.  The way those factions work is corrupt 
and that corruption has permeated into this chamber.  Indeed, that corruption has been revealed as a result of the 
actions of those ministers who have been sacked.  Further action could be taken against those ministers.  I am 
sure that further action will be taken against certain individuals with whom they were friendly.   

Another problem is that every ministerial office has union officials.  The Minister for Corrective Services should 
not shake her head.  Brian Burke’s ex-chief of staff is the now the chief of staff at the ministerial office of the 
Minister for Housing and Works.  That just goes to show how people move from one faction to the other.  The 
Minister for Housing and Works has fallen out with Brian Burke.  We are aware of the union officials who work 
at ministerial offices, because we are given a list of them.  We can see which factions they belong to and which 
officials are trying to come up through the system.  The member for Kenwick, who is the Minister for 
Indigenous Affairs, was a former staffer -  

Ms S.M. McHale:  I am the Minister for Tourism.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am sorry, there has been a change in portfolios.  I wonder why that is.  Why did the 
member for Kenwick lose the indigenous affairs portfolio?  Ministers in this government change portfolios as 
often as they change underwear.  The number of times that ministers change portfolios in a week is mind 
boggling.  The trouble is that there are corrupt influences in every ministerial office and corrupt influences in the 
public service in general.  I was once told that Brian Burke boasted that if the Liberals were to ever gain power, 
it would take them 20 years to root out the people that he had placed in the public service.  He was right, because 
many of them are still around today.  I assure members that the opposition will help root out those people, 
because they are bad news for the people of Western Australia.  There was corruption in this state in the 1980s 
and early 1990s and we are now experiencing it again.  Hopefully, the people of Western Australia will come to 
their senses and realise that they cannot trust the Labor Party because, unfortunately, it breeds corrupt ministers.   

DR G.G. JACOBS (Roe) [4.45 pm]:  I will speak in support of the motion and about the poor judgment of the 
Premier.  Earlier today the Premier told us how he knew of, and followed in detail, the machinations of the 
WA Inc royal commission.  I propose that the Premier knew that this current situation was coming.  He knew of 
the machinations and tentacles of nepotism that were about to be revealed.  However, despite that, he exposed 
members of his government, including the former member for Peel, to the lobbying ravages of Mr Burke and 
Mr Grill.  The Premier must have known that the former member for Peel was vulnerable to the machinations of 
Mr Burke, who is a very powerful and corrupt lobbyist.  Some of the snippets of information from the 
Corruption and Crime Commission have revealed how Mr Burke had the former member on the end of a string.   
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The Premier must have known that he would expose the member for Murchison-Eyre when the Premier 
appointed him as the Minister for Resources.  The Premier must have known that the member for Murchison-
Eyre and Mr Grill had a connection that stretched back almost a lifetime.  The Premier must have known that 
that minister would have been exposed to the lobbying tentacles of Mr Grill and to the ravages of corrupt 
nepotism.  It is for that reason that we insist the Premier showed poor judgment.  What the Premier did today is 
laudable.  He had no choice but to do it.  The Premier is dealing with pockets of crises as they become evident.  
He normally would not do what he did, but he was forced to do it.  History will confirm that he showed poor 
judgment in exposing government members and ministers to the ravaging lobbyists, who are well known to us 
all.  I happen to like the member for Murchison-Eyre; I think he is a good bloke.  I am from Esperance and he is 
from Kalgoorlie.  We have something in common; like me, he understands the country and has the country at 
heart.  He has lived there for many years and has raised his family there.  He is a man who truly has the country 
and regional Western Australia at heart.  The Premier, who is absent from the chamber, exposed the member for 
Murchison-Eyre, just as he exposed other government members, despite knowing that there was a problem.  He 
must have known.  There were danger signals, and the potential always existed for this to happen.  The Premier 
is the skipper of the government ship, and that ship is taking water.  The buck stops with the Premier.   

