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MINISTER FOR LOCAL GOVERNMENT - DISMISSAL 
Standing Orders Suspension - Motion 

MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood - Leader of the Opposition) [2.06 pm] - without notice:  I move -  

That so much of the standing orders be suspended as is necessary to allow the house to consider the 
following motion -  

That this house calls on the Premier to immediately dismiss the Minister for Local 
Government; Employment Protection; Racing and Gaming; Goldfields-Esperance and Great 
Southern for his failure to uphold the integrity required of a minister of the Crown. 

The issue before us relates to the Corruption and Crime Commission inquiry and proceedings that are taking 
place.  There is no doubt in my mind that the Minister for Local Government has breached ministerial guidelines 
and should be sacked by the Premier.  Is there an indication whether the government agrees? 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  Not at this stage. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  So much for accountability. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  There is such a thing as proper process. 
Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The evidence before the Corruption and Crime Commission is damning.  The Minister for 
Local Government and member for Murchison-Eyre has been implicated beyond doubt, and the Premier should 
immediately remove him from his portfolios.  I will provide some reasons.  The evidence is plain to see.  The 
Corruption and Crime Commission investigated the activities of lobbyists Julian Grill and Brian Burke, and of 
Precious Metals Australia, Fortescue Metals Group Limited and Kimberley Diamond Company.  The 
commission asserted that the member for Murchison-Eyre had devised a strategy to ensure that he had no direct 
communication with Julian Grill. 

The first substantive issue concerns the Economics and Industry Standing Committee.  Its chair was the member 
for Riverton, and its members were the members for Murchison-Eyre, Darling Range and Collie-Wellington and 
Mr Bernie Masters.  In essence, the commission showed evidence to prove that the member for Murchison-Eyre 
facilitated the changing of a committee report in relation to Xstrata PLC at the request of Precious Metals 
Australia.  The report was tabled on 11 November 2004.  The commission produced evidence in the form of 
telephone intercepts and faxes and provided an analysis of the changes.  The commission had e-mail evidence to 
suggest that the member had forwarded a copy of the draft committee report to Julian Grill prior to the report 
being tabled in Parliament.  I assert that this action constitutes a contempt of Parliament and a breach of 
parliamentary privilege, and is a sackable offence for the minister. 

The second substantive issue relating to the activities of the member for Murchison-Eyre is that of Fortescue 
Metals Group Limited.  The commission’s assertion is that the member provided assistance to certain mining 
companies at the request of Mr Grill’s and Mr Burke’s clients, and issued a termination notice under section 
111A of the Mining Act to prevent mining on iron ore mining tenements.  This related to Precious Metals 
Australia and BHP Billiton Ltd.  The commission presented telephone intercepts, bugged conversations and 
e-mails. 

The third substantive issue is in relation to the Kimberley Diamond Company.  The commission provided 
evidence in support of its assertion that on 8 November 2005 - the day after a cabinet meeting - the minister 
advised Julian Grill of a cabinet decision that he did not advise the company of until 18 April 2006 - the 
following year.  This was again clearly a breach of cabinet confidentiality. 

I put it to the house that the reasons I have outlined are more than adequate for the minister to be removed from 
his portfolios.  We are seeing corruption in Western Australia.  The good name of Western Australia is being 
tarnished in the Corruption and Crime Commission hearings.  I call on the Premier to agree to this suspension of 
standing orders to allow this motion to proceed. 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Leader of the House) [2.09 pm]:  I will not seek to deny that a very serious 
matter lies behind the suspension of standing orders.  As the government, one would regard the suspension of 
standing orders to deal with such a serious matter as quite appropriate.  However, in this case it again shows an 
incompetent opposition that simply cannot deal with matters in a proper way. 

Several members interjected. 
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The SPEAKER:  Order, members!  I am sure we will get through today’s proceedings a lot better if we allow 
members, when they are on their feet, to speak. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I think that outburst supports what I said about the incompetence of people opposite.  We 
treat this matter as a very serious one. 

