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OUTCOMES-BASED EDUCATION - PREMIER’S ANSWER TO QUESTION WITHOUT NOTICE 
Standing Orders Suspension 

MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood - Leader of the Opposition) [5.30 pm] - without notice:  I move - 
That so much of standing orders be suspended as is necessary to allow the Premier to make an 
explanation to the Parliament as to the content of his answer to my question on outcomes-based 
education. 

During question time I asked the Premier a question relating to outcomes-based education; I asked whether he 
would guarantee to teachers that the options would remain open.  My question stated - 

I refer to the numerous assertions of both the Minister for Education and Training and the Premier that 
they would not be changing their implementation plan for outcomes-based education. 

(1) Does the Premier concede that because of his obstinate support for the Minister for Education 
and the Premier’s OBE plan in the past, his recent concession on the need for change has 
damaged his own credibility and leadership? 

(2) Why has it taken the Premier until now to realise there is a problem with his OBE plan, and 
will he concede that the belated changes he is now negotiating have the potential to confuse 
teachers even further? 

(3) Will the Premier take this opportunity to pledge to Western Australia’s teachers that he will 
leave the door open for the implementation of OBE to be delayed if they are still not ready 
following these changes; and, if not, why not? 

The Premier in his answer said that he had had a meeting with a number of members on his side; namely, the 
members for Central Kimberley-Pilbara, Bassendean and Wanneroo.  They are all members of the Standing 
Committee on Education and Health.  I understand that the committee is considering terms of reference in 
relation to OBE.  I want the Premier to explain his answer to the house and the house to decide whether there has 
been a breach of standing orders and whether the meeting that took place compromised the independence of the 
standing committee, given that standing orders are very plain that committee deliberations are not to be 
discussed outside that forum. 

This is a very serious matter.  It would be open to argue that given that the Premier has had a meeting with three 
members of the committee, he has not only breached standing orders, but also has compromised the committee, 
its deliberations and the recommendations it may make to this Parliament.  Given that those committee members 
are discussing confidential matters, I presume, with the Department of Education and Training and the 
Curriculum Council, and gathering information from wide sources - 

Mr A.D. McRae:  At open hearings. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I am not aware whether the committee’s hearings are open or in camera.  The fact is that 
the committee is deliberating on a decision to make a recommendation and report to this house about outcomes-
based education.  It is my contention that the Premier’s meeting with those three members has compromised the 
committee’s deliberations and the Premier may well be in breach of standing orders of the committee system.  I 
ask that the Premier come into the chamber and explain his answer.  This is a simple motion calling for standing 
orders to be suspended to allow him to explain the content of his answer to my question.  He should explain to 
the house what discussion took place with those three members of the committee.  I think it is a fair question and 
members opposite should agree to the suspension. 

MR T.G. STEPHENS (Central Kimberley-Pilbara) [5.35 pm]:  Mr Speaker -  

Point of Order 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I do not dispute the member being given the call, but I thought it was normal for a 
member to be given the opportunity to second the motion. 

The SPEAKER:  There is now no requirement for a seconder in our standing orders. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  There is no reason for the house to accept the Leader of the Opposition’s motion for the 
suspension of standing orders.  There has been no breach of the standing orders of this place and members 
opposite know it.  I can assure them that no such breach occurred. 
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Mr P.D. Omodei:  How do I know? 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  Because I was there.  I am telling the Leader of the Opposition that no breach of 
standing orders of this Parliament occurred.  I happen to be a strong upholder of the rights of Parliament and of 
the need to defend the standing orders and processes and procedures of this place.  I can also tell him that the 
meeting with the Premier took place because I requested it.  I can also tell the house that not a single issue that 
was covered by the processes or privileges of that committee was dealt with. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Tell it to the marines! 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  I can tell members exactly what I talked about.  This is what I asked of the Premier and 
his minister.  As members of Parliament, we are subject to, and the recipients of, large amounts of representation 
about the government’s perceived failure to engage in the public debate about, and discussions of those who 
have a grievance with, the processes that are unfolding.  In my role as an MP, I asked the Premier and the 
minister that they engage with the public in the discussion and resolution of this issue.  End of discussion, so far 
as I am concerned.   