I was disappointed about one thing that the Premier did not say today.  In the announcement he made today he 
did not give a reason for sacking the member for Murchison-Eyre.  It is up to the skipper of the ship, which is 
taking water, to explain to the member for Murchison-Eyre why the Premier sacked him.  The Premier owes that 
to the member and, importantly, to the member’s family.  That was not put on the record.  The member for 
Yokine might look away, but it is not on the record.  The member for Yokine would want that and I would want 
that.  If I were in the same position as the member for Murchison-Eyre, I would like a parliamentary explanation.  
The Premier owes it to the member, he owes it to the member’s family and, as the member on this side said, he 
owes it to this Parliament and to Western Australia.  There is an issue of accountability.  The Minister for the 
Environment had a shot at the opposition about the lobbying done by the Australian Hotels Association.  Every 
member of this Parliament knows that we are lobbied every day.  That is our job; we get lobbied. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  I think I saw a few Labor members at the AHA footy matches. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  Absolutely.  The nub of the issue is: are there strings attached to this lobbying?  Is there a 
quid pro quo?  That is the difference.  Anybody can lobby me, but the danger is if there are strings attached; that 
is, I will do this for someone and I can have a kickback for doing it.  I must tell the minister for whatever he is 
now -  
Several members interjected. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I am referring to the Minister for Education and Training.  It is very hard to keep up. 

I will talk about the unfortunate people in the disability services sector who will now be faced with their eighth 
minister in almost two years.  The changing of the guard happens so often on this ship that is taking water that it 
is dysfunctional in doing its job.  It does not do its job.  The next person in this place with the most knowledge 
and experience of disability services is me, given that on this ship the portfolio has changed hands so often. 
Until now I have been disappointed.  I am still disappointed, because the Premier has shown poor judgment in 
exposing members when he knew all the history.  He told us about the history and about understanding how the 
commission worked and the issue of cronyism and its tentacles.  However, still he put the member for Peel in the 
cabinet, and the rot set in. 

Mr R.F. Johnson interjected. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  In fact, if we go back one step, as the member for Hillarys has said in his interjection, we 
must wonder why.  Why did the Premier, with his astuteness and knowledge of the history of the WA Inc saga 
and the tentacles of cronyism, do that?  Was there some coercion?  Was there some deal?  Was there some quid 
pro quo in all that?  If he puts that man in cabinet, perhaps he will get the top job.  We should ask that question.  
The Premier, who had knowledge of the history of WA Inc, had an immediate conduit from the inner sanctum of 
cabinet to Burke and Grill. 
I congratulate the new member for Peel on his appointment.  We heard him say at his swearing-in that he would 
faithfully serve the people of Western Australia.  Are members of Parliament faithfully serving the people of 
Western Australia by commitment and by doing what is best for them?  Do we truly act for the people of 
Western Australia in accordance with the words of the prayer that is read at the start of Parliament every day?  I 
do not care on which side of Parliament we sit; that must be paramount.  Aside from ego, aside from financial 
benefit, aside from career and aside from anything else, do we do that?  If we do not, I suggest, as the prayer 
says, that we will not be glorified and we will not be blessed in this place. 
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Honesty and integrity are an important part of this.  I humbly submit that my previous job to this had at least 
some honour attached to it, but I must tell members that since I have been a parliamentarian in this place, the job 
is not receiving any honour.  Members opposite are not receiving it and nor are members on this side.  We have 
no honour.  That, above all else - above my career, above how much money I make and above anything else - is 
the thing that will be most important when I go from this world.  Most important will be my honour and whether 
I served the people of Western Australia.  Members might say that this is very trite and sounds very good.  
However, in the end, will members opposite and members on this side go from this place and from this world 
having served with honour? 

I make this call to members on both sides of Parliament: shady politicians should put up their hands and come 
clean.  We need to do the right thing to get the blessings in this place.  As the member for Merredin said, bad 
men prosper when good men do nothing.  I am sure there are good men and women on the other side.  We must 
stand up for this view so that we can go out with honour and, above all else, serve the people.  As our prayer 
says, we must truly serve the people of Western Australia.  If we do that, this place will be glorified and blessed. 