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  I call the member for Cottesloe to order for the first time. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Clearly, the opposition does not.  It sees this matter as something to use for political 
advantage, and that is fair enough.  However, in addition to the politics that are clearly there, there is an issue as 
to the facts of the matter and the most appropriate action to be taken.  My understanding is that the member for 
Murchison-Eyre, who is the subject of this motion, is, as of this afternoon, still giving evidence before the CCC.  
If he is at this very moment giving that evidence, how can we conduct a debate, based on any factual 
information, about what action should be taken by this chamber? 

Clearly, in this case the sub judice rule does not apply, but there are certain parallels in that the procedures of this 
chamber should not interfere with the processes of our courts.  In this case, although the CCC is not a court, it is 
a properly constituted investigative body that is currently taking evidence from the member for Murchison-Eyre.  
As a result of those proceedings, it may be absolutely appropriate that this house take action in one form or 
another.  However, without having that evidence before us, and without a conclusion of that evidence, 
particularly from the member for Murchison-Eyre, it is simply gross political advantage that the opposition is 
seeking to push and to not deal with what appear to be matters of grave substance.  This government will not 
resile from dealing with those matters, which are of a very serious nature.  However, it is totally inappropriate, 
while the member for Murchison-Eyre is giving evidence before the CCC, that we should seek to conclude all 
the evidence, the outcome of that hearing and what may need to be the outcome of further investigations by this 
house, or a body that this house might set up for that purpose.  Clearly, there are very important matters.  There 
are matters of grave consequence.  We believe that they should be dealt with, but it is not appropriate that we 
suspend standing orders to deal with them at the very time when the member who is the subject of the motion is 
before the Corruption and Crime Commission giving evidence. 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe) [2.13 pm]:  For the second time in 20 years the Labor Party has brought shame 
onto Western Australia.  That is what all members opposite have done.  Every single one of them who sits there 
now and supports the Premier in not debating this motion is a party to this corruption.  This is no different from 
the Brian Burke of the 1980s.  It is the same Brian Burke, with Julian Grill, in 2007, and it is the same hapless 
group of Labor members, crooked to the core, who will not stand up for this state and for decent, honest people.  
That is what this is about.  How much more do we need to know?  The member for Murchison-Eyre, a minister, 
has leaked information from cabinet.  He has been recorded devising a way of conveying that information to 
Julian Grill, and concealing the way to do it.  He has been involved in leaking reports of a committee.  He has 
actively lobbied within cabinet and within the bureaucracy to further the financial interests of Messrs Burke and 
Grill.  How much longer do we have to go on?  He is as crooked as they come!  He is as bad as Burke; he is as 
bad as Grill.   