The allegation has just been put to me by The West Australian that somehow or other members of the committee 
walked into the Premier’s office and foreshadowed for the Premier and the minister the draft report, the blueprint 
of the way forward.  If we had done such a thing, we would deserve the opprobrium of the house.  It would be a 
contempt of the Parliament.  Members opposite could hang, draw and quarter us. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  That is what we are doing. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  Members could lock us up in the dungeons.  They could do what they liked with us.  
The truth is we did no such thing. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  Do members see the motto underneath the crest up there?  They should read it carefully.  
That motto applies to members opposite.  There was nothing wrong with a group of parliamentarians - can I 
make this additional point: did it include all the Labor members of that committee?  No, it did not. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Let us find out. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  A group of parliamentarians came together, all of whom are members of that committee, 
but it was not all the members of the committee. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  I can assure members that I have operated in a house in which I have never had the 
numbers to protect myself against a breach of parliamentary privilege.  In that place I always knew of the 
requirements of parliamentary privilege.  Now that I am in another house in which I can be protected by the 
majority that constitutes the house, I do not need that protection.  I have done nothing wrong.  No member of this 
house who attended that meeting has done anything wrong. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Is it not strange that they were all members of that committee? 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  Honi soit qui mal y pense. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members!  I bring the member back to the motion.  Although some leeway is allowed, 
the member should talk to the motion before the house. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  The motion before the house is that standing orders should be suspended to provide the 
Premier with an opportunity to explain the meeting.  I convened the meeting.  I asked - 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  You convened it?  In what capacity? 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  As an MP. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  As an MP?  Who did you invite to the meeting? 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  I asked the Premier whether he would attend the meeting. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Who else? 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  Allow me to - 

Several members interjected. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  I took the opportunity of absolutely making it clear - 

Mr M.P. Whitely:  I was there. 
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Mr C.J. Barnett:  The member for Bassendean said that he was there.  The member for Wanneroo was there.  
Are you all members of the committee?  Yes! 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  Have we done anything wrong?  No, we have not. 

MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon) [5.40 pm]:  Rarely does a case come before the house whereby a chairman of 
a committee has stood before us and admitted his guilt. 

Several government members interjected. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Members opposite can yell at me all they like. 

Mr J.N. Hyde:  You have given the same speech twice to two different chairmen. 

THE SPEAKER:  Order, member for Perth! 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The member for Perth breached the rules some months ago. 

Mr J.N. Hyde:  You were wrong then and you are wrong now. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  No, I was not wrong then.  Let us talk about what the chairman just said.  The first 
thing he said when he stood up was, “I was there.” 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Bully for you! 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Let us go through the process.  He explained the process of the meeting.  He 
actually said, “I called the Premier and I asked the Premier to come and see three members of the committee who 
are not opposition members.”  The member for Perth was not there.  It does not matter whether it is just one 
member of the committee.  The breach stands with one member, let alone two or three members.  This 
committee, as we have already heard, is meant to report on 29 June this year.  That is days away.  What is it 
reporting on?  It is something to do with outcomes-based education, which just happens to be a bit of a hot 
subject at the moment.  The chairman asked the Premier to attend a meeting.  Those of us who have been on a 
committee for even five minutes know that if the Premier wanted to attend the committee, he should have 
approached the committee and requested to meet with it.  All members should have been requested to attend the 
meeting.  The meeting could have been held behind closed doors.  That is the process.  I do not know for sure 
whether the committee’s report is in draft form, but from my experience in all the years that I have sat on a 
committee, I assume that the report is in a draft form.  There is no question about that.  That is the procedure.  As 
far as this house is concerned, the draft report is to be delivered to this house on 29 June.  The chairman has 
taken the privilege and confidential actions of that committee and has denigrated each member of the committee, 
including the member for Perth, who was not there - 

Mr T.G. Stephens:  Wrong. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The member for Central Kimberley-Pilbara said that he called the meeting. 

Mr T.G. Stephens:  I am an MP. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The member is also the chairman of the committee that is reporting on OBE.  
Somebody can tell me exactly what it is reporting on. 

Mr J.N. Hyde:  He is the most senior MP in the Parliament. 

Mr T.G. Stephens:  I am the father of the Parliament! 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  No, the member is not. 