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [4.56 pm]:  I will support this motion to suspend standing orders to 
allow the house to censure the Premier for his poor judgment when appointing ministers, allocating ministerial 
portfolios and lifting the ban that his predecessor, Dr Gallop, had on Labor members dealing with Brian Burke 
and Julian Grill. 

Before speaking to the motion, I also welcome the new member for Peel and congratulate him on winning the 
by-election.  I say to the member for Peel that for probably more than 99 per cent of my time, my role as a 
member is very enjoyable.  I love working with the people in my electorate.  I also enjoy participating in 
Parliament; that is, being in this place and joining in the debate on legislation and making legislation that will 
influence our community.  Often I do not agree with how the legislation gets up, but I know that I am able to put 
forward the views of a large number of people in my electorate and in the general community. 

It is an honour to be a member of this Parliament, and normally I feel very proud as a member of Parliament.  At 
the moment, it is very disappointing that people are looking at all members of Parliament - that is, on both sides - 
because of the evidence given to the Corruption and Crime Commission.  Some members have been named, and 
we are wondering who will be next.  We know that the CCC has not finished its hearings.  Will more people in 
this house be named?  Will this continue in the next few months, so that when people meet us as members of 
Parliament, they will wonder whether we are all tarred with the same brush?  We are not all tarred with the same 
brush.  What has happened to members on the opposite side who have been caught up in this fiasco is very sad.  I 
believe that part of the problem goes back to what the Premier said today about how people should be 
accountable for themselves, and that includes ministers.  I think that the Premier should be saying more than that.  
That is why I put in a request last year to the Public Accounts Committee - which I believe was passed to 
Mr Speaker - for education of members of Parliament.  In 2001 or 2002 a code of conduct was brought in, which 
was to be included in the house’s standing orders.  What assistance are members and new members given 
concerning legislation and lobbying?  Obviously, the situation is different for me as an Independent because both 
major party machines provide a lot more support to their members.  However, it is possible that there is not 
enough support.  Because of what is happening now, we know that members have not been given enough 
support. 

What is very worrying about all this is that, although the Premier is asking members of Parliament to resign as 
the Corruption and Crime Commission reveals that they have been involved in corrupt activities, there are 
concerns about public servants.  I am wondering how many decisions have been made by the public servants 
named.  Will the CCC look at the public servants who have been liaising with Mr Burke and Mr Grill in the 12 
months or so since the ban was lifted?  Will it look at what decisions have been made and what information has 
been fed from those public servants to other public servants in other departments?  We know that government 
departments are a bit of a boys’ club in the way that local councils are often a bit of a boys’ club.   

Ms J.A. Radisich:  And like the Parliament! 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  The member is right; it is very much a boys’ club here.  However, we are here to 
change that!  We are doing our bit. 

I am very concerned about decisions by the Environmental Protection Authority and the person named from the 
Water Corporation, as well as decisions by other public servants.  What decisions have been made?  Have they 
been made in the public interest over the past 12 months? 

I have not read all the transcripts but I have read some of today’s transcript.  It is a bit of a jigsaw puzzle with all 
the bits coming together.  It is all very disappointing.  I support the motion but I am very sorry that this 
Parliament is having this debate.  What is happening among Labor ranks is reflecting on Liberal members of 
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Parliament.  It is reflecting on me as an Independent member of Parliament.  The Premier needs to give more 
support to his ministers and his backbenchers.  He also needs to ensure that ministers go back and look at their 
departments and determine who in their departments has been leaking information.  They could ask their public 
servants, in the way that the Premier asked his ministers several months ago, whether they have had any contact.  
Now may be the time for ministers to go to their senior public servants and ask whether they have had any 
dealings with Brian Burke or Julian Grill.  If, within the next four weeks, any of their names come up in the CCC 
hearings, those people should be sacked. 

I support the motion and I hope that, on behalf of all members, there will not be another minister named in the 
next few weeks and that this is the end of the matter. 