The SPEAKER:  Order!  Members should understand that we are dealing with the motion to suspend standing 
orders and not the substantive motion. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  How much more evidence do we need?  Four ministers have gone from this government; 
three under the premiership of the current Premier.  We have already had one go this week.  I must say that the 
offence of the minister who went this week - he deserved to go - was far less serious than that of the member for 
Murchison-Eyre.  This offence is not even grey; it is black and white.  I wish that the Labor Party members had a 
mirror in front of them.  Just look at them.  They are sitting there as guilty as sin.  Not one of them has the 
courage to stand up.  This situation is just the same as it was in the 1980s; not one Labor member of Parliament 
had the courage to stand up when there was blatant corruption in Western Australia.  The same situation is 
happening today.  Maybe we have not lost hundreds of millions of dollars of taxpayers’ money but the conduct 
of ministers is no different from ministers of that time.  The Minister for Local Government, and who has other 
portfolios, has clearly compromised his position totally: he has leaked cabinet information and he has concealed 
the way he communicates that to a paid lobbyist.  What will he pretend: that he did not know that Julian Grill 
was a paid lobbyist and would be paid money and that Brian Burke was not involved?  He already admitted in 
this Parliament prior to the summer break that he had regular communication with Julian Grill.  He then tried to 
deny it.  We now know; it is on the public record.  What is the Premier’s response today?  Due process!  
Following due process means that the Parliament cannot deal with it today.  Apparently, we are not going to 
suspend standing orders because the Corruption and Crime Commission hearing will somehow take precedence 
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over this Parliament.  Sorry, but the member for Murchison-Eyre has the right and responsibility to debate his 
position and his suitability to be a minister.  I think that it is without question that he should not be a minister. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  How can he debate it when he is before the CCC? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  He can defend himself at the CCC, and he can come back here tomorrow or this afternoon 
if he wants to and we will let him give his side of the story.  Right now this motion calls for the Premier to act to 
dismiss him immediately.  We did not expect to be moving this motion because we did not expect the member 
for Murchison-Eyre to be a minister when Parliament resumed.  I was surprised that he was still a minister at 
nine o’clock this morning.  He is still there.  Look at members opposite - they are all sitting there defending him.  
They are all as guilty by association as he is.  Members opposite know he leaked cabinet information; they know 
that he lobbied within cabinet and the bureaucracy.  He did that not because of what was right or wrong but for 
the direct pecuniary interests of Messrs Burke and Grill.  He may not have been paid for it - I doubt that he was - 
but he might as well have been.  Members opposite are now arguing that Parliament should not consider that.  I 
am sure that Mr Speaker is concerned about this.  If ever an issue of propriety and public conduct has come to 
the fore, this is it.  This government is in denial; it wants to close the place down.  Let us hear a nice speech from 
the Premier about the future of Western Australia.  That is not what this is about.  This is about the future of 
Western Australia and the propriety of government.  To a man and woman, members opposite do not want the 
Parliament to debate it.  Shame on those members.  I do not want to compromise the position of Mr Speaker but 
I hope his Labor colleagues will revisit their position because if the motion to suspend standing orders is not 
allowed, it will bring shame on this house and the Parliament and will compromise the position of Mr Speaker. 

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [2.19 pm]:  The National Party also supports 
the motion to suspend standing orders.  What we need to do in this Parliament of Western Australia today is to 
give the community some faith in this Parliament.  They have lost all faith in this Parliament.  When the time 
comes to vote on this motion some members on the other side need to work out whether we will start the process 
of healing the ideals of the Western Australian Parliament.  The moment they fall into party line and say that we 
do not need to debate this, the problems of endemic corruption start to pervade the whole of that side of 
Parliament.  We need to turn this situation around.  I am embarrassed to be a member of Parliament, because we 
are all thrown into what has been occurring involving members on the other side of the house.  Members 
opposite need to play their part in turning this situation around. 

MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon) [2.20 pm]:  I appeal to the Leader of the House and the Premier to reconsider 
their position.  Despite what their attitude may be in this chamber as politicians or parliamentarians, the fact is 
that Australia is looking at us today.  I will not speak for very long; I just want to make a couple of points.  This 
is the first time we have got together since 12 December.  A great deal has happened since 12 December.  This 
state has hit the front page of Australian newspapers.  Members may say that that is not such a fantastic event in 
the course of man, but the reality is that we are currently the buzz of Australia.  I am talking about not only this 
chamber and the action of some members opposite and some of their colleagues, but also the corporate people in 
Alinta and the whole raft of issues that have painted Western Australia as “the wild west on the rise again”.  We 
have to deal with this.  We cannot put it under the table and pretend it has not happened.   

It is fantastic that the Premier will deliver his Premier’s Statement today.  It is important, and it is important that 
all members of Parliament should have an opportunity to respond to that statement, but it is more important that 
we give a message to all Western Australians that we are conscious of what is happening in this place today and 
what is happening in this state, and that we need to deal with reality.  If we do not do that, we are not a 
Parliament.   

DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville) [2.22 pm]:  I can understand why the Leader of the House and the Premier do 
not want to debate this issue.  What can they say in this house?  What can they defend?  Senior members of their 
government have been caught involved in corrupt activities.  Who knows who will be the next to go?  Yesterday 
in the Corruption and Crime Commission hearing we heard what the Minister for Local Government was 
accused of doing.  I for one cannot believe that he is still a minister.  I cannot believe that given the speed with 
which the Premier sacked former minister McRae - 

Mr M. McGowan:  After he gave his evidence. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  What a nonsense!  The Minister for Education and Training should read the transcript of 
what the minister said yesterday at the CCC and listen to what he said this morning; he said enough yesterday 
and today to bury himself 100 times over.  The reason the government does not want to debate the suspension of 
standing orders is because the minister is not the only one involved.  There were links in his evidence to other 
members in this place, particularly to the Premier concerning his election as Premier, the links between 
Mr Burke and Mr Grill to the Premier’s election as Premier, and, even some small things, with links to the 
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former minister for Aboriginal affairs who, according to the testimony given by the Minister for Local 
Government, had come to an agreement with the Premier that an Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee 
application would be rejected before the ACMC had made a decision.  

Ms S.M. McHale:  It’s not true.   

Dr K.D. HAMES:  If the minister says it is not true, the government should let us debate the suspension of 
standing orders.  The Premier should stand and tell us why the minister said that was the case.   

The SPEAKER:  Clearly, that is what the member wants to say during the debate.  He should stick to whether 
we should suspend standing orders.  I have given enough leeway to members espousing the arguments that they 
wish to make, but I ask members to stick to the motion before the house. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  The Premier cannot run and he cannot hide.  I have no idea why he bothers trying to put off 
this debate.  He wants somebody to stand in this place and say, “The opposition is useless; it sat there and did 
nothing.”  We are not going to sit back on this issue.  The Premier might want to deliver the good news in his 
Premier’s Statement and deliver his vision for the future - we are interested in that and we want to hear it - but he 
has to give the opposition a chance to debate this issue.  He needs to do it now.  It is the first issue that must be 
debated in the Parliament because it is such a serious issue that affects every person within this state. 

Adjournment of Debate 

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont - Deputy Premier) [2.25 pm]:  I move - 

That debate on the motion to suspend standing orders be adjourned until the member for Murchison-
Eyre has completed his evidence today at the Corruption and Crime Commission.  

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe) [2.25 pm]:  The opposition does not agree with adjourning the debate.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  All right; don’t adjourn then.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Will the Treasurer speak to the motion? 

Point of Order 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I have been advised that there is no debate on an adjournment motion.  If that is the wrong 
advice, I would be interested to hear what the correct situation is.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I do not know what the motion before you is, Mr Speaker -  

Mr J.N. Hyde:  You should have listened, then.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I did listen; the member for Perth should go back to Thailand, with his grubby little 
games.   

Mr J.N. Hyde interjected.  

The SPEAKER:  I call the member for Perth to order for the first time.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I clearly heard the Deputy Premier move to amend the motion; he is entitled to do so, and 
according to standing orders we are entitled to debate that.  I am happy to let the call return to him, so that he can 
explain his reasons for moving to amend the motion, and then I and others will respond to that.   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I did not move to amend the motion; I moved to adjourn the debate.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  No, you didn’t.  

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Perhaps the member for Cottesloe will let me make my point of order.  I moved to adjourn 
debate on the motion to suspend standing orders until the member for Murchison-Eyre has completed his 
evidence today at the Corruption and Crime Commission.  “I move to adjourn” was what I said.  

The SPEAKER:  That is the written motion before me, so the question before the house is that the motion be 
adjourned until the member for Murchison-Eyre returns from giving evidence at the Corruption and Crime 
Commission.   
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Mr Speaker, you read out the motion, and I do not doubt you have read exactly what is in 
front of you, but I ask you to consider the situation in which the Deputy Premier altered his motion before it was 
forwarded to you.  What he presented to you is different from what he said in this house.  

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I absolutely refute the idea that the written motion is in any way different from what I 
moved.  That is a complete fabrication on the part of the member for Cottesloe.  
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The SPEAKER:  I cannot recall exactly what the Deputy Premier said, but I now have the written motion 
asking for the debate in relation to this motion to be adjourned to allow the member for Murchison-Eyre to return 
from the Corruption and Crime Commission.  That is the motion I now put to the house.   

Debate Resumed 

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

 

Noes (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) 

 

            

Independent Pair 

Dr E. Constable 

Question thus passed.  
Debate adjourned until a later stage of the sitting.  
 


