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MEMBER FOR HILLARYS 
Personal Explanation - Fraudulent Behaviour by Members of Parliament  

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [10.19 am]:  During a previous grievance the Minister for Education and 
Training accused me and my colleague the member for Nedlands of fraudulent behaviour.  Mr Acting Speaker, 
you said when that point of order was raised that you had not heard the comment.  I accept that.  If the Acting 
Speaker did not hear it, he did not hear it.  Hansard would have heard it, so the scurrilous accusation by the 
Minister for Education and Training about the member for Nedlands and me will be recorded in Hansard.  He 
was not prepared to withdraw his remark.  In my personal explanation I will explain the content of the issue to 
which the Minister for Education and Training referred.  The minister accused me of fraudulent behaviour by 
bringing into this House e-mails that he believed I had put together.  He was suggesting that the e-mails were not 
genuine.  However, the e-mails are absolutely genuine.  I have them in my hand.  I have blotted out the names of 
the people who wrote them.  The e-mails refer to people in the Department of Health.  They are e-mails to and 
from somebody in the Department of Health -   

Ms M.M. Quirk:  Are there two e-mails?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The member for Girrawheen should not interject on me.  Members should not interject on 
someone who is making a personal explanation.  The member for Girrawheen should learn the protocols.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.J. Dean):  Thank you, member for Hillarys!  Please stick to the subject matter. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The member for Girrawheen interjected on me, Mr Acting Speaker. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Thank you, member for Hillarys. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I have brought into this House copies of e-mails sent by someone in the Department of 
Health and somebody in the child protection unit of the Department for Community Development.  How can 
those e-mails be classed in any way as being fraudulent?  These e-mails were forwarded to my home computer.  
I have the e-mail addresses of both the person in the Department of Health and the person in the Department for 
Community Development.  Those people were contributing information to the Australian Institute of Family 
Studies.  One e-mail was from a child protection worker in the Department for Community Development.  I have 
the genuine e-mail addresses of these people.  The e-mails are not fraudulent.  They are absolutely genuine.  The 
reason I have blotted out the names of the people - it still covers the Department for Community Development 
and the Department of Health - is that I did not want any victimisation of these people to occur for telling the 
truth and saying what they believed.  The Government and the minister may not like it, but they were telling the 
truth.   

Mr A.D. McRae:  What is the personal explanation that you are making?   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I ask the member for Hillarys to cut to the chase.  He is not allowed to discuss the 
content of the e-mails; that is not open to discussion.  The point he should be discussing is that he has been 
misrepresented.  I ask the member to stick to that, without going into the content of the e-mails or developing 
that argument.  This is not the time to develop an argument about the pros and cons of the e-mails.  This personal 
explanation is about the member being misrepresented.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I listened to what you said, Mr Acting Speaker.  I am trying to put the truth to the House.   

Mr A.D. McRae:  Rubbish!  You are misusing this House.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Mr Acting Speaker, are you going to tell the member for Riverton to shut up?  I am fed up 
with that bloke! 

Point of Order 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I interjected on the member for Innaloo when he gave a personal interjection and I think the 
Speaker ruled that interjections should not be made during a personal explanation.  The member for Hillarys 
should be allowed to give his personal explanation without all the rubbish that is coming from the government 
side of the House.   

Mr A.D. McRAE:  The interjection I made, to which the member for Nedlands is objecting, was to draw to the 
attention of the member for Hillarys the serious nature of the provision concerning members giving personal 
explanations.  It is a time when the House allows a member to make very clear his role and actions.  A member 
is able to make clear, on the public record, what he or she has been involved with and needs to set straight.  It is 
not a time to engage in spurious debate on the legitimacy of what has been tabled.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Like grievances, personal explanations should be heard in silence.  Members know 
that, because the grievances were heard in silence.  We should hear the personal explanation in silence.  I ask the 
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member for Hillarys to stick to why he feels he has been misrepresented in this House, and not debate the 
content of the e-mails.   