MR T.K. WALDRON (Wagin - Deputy Leader of the National Party) [5.04 pm]:  I will be brief.  In 
supporting the motion I must say that, like so many other members here, I feel very disappointed about what has 
happened.  One feels very let down.  Today has been quite a day in this chamber. 

I support what the Premier said.  I thought that he spoke well today.  I support what he said and what he honestly 
wants to do.  However, I do not think my support will count.  The Premier needs the support of government 
members to try to fix this problem once and for all.  It does not do any of us any good.   

While sitting in this chamber today, I wondered whether I was privileged to be here today or will I be able to say 
to my kids that I was in Parliament when some of these terrible things were argued?  Good things can sometimes 
come from bad.  This situation could be a bit of a watershed for the state in the future.  The only people who can 
make it a watershed so that it can go forward positively are all members of Parliament, particularly the members 
of the government and the member for Avon.  They need to support their Premier.  I definitely support what he 
said today in what he is trying to do.  Today someone said something about their constituents.  This is my 
seventh year in this place.  I have always tried to do and say everything on behalf of my constituents and what 
they would expect of me, because they are the reason that I am here.  We all need to look at ourselves, get back 
to basics and really think about what has happened.  Although there has been a lot of pain to individuals, maybe 
this could be a watershed time in this state and for years to come.  Perhaps when I come back to this place for 
lunch as a retired old former member, I can say that from that dark day in this chamber came some really good 
stuff that got Western Australia back the respect it should have.   

MS K. HODSON-THOMAS (Carine) [5.06 pm]:  I too want to keep my comments brief.  I want to say 
something about what is currently happening at the Corruption and Crime Commission.  We are all very 
concerned and disappointed at the current state of play that has beset the Labor Party.  It reflects badly on all of 
us.  It is a hard place to come back from when we are all seen to be corrupt.  I know in my heart when I look 
around this place that most members in this chamber come here to genuinely make a difference.  I know I did.   

I wanted to raise an issue in this censure motion about the Premier and his poor judgment on the appointment of 
ministers, the allocation of ministerial portfolios and his lifting of a ban that his predecessor, Dr Gallop, had on 
Labor members dealing with Brian Burke and Julian Grill.  Obviously, he has seen fit to put that ban in place.  
Sometime last year I asked a question of the former Minister for Small Business Norm Marlborough.  The 
question related to the sacking of one of the state’s best chief executive officers of the Small Business 
Development Corporation.  I asked whether he was pushed or sacked and if this person stood up to his minister 
and said, “No, I won’t do that because it’s not right.”  This is supposition.  I am making suppositions now.  It 
reflects badly on the government that the employment of a former CEO of the Small Business Development 
Corporation was terminated.  The answer that I received from the former minister was that he had accepted a 
management-initiated redundancy.  There was no sacking or interference.  It was a very glib answer.  I 
subsequently asked the new Minister for Small Business if she would investigate the matter further to see if there 
was any forced sacking of a very valued and well-respected man in this state.  I got another wishy-washy answer.  
If that is what this Parliament is about, I call on the Premier to encourage all his ministers to ensure that they 
give honest answers.  There should never be cover-ups.  

Members should not laugh.  Good government is about providing honest and direct answers.  It is quite clear that 
Mr Marlborough had links to Brian Burke and was influenced heavily.  We are seeing more and more of that.  I 
will be pursuing this matter vigorously.  In fact, if that man was sacked because he was a good public servant 
and did the right thing, it is a serious error of judgment and should be made right.  