Mr T.G. Stephens:  Nearly. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Nearly.  It is not a question about whether we debate this.  There is an admitted 
breach of privilege.  The chairman has admitted it.  That puts us in a very important - 

Point of Order 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  The father of the house would surely know that it is a breach of the standing orders to 
allege that there has been such a breach without having moved a motion to that effect.  The member has not 
moved that motion.  He should not make those allegations. 

The SPEAKER:  The member for Avon indicated that he thought there was a breach.  That is not the same as 
saying that there has been a breach.  I do not think he has contravened the rules, other than he should really be 
talking about the suspension of standing orders. 

Debate Resumed 
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Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  That is just what I was about to do.  Since the Leader of the House moved this 
motion, the motion has moved on. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  I have not moved any motion.  Don’t defame me. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Okay.  I meant the Leader of the Opposition.  Do not get smart. 

Mr T.G. Stephens:  You don’t know who the Leader of the Opposition is. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I would be worried about my position if I were the member.  The Leader of the 
Opposition asked a reasonable question about an answer to a question during question time.  During question 
time the Premier thanked some members.  I listened to that answer with some interest.  My point is that since 
then the chairman of the committee has spoken and the substance of the motion has moved on from the position 
at which it started when the Leader of the Opposition moved it to a situation whereby there has been an 
admission of a significant breach of process.  A meeting was held at which the Premier met with three members 
of the opposition.  He met with a range of other public people on an issue that is before the committee. 

Several government members interjected. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I meant that the Premier met with three members of the government.  I am just 
excited about this.  These types of things rarely happen.  The process must be developed.  It is a pity that the 
Premier is not in the chamber.  I am sure that the Speaker and other members would feel more comfortable if the 
Premier were in the chamber.  It is incumbent upon the opposition to raise this matter at the first possible 
opportunity.  That is the procedure of this house.  I did not move this motion; the Leader of the Opposition did.  
Members cannot say that the Leader of the Opposition has not raised this matter at the first possible opportunity.  
It just happens to be at a time when the Premier is not in the house, which is unfortunate.  This is a very serious 
matter.  This is a debate that we have to have.  This has gone beyond just a few questions asked by the Leader of 
the Opposition.  We now need to substantiate the statements made by the chairman of the committee. 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [5.47 pm]:  For the third time, on sitting day number 29, the opposition, which has no 
policies or vision, has decided to play the man. 

Several opposition members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  On three occasions this procedural motion has been put against committee chairs.  It was 
unfounded on the other two occasions, and it will be revealed to be unfounded again.  Let us discuss this motion 
to suspend standing orders.  I am a Labor Party member.  I was not at the meeting with the Premier.  My 
understanding is that during question time today at about 2.40 pm the Premier raised this issue and thanked three 
members.  Question time ended at 2.55 pm.  If this were such a pressing issue, the opposition had ample time to 
raise it at 2.55 pm.  However, it waited until 5.30 pm to raise it, some three hours later, when it had concocted a 
plan.  The opposition got wiped on the floor in Geraldton and was an embarrassment.  The opposition has 
invented this as a stunt.   
The opposition does not appreciate now, and it did not previously, that members have a role as members of a 
committee and as local members of an electorate.  In my role as the member for Perth, I told the previous 
Premier in late November that the outcomes-based education issue was being misread by the government and 
misinterpreted by the conservative forces.  Much of the language was akin to a “less is less” neocon style.  I was 
a member of the committee, but I saw the previous Premier as the local member and told him that the New South 
Wales standards-based education system, which is the same system as ours, has a better examination system than 
that planned for Western Australia.   

We should be looking at this motion.  I went to the previous Premier as the local member.  I did not go as a 
member of the committee and I discussed nothing as a member of the committee.  The problem with the 
opposition is that its members live in a culture in which they do not talk to their leader, whomever it is this week.  
We talk to our leader as constituency members, not as committee members.  Members opposite cannot 
understand the difference, but we do.  The chairman of the committee has acted with full propriety, as the 
previous two chairs did when the opposition raised a similar stunt during the electoral cycle.  As local members 
of Parliament, we know our role very well.  I am delighted that we have a Premier who will talk to one member, 
four members, five members or three members.  Opposite are a whole bevy of people who will not talk to each 
other.   
Mr A.D. McRae:  It is interesting that the three members on our side were willingly identified and that members 
opposite requested that they remain anonymous.  
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Mr J.N. HYDE:  That is a very good point.  I urge all members of the house to defeat this motion so that we can 
get back to real policy, real vision and the future of Western Australia. 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe) [5.51 pm]:  I support this very fair-minded motion.  It makes no accusation.   