Debate Resumed 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I will not canvass your ruling, Mr Acting Speaker.  The last interjection confirmed my 
right to put forward the truth about an allegation that the Minister for Education and Training made about me.  
That is the whole purpose of giving a personal explanation.  It provides members with an opportunity to tell the 
truth and correct something that is absolutely wrong.  I was accused of fraudulent behaviour by the Minister for 
Education and Training.  A person could not be accused of anything much worse, except perhaps paedophilia.  I 
am setting the record straight by arguing against the misrepresentation made in this House by the Minister for 
Education and Training.  It is my right as a member of Parliament to do that by way of a personal explanation.  
Mr Acting Speaker, you are quite right; personal explanations are normally heard in silence.  I do not interject on 
anybody who makes a personal explanation.   

Several members interjected.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I never interject on somebody who is making a personal explanation.   

Mr M.P. Murray:  Never?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Never.  Members can go back through Hansard.  I never interject on somebody who is 
making a personal explanation.  It is a very serious issue.  It is the only opportunity a member really has to put 
the truth before this House.   

Point of Order 
Mr M. McGOWAN:  I refer to Standing Order No 148.  The practice of this House and the federal Parliament, if 
one ever follows what occurs in that place, is that a personal explanation provides a member with an opportunity 
to succinctly and briefly put forward the issue about which the member feels he was misrepresented.  If members 
listen to the federal Parliament and the way in which the time to make personal explanations is used there, they 
will know that members in that place are given only a few seconds in which to put forward the area in which, 
and how, they were misrepresented.  The member is then required to sit down.  It is not a time for general debate 
among members or for a member to speak about a range of matters.  I implore the people who run this House to 
ensure that those conventions and the standing orders on these matters are strictly enforced so that this House 
can get on with the business that its members were elected to do.   
The ACTING SPEAKER:  There is an element of truth to the member for Rockingham’s point of order.  The 
reason that the member for Hillarys is making this personal explanation does not provide him with an 
opportunity to attack other people or lay before the Parliament new substance.  If he did that, other members 
would not have a chance to rebut those arguments, other than by making personal explanations.  Endless 
personal explanations would be given.  I insist that the member desist from attacking members and get to the 
point of his personal explanation.  There is no time limit on personal explanations, but I would appreciate the 
member winding up his explanation.   

Debate Resumed 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  What the Acting Speaker and the member for Rockingham have said is absolutely true.   

Mr A.D. McRae:  Get to the explanation.   
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The member for Riverton should shut his gob!   
Several members interjected.   
The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order!  The member for Hillarys has the floor.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The purpose of providing a personal explanation is to answer and put before this House 
facts to dispute accusations made about a member.  If any member is accused in this House of fraudulent 
behaviour -   
Mr D.A. Templeman interjected.   
The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, member for Mandurah!  I will now start calling to order members, mostly on 
my right, who answer back to the member for Hillarys.   
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am making this personal explanation because I have been accused in this House of 
fraudulent behaviour.   

Point of Order 
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Mr A.D. McRAE:  Mr Acting Speaker, the member is refusing to comply with your guidance and the standing 
orders.  He continues to canvass your ruling and he is arguing about the purpose of personal explanations.  This 
is not a time for that type of debate; it is a time for making his personal explanation and then sitting down.  I ask 
that you direct him to do that and cease delaying the proceedings of the House.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.J. Dean):  I disagree with the member for Riverton.  The member for Hillarys 
was getting to the point.  Although no time limits are imposed on personal explanations, I am sure that less than 
a minute had elapsed into the member’s explanation.  God willing, I believe the member will get to his point.   

Debate Resumed 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker.  I accept what you and other members have said.  The 
purpose of personal explanations is to give an explanation of what members believe is the truth and how they 
have been misrepresented.  The Minister for Education and Training made an accusation that misrepresented me.  
I am not entering into a debate; I am giving a personal explanation because he accused me of fraudulent 
behaviour.  I want to put the record straight by way of this personal explanation.  I have not behaved fraudulently 
by raising the contents of an e-mail in this House.  The e-mail, which I referred to on Tuesday when debating a 
matter of public interest, was a genuine e-mail.  Hansard has seen it.  It could not be quoted in Hansard unless 
Hansard had seen the actual quotes in a genuine document.  Hansard asked me for the document and I provided 
it.  Hansard gave me back the document.  I did not want copies of it to be made because with some work the 
public servants could be identified, and I did not want them victimised.  I totally reject the accusation that I have 
behaved fraudulently in this House.  I appreciate the Acting Speaker giving me leave to make that personal 
explanation.  I have no wish to delay the business of the House any longer.   
 