MR D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN (Leschenault) [5.10 pm]:  The Premier’s own words earlier on were that 
people must accept responsibility for their own actions.  He did not do that.  He did not accept responsibility for 
his own actions in the speech he gave in Parliament today.  He certainly did not acknowledge his own 
responsibility for the direct influence that Brian Burke in particular has had over his government, ministers and 
members of Parliament.  Never once did the Premier say that he accepted his own degree of responsibility for the 
fact that Brian Burke has this degree of damaging influence.  The Premier has never explained to the house that 
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Brian Burke is responsible for the fact that the Premier sits in that very seat.  If Brian Burke was not alive, or was 
living in Guatemala and did not have influence over Labor Party members, it is quite likely that the member for 
Fremantle or someone else would not be sitting in the Premier’s seat.  Do not take my word for it; take the word 
of the former Minister for Local Government, the member for Murchison-Eyre, in his transcript from the 
Corruption and Crime Commission.  Why, on 31 January 2006, did he telephone Brian Burke and, when he 
found that there was no-one in and an answering service took the call, leave the message “congratulations”?  
When questioned why he had used that word and left that message, he said that he was using Brian Burke to 
support his candidate for Premier.  Brian Burke indicated that he too was supporting the candidate of the member 
for Murchison-Eyre.   

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  For what position? 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  For the position of Premier.  The Premier should read the transcript.  This is 
the point - he will not accept the responsibility.  He tries to dodge all the time.  He sounds tough, saying that he 
will clean people up and send them packing and so on, but he does not look in his own back yard and admit how 
he got where he is.  That says three things to me.  Firstly, somebody wanted Brian Burke to back him as Premier.  
He does not do these things out of magnanimous gratitude.  Somebody wanted him to assist the Premier.  The 
second thing it does, coming directly from a former minister at the highest echelons of power in this state, is 
confirm that Brian Burke had that degree of power in the Labor Party, and could help exercise powers on behalf 
of other people or himself to get someone elected to the high position of Premier.  The third thing it infers is that 
the Premier himself must have been complicit.  Surely, this intense behind-the-scenes lobbying does not happen 
without some idea from somebody that Brian Burke is pulling strings.  I would love to hear more from the 
member for Murchison-Eyre about his knowledge of what was being done on behalf of the Premier, and I would 
like to hear the Premier be honest enough to say that Brian Burke helped him to become Premier of this state, 
and wielded influence on his behalf.   
There is further evidence, if we can call it that.  Immediately on being appointed, the Premier appoints one of 
Brian Burke’s best mates, the former member for Peel, Norm Marlborough, to cabinet.  Blind Freddy would 
have realised what went on behind the scenes.  Brian Burke will shuffle a little support to the Premier, but he 
wanted his little mate who had been on the back bench for 20 years to be moved to the front bench.  That is how 
it would have worked.  He would have said, “I want Norm on the front bench.  That is part of my condition for 
leveraging a number of members of the Labor Party to support you as Premier.”  That is how it works.  That is 
the degree of political corruption we are talking about.  We saw it with the member for Murchison-Eyre, who is 
a close mate of Julian Grill.  We saw it also, as other members have pointed out, when the current Premier lifted 
the ban that had been placed by Geoff Gallop, the former Premier, on ministers liaising with Brian Burke and 
Julian Grill.  We saw it indirectly with the appointment of the member for Riverton to cabinet and his promotion 
to the environment portfolio.  We all know that the member for Riverton is a mate of not only Brian Burke and 
Julian Grill, but also Kevin Reynolds. 
That tells us two things.  Firstly, it tells us that the Premier is not being open.  The Premier is not admitting that 
this situation is the result of not only his poor judgment, but also the fact that he owes certain people.  The 
Premier is totally compromised.  Secondly, it tells us that this matter is not over yet.  I detected that in the 
Premier’s speech when he said that there are other people.  I can guess a couple of those people already.  I will 
touch on one in a moment.  The Premier knows that it is not over yet, because he knows that someone who 
commands such a large degree of support in both the lay and the Parliamentary Labor Party will not turn around 
in his tracks overnight.  It takes more than a floppy Panama hat to cause someone to become weak in this game.  
The Premier knows that he owes Brian Burke and the other people who made it possible for him to become 
Premier.  Therefore, this matter is absolutely not over yet.   
The Corruption and Crime Commission evidence is very interesting.  When the member for Riverton was placed 
in the predicament that the Premier had no option but to sack him from the ministry, Labor Party members, and 
also Labor Party supporters such as Kevin Reynolds, openly attacked the CCC.  Members of Parliament are 
elected to represent the interests of the community.  The Premier said in his speech, in a tacit way - or at least 
that is how it came across - that he would rather his members did not do that.  He did not say, in a much more 
direct way, that they should get out of the Parliament and be sacked from the Labor Party.  He did not give them 
the ultimatum that either they get out of the Parliament or he will get out.  The Premier did not give that 
ultimatum, because these members are mates of Brian Burke, and it was Brian Burke who helped him to get his 
job as Premier.   
I am concerned about the increasing degree of hostility towards the CCC that is being expressed by members of 
the Labor Party.  The Premier is not prepared to quell that hostility.  That is particularly concerning when we 
consider that the head of the Corruption and Crime Commission, Commissioner Hammond, is expected to resign 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 27 February 2007] 