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The motion is that standing orders be suspended so as to allow the Premier to give an 
explanation of the answer he gave to a question asked by the Leader of the Opposition.  When asked a fairly 
straightforward question about outcomes-based education, which is a major contemporary issue, the Premier 
responded by naming three Labor members with whom he had discussions who happen to be members of that 
committee.   

Mr T.G. Stephens:  Why would he do that if he had done something wrong? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Perhaps because he was careless.  There is an issue, and in the limited debate we have had 
to this point the chairman of that committee has in fact said that he called the meeting.  The member for 
Bassendean and the member for Wanneroo have admitted that they were at the meeting, so we know that a 
meeting was held between a Labor Premier and three Labor members of a parliamentary committee.  This 
Parliament has standing orders stating that what is discussed by and the evidence given to committees are 
confidential.  Did the members discuss or anticipate what the findings of that committee might be?  Did the 
Premier inquire what the findings might be?  Let us hear from the Premier.  That is what this motion is about.  
The Premier must be accountable.  He is the one who named those members.  If they are unhappy, they should 
blame him for naming them in this Parliament.   

Members on this side of the house were not invited to the meeting.  They did not know about it.  Had the Premier 
wanted the advice of the committee, he could have formally gone to the committee and sought to sit down with 
the committee to discuss the issue.  He could have asked for an interim report.  He could have acted formally, 
but he chose not to; he chose to meet with three Labor members.  We do not know whether privilege of evidence 
was breached or whether there were discussions about what the committee may or may not find.  I am not a 
member of the committee, so I do not know.  The Leader of the Opposition is not a member of the committee.  It 
is entirely appropriate that we move this very straightforward motion to simply ask the Premier to come into the 
chamber to explain his answer.  I have never known a Premier who has stood in this Parliament and said that he 
has had private discussions with three members of his party who were members of a committee that was close to 
concluding a parliamentary report. 

I am glad that the Premier has arrived in the chamber.  I hope that he does not run from this issue but gets up and 
gives us an explanation.  That is all we have asked.  The member for Central Kimberley-Pilbara may carry on.  
We have had the ridiculous contribution of the member for Perth, which is all we ever get from him.  This is a 
straightforward motion.  It gives the Premier a straightforward opportunity to explain his answer.  That is all it is. 

MR A.J. CARPENTER (Willagee - Premier) [5.55 pm]:  I have never heard so much rot in all my life.  It has 
been the biggest load of claptrap I have ever heard.  The reason I did not name everybody is that I did not think 
that everybody would want to be named.  Does the member want me to name him? 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  I was not at the meeting. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Not people at the meeting, but the people who have given me information, suggestions 
and support about the issues of outcomes-based education.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  That is not the issue. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Yes, it is.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  The only people who were at the meeting were committee members. 

Mr T. Buswell:  You can name any people you want to. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  A process has been going on involving the committee of which those three are 
members - always publicly, as far as I know.  There have been issues to do with outcomes-based education, 
which was an issue before we came to government.  I believe that those members of the committee, acting as 
members of Parliament, had every right to raise the issue with me and to tell me that they wanted those issues 
resolved by the government.  I thank them for it.  They kept me on my mettle as Premier, responsible for the 
performance of government, and as a former Minister for Education who had a stake in the issue, because, 
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picking up from the previous Minister for Education, I oversaw the process of introducing outcomes-based 
education throughout our schools.   