 p29b-38a 
Ms Sue Walker; Mr Rob Johnson; Mr Tony McRae; Speaker; Dr Graham Jacobs; Dr Janet Woollard; Mr Terry 

Waldron; Ms Katie Hodson-Thomas; Mr Dan Barron-Sullivan; Dr Steve Thomas 

 [9] 

in the near future.  Under the CCC act, the person who will choose the new commissioner is the Premier.  That is 
the same bloke who owes his job to Brian Burke!   
Mr A.J. Carpenter:  I might appoint Brian Burke!  

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  God forbid!  The point is that the CCC is giving the Premier stick.  Under the 
CCC act, the Premier is required to choose one of three nominees to be the head of the CCC.  The Premier will 
not appoint as head of the CCC a person who may cause him even more problems in the future.  What I am 
saying is not far-fetched.  In light of all that has been happening with this government in recent times, I am 
concerned that the Premier may seek to influence the appointment of the commissioner.   

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  Did you say I may seek to influence the appointment? 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I will go further than that.  The Premier is the person who makes the 
appointment.  God forbid that any influence could be brought to bear on that decision.   

One other example of why this matter is not over yet can be found in the evidence that was given to the CCC 
about the rezoning of certain land at Whitby.  That evidence is very interesting.  The transcript refers to a 
telephone conversation between the Deputy Director General of the Department of Industry and Resources and 
Brian Burke.  I will put a couple of these things on the record.  The conversation took place on 27 February last 
year.  The transcript reads - 
 BURKE: I just wanted to say that Julian and I were discussing, whether or not we might uhm, 

ask er, for er appointments with Alannah and ah, John Bowler and ah, Ljiljanna Ravlich in respect of 
Whitby for our clients, -  

That is Union Pacific - 
 and we didn’t want to do that without checking with you.   

Why would they check with the deputy director, Gary Stokes?  The transcript continues - 
 STOKES: No.  I ah, that’s fine.  Ah I think, between you and I I think we’re handling it in a 

gutless way now but, that aside uhm, I think the outcome will be that same but the expectation is that 
the first two that you talked about in particular, ah will have a discussion because the departments can’t 
sort it out, -  

I find that remarkable.  To continue - 
 . . . therefore becomes a political issue and they’ll ah, write down to us telling us to get on with it. 

He said “They will”.  Who did - Alannah, Ljiljanna and John Bowler?  The transcript states - 
 STOKES: I think it’s unfortunate that, it’ll be imposed rather than us actually being a little bit 

smart. 
Mr Stokes is a deputy director of a department; he is not someone who does not know his business or how this 
government operates.  This is not the first time something such as this has happened.  He has seen it before.  If 
members place themselves in the position of a minister who may lean this way and is in the very important 
planning portfolio which deals with crucial decisions that involve rezoning, such as the one at Whitby, and 
which will have a significant impact on the people concerned, they will understand the scope for corruption.  In 
this case the deputy director indicated that a decision would be imposed on them rather than it going through the 
department.  At the Corruption and Crime Commission hearing, the deputy director spoke about how the 
Parliament will deal with it; that is, it will get knocked back.  The transcript reads - 
 STOKES: So that’s the front, the front door.  The back door will be providing advice which 

effectively ah, I think they’ve even provided a draft for Alannah to sign off coming back saying, heard 
all your noise, happening anyway. 