The concept that somehow or other there has been some breach of privilege in discussion in some meeting is 
nonsense - utter nonsense.  It is just as nonsensical to suggest that somehow or other, because I became involved 
in the discussions and resolution of these issues, the Minister for Education and Training was not doing her job.  
It is as nonsensical as that.  One of those three members of Parliament is a former schoolteacher who had a great 
deal of information to offer me about the impact of outcomes-based education and how it could be resolved and 
who offered some guidelines about what needed to be done.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  What about the other members of the committee? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  What other members? 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  You named three members.  That is the issue. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  They came and spoke to me.  I named three members.  Are they members of a secret 
society?  Do we have an issue of national security?  They were sitting on a committee that was holding public 
hearings into the issue.  Are they members of some secret society and not allowed to talk to me about the issue?  
They did something in the interests of the state and tried to alert me to the fact that there were issues there.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Did they breach standing orders? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Of course not. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  What did you talk about? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  They spoke to me about outcomes-based education and the feedback they were getting 
about the issue.  The reason they were the focus of that feedback is that they were on that committee.  People 
identified them, so they came and spoke to me about those issues.  Do members know what the problem is now?  
Tragically for the opposition, we have made massive progress in the resolution of this issue.  Not every member 
opposite - I excuse one or two members on the other side of the house from this generalisation - but some 
members opposite want this issue to go on forever unresolved, so they will have a political gain to belt the 
government with.  Poor old The West Australian is running out of an angle.  It cannot now make the crazy 
assertions it has been making day after day, month after month, because we are resolving these issues.  It needs 
another angle; that somehow or other some evil concoction has been cooked up between these three shocking, 
conspiratorial members of the committee, who are not allowed to come to speak to me about an issue of the day.  
Of course they are allowed to.   

Several members interjected. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Members opposite do not understand the issue of privilege.  The members who came 
to see me did not in any sense breach privilege; they raised the issue in general with me and said, “These are the 
matters that the people are saying need to be resolved.”  I was not able to sit in on those public hearings of the 
committee.  I did not want to have to rely on the less than accurate reports.  The members did me a favour, and I 
am quite prepared to thank them for it. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Why didn’t you name me? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Does the member for Cottesloe want me to? 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  I made a speech in Parliament.  It is on the public record. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I am grateful to the member for Cottesloe.  He also provided me with some advice, 
and I thank him for it.  I did not want to identify him today because I thought I might embarrass him.  Putting 
party politics aside, he came to me with suggestions about how we could work through the issue.  They were 
very good suggestions.  I did not mention him today because I thought I might embarrass him.  There was no 
breach of privilege.  The members came to see me as concerned members of Parliament. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  You have compromised that committee by having that meeting, and you should have known 
that, just as the chairman, the member for Bassendean and the member for Wanneroo should have known that. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  That is a load of nonsense.  I want to thank the members from both sides of Parliament 
who helped me resolve this issue. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  It’s not over. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The member is right; it is not over.  We have a union meeting in a week.  I thank the 
member for Perth for his interest in all issues.  I thank the member for Cottesloe for constructive engagement on 
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this issue.  There was no breach of privilege.  The members did the right thing, not the wrong thing.  They are to 
be commended for it. 

MRS D.J. GUISE (Wanneroo - Deputy Speaker) [6.02 pm]:  Mr Speaker, if there is one thing - 

Point of Order 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  Mr Speaker, is it the intention of the house to break for dinner?  

The SPEAKER:  No, it is not.  I call the member for Wanneroo.  

Debate Resumed 
Mrs D.J. GUISE:  I rise to speak on this motion to suspend standing orders.  I am well aware of how this place 
works, so this may be my only chance to speak.  I welcome the debate however we have it, but I will speak to 
this motion at this point.  If there is one thing we bring to this place that I hope members of Parliament hold onto, 
it is our own personal integrity.  As Deputy Speaker of this place and chairman of committees, if members think 
for a minute that I would put myself in a position in which I would be in breach of those committee rules and the 
standing orders that I work to uphold, they are all seriously mistaken. 
Mr T.K. Waldron:  The Premier says that you have.   
Mrs D.J. GUISE:  I ask the member to hear me out.  My interest in education is well known.  For those new 
members who may not know, I spent many years as a representative of the parents and citizens associations in 
this state, as the president of the WA Council of State School Organisations and as a senior vice-president of the 
Australian Council of State School Organisations.  My interest in education is unbounded and has not changed.  
My network in education is still intact.  If members think for a minute that as a member of this Parliament I walk 
around blindfold, deaf and dumb, not listening to my community, they are also seriously mistaken because 
engaging with community is part of my role as a member of this place.  As a member of this place and a member 
of the Labor caucus, I have the right to bring the concerns of my community to my leader.  The minute I do not, 
the committee system in this place is stuffed.  If I cannot bring my concerns to my leader and my parliamentary 
caucus, I begin to become a useless member of Parliament. 
There are two separate issues.  One is how I act in my role as the member for Wanneroo and the other is how I 
act in my role as a member of the Education and Health Standing Committee.  I know where the bounds are.  
There is only a breach of parliamentary privilege if I share any information, deliberations or discussions within 
that committee during any conversation outside that committee.  If I share anything from those committee 
deliberations or discussions in any way, shape or form, I would be in contempt of Parliament.  I am telling 
members that I did not do so.  I brought to the Premier the concerns of my constituents and the parents, students 
and teachers of some of the schools in my electorate who were not fully engaged in OBE.  That is all I did.  As a 
member of this place, I have the right to do that. 

In terms of my own personal integrity, I know that I have not acted in breach of those rules, nor would I, but at 
the end of the day I accept the fact that all members have is my word.  I can sleep at night.  Members opposite 
have a problem if they think I have breached those rules, because I know I have not.   

MR M.P. WHITELY (Bassendean) [6.05 pm]:  The member for Wanneroo hit it on the head when she said 
that if we cannot act in the interests of our constituents and if we cannot pursue issues that are important and 
vital to our constituents, issues with which we have a passion and an interest, we have no right to be in this place.  
I have a background in education, being a former schoolteacher.  I have a passion for this issue.  It is an issue 
that is in the public arena.  It is in the paper every day.  We said to the Premier that we wanted him to start taking 
this issue seriously.  We wanted him to look at this issue.  Every hearing of this committee has been public.  We 
closed one hearing for five minutes at one stage, but every other hearing has been public.  I have been personally 
critical of the implementation of the new program in public hearings.  The press has not bothered to report it, 
members opposite have not bothered to read about it and they have not even bothered to roll up to the committee 
hearings.   
I will tell members opposite about a secret meeting I had last week.  They should build this into their conspiracy 
theory.  I am about to meet the man for dinner.  I met twice with Greg Williams, the founder of People Lobbying 
Against Teaching Outcomes, in my house to hear his concerns and to see how we can go forward.  I met with 
him because the government and PLATO think they are miles apart.  I do not think they are.  As a former 
schoolteacher, I thought he and I could share some ideas, find some common ground and pass that information 
on. 
Mr R.F. Johnson:  Did he make submissions to your committee? 
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Mr M.P. WHITELY:  He did.  I also met with him about 14 months ago, before the committee held hearings.  
Members should build Greg Williams into their conspiracy theory.  I am about to have dinner with him and the 
Minister for Education and Training.  I am going to be late so I will have to apologise.  They should build that 
into their conspiracy theory.  These hearings were all public.  The member for Wanneroo and I, with extremely 
strong backgrounds in education, were critical throughout the whole process of aspects of the implementation.  
We did not think the government was taking it seriously enough, so we went to the Premier and in no uncertain 
terms made that message clear to him. 
Mr R.F. Johnson:  Who is “we”? 
Mr M.P. WHITELY:  Me, the member for Wanneroo and the member for Central Kimberley-Pilbara.  We 
asked the Premier to take this issue seriously.  We said it in colourful language and we said it forcefully and the 
Premier heard it.  I think this nonsense should end.  I will have to apologise to Greg Williams, the founder of 
PLATO, for keeping him waiting.  Members opposite should build that into their conspiracy theory.  We did 
nothing wrong, except deliver good government for the people of Western Australia.  

Question put and a division taken with the following result - 
Ayes (19) 

Mr C.J. Barnett Mr M.J. Cowper Mr P.D. Omodei Mr M.W. Trenorden 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr J.H.D. Day Mr D.T. Redman Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr T.R. Buswell Mr B.J. Grylls Mr A.J. Simpson Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Dr K.D. Hames Mr G. Snook Dr S.C. Thomas (Teller) 
Dr E. Constable Mr J.E. McGrath Mr T.R. Sprigg  

Noes (26) 

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

            

Pairs 

 Mr G.A. Woodhams Mrs J. Hughes 
 Dr G.G. Jacobs Mrs C.A. Martin 
 Mr R.F. Johnson Mr J.R. Quigley 
 Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mrs M.H. Roberts 

Question thus negatived. 

Sitting suspended from 6.12 to 7.15 pm 
 