The deputy director of a department heard that a draft had been done for the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure to sign off on, even though he was expecting it to be knocked back by the department.  Is just the 
minister or Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich involved in this?  Perhaps the Deputy Premier might interject.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Do you want an interjection?   

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  My time is limited.  The transcript states that Mr Burke said - 
 Okay well we’ll handle it in here from now. 
Boy, how nice.  To continue - 
 We’ll set those appointments up and I’m sure Alannah’s very, very committed so we’ll see what 

happens. 
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How does Brian Burke know how committed is the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure?  Later in the 
hearing it emerged that Gary Stokes said - 
 Hopefully next time Brian we can ah, you know. 
 BURKE: Not a worry. 
 STOKES: Kick a goal, kick a goal rather than going via fullback.   
Some time ago I heard a rumour that the former Premier was going to sack the current Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure but that Brian Burke used his influence within the Labor Party to save her.  These are the sorts of 
issues that the Premier should be addressing.  He should explain how he got the premiership and what was Brian 
Burke’s involvement, because, clearly, one of his former ministers has directly implicated Brian Burke in the 
lobbying for him to become Premier of this state.  By God, it does not get any harder than that, Premier.   

DR S.C. THOMAS (Capel) [5.24 pm]:  I am glad to follow the member for Leschenault because I was worried 
that everybody was praising the Premier too much and I would have to open with the “I’ve come to bury Caesar, 
not to praise him” line.   

I congratulate the member for Victoria Park on his nuptials over the break and I hope the Corruption and Crime 
Commission did not have a bug in his house in the period following his wedding.  I also congratulate the 
member for Mindarie on the birth of another child.  I am sure that the CCC would not have a bug in his house 
because it would record nothing but crying and that would be rather dull.  I also congratulate the member for 
Peel on his election.  During the election the Premier appeared to be very close to the new member for Peel and 
was by his side quite a lot.  I am concerned that the Premier has seated him in the corner of the chamber.  As 
members will know, when new members first come to Parliament they tend to be influenced by the people near 
whom they are sitting.  What have the Premier and the Leader of the House done for the new member for Peel?  
They have sat him next to the member for Murchison-Eyre.  He is not here at the moment, but of course he is a 
very strong influence.  The next member along the bench is the member for Riverton, another very good 
influence on a new member of Parliament.  If the member for Riverton is not in the house, the new member for 
Peel will then be sitting next to another sacked minister, the member for Yokine.  That is a very strong field, 
Premier.  For the sake of the member for Peel, do not call him a rising star, because it will be the death of him.  
Please seat him next to the member for Southern River so that he has a positive influence in Parliament rather 
than the influence of the member he is currently sitting next to. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  What about the member for Perth?  Shouldn’t he be sitting next to the member for Perth? 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  The member for Peel is a new member and I would not inflict the member for Perth on him 
at this stage. 

It is not my intention to drag out this debate; it has gone on for a long time. 

Mr M. McGowan:  Trying not to drag it out! 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  I am trying not to; others may have. 

I would like to make a simple point.  Geoff Gallop acted in advance on corruption in government and its 
processes in this state.  Whatever else the Premier does, whatever actions he takes - he says he is going to sack 
this person, that person and the next person for corruption - the problem he has is that his predecessor acted in 
advance.  Geoff Gallop recognised the problems, and he led.  The issue the Premier has to face is that he has 
failed to do so.  He is acting in response to events and is following.  The Premier should now take the lead and 
root out corruption.  He has failed to do so in the year that he has been Premier. 

Question put and a division taken with the following result - 
Ayes (24) 

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 Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr M.J. Birney Dr K.D. Hames Mr D.T. Redman Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr T.R. Buswell Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr A.J. Simpson Mr G.A. Woodhams 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Dr G.G. Jacobs Mr G. Snook Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr M.J. Cowper Mr R.F. Johnson Dr S.C. Thomas Mr T.R. Sprigg (Teller) 
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Noes (30) 

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

 

            

Independent Pair 

Dr E. Constable 

Question thus negatived. 
 


