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MATTER OF PRIVILEGE 
Minister for Health, Tabling of Document 

MR M.F. BOARD (Murdoch) [3.07 pm]:  I raise a point of order under Standing Order No 109 as a matter of 
privilege.  During question time today the Minister for Health tabled a document in support of a question that 
was asked by one of the Labor backbenchers.  The minister went on to indicate and clearly define what was in 
that paper, and he tabled it in support of his belief that the number of public beds in 2001 was 640 fewer than in 
1990 under the Labor Government.  That paper clearly indicates that the Joondalup Health Campus, the Peel 
Health Campus and the Graylands Selby-Lemnos and Special Care Health Services were not included in the 
2001 figures.  They have “not applicable” against them.  The Joondalup Health Campus and the Peel Health 
Campus were two new hospitals that were built by the coalition Government.  They were opened prior to 2001.  
Those figures have been removed from the 2001 figures and added to the 2003 figures under the current 
Government.   

The minister has either deliberately or inadvertently misled the Parliament.  He may have inadvertently misled 
the Parliament.  Either way, the Parliament has been misled today, because these figures clearly do not represent 
the number of public beds in Western Australia in 2001, and the minister knows it. 

Point of Order 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I have two points of order, in fact.  The member claimed that the Minister for Health had 
deliberately misled - 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The first point is that the member used a point of order to make inferences about the 
minister, which is clearly outside the standing orders.  Secondly, I ask the Speaker to look more carefully at 
people abusing the standing orders by taking either matters of privilege or points of order that are then used to 
debate the matter.  The member was simply reading the document that was quoted and tabled by the Minister for 
Health.  That was simply a matter of entering into debate about the interpretation that one may place on the 
figures.  In doing that, I put to you, Mr Speaker, that the member was abusing the opportunity available under 
Standing Order No 109, which is to raise matters of privilege, but not to use them as an excuse to enter into 
debate on a matter. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The Leader of the House has just done something that is entirely inappropriate.  The member 
for Murdoch was on his feet taking a point of order.  The Speaker has just allowed the Leader of the House to 
take a point of order while somebody was already on his feet taking a point of order.  Have we in fact just set a 
new precedent, or did the Leader of the House act inappropriately?  I seek the Speaker’s guidance. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  Further to this matter of privilege, we sought clarification from the Clerk of the House about 
raising this issue.  The advice we received was that it was appropriate to raise it as a matter of privilege under 
Standing Order No 109, which I endeavoured to do today.  In doing so, I must outline a case for why we are 
using Standing Order No 109 to raise a matter of privilege.  If the Speaker deems that it is a matter of privilege, 
we can expand our argument on what is contained in this document, why we raise it today and why we believe 
the House has been misled.  Whether it be deliberately or inadvertently, the House has been misled. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  Nobody has been misled. 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  That is the case, minister.  The minister may have quoted from a document that had been 
prepared for him.  However, he should be aware that this document is clearly misleading the Parliament and, 
therefore, the people of Western Australia.  It does not even include the two major expansions of public hospitals 
in Western Australia.  They are included in the Government’s figures for 2003, but they are not included in our 
figures for 2001.  As a result, the minister has tried to embellish his position. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  Read what it says.  It says exactly that. 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  I have read it.  The House is being misled. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  It does not include Joondalup and Peel Health Campuses.  That is what it says.  That is the 
document I tabled. 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  The minister has tabled documents in this House.  Those documents embellish and support 
the Government’s argument.  The standard of this House is that those documents will be correct.  Generally, they 
have been supported and endorsed by the minister.  There was an obvious intention to try to embellish the 
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situation to indicate that under the Labor Government the number of public beds was greater in 2003 than that 
under the previous Government in 2001.  That is a distortion of the facts.  It should be corrected on the public 
record by this minister today as a result of privilege.  I am happy to sit down, Mr Speaker, if you are able to 
adjudicate on Standing Order No 109.  If that is the case, we will be happy to proceed. 

The SPEAKER:  Before I comment on the matter of privilege raised by the member for Murdoch, I will deal 
with the point of order raised by the member for Kalgoorlie.  It is clear that the matter being debated was a 
matter of privilege and was not a point of order.  It is quite proper to take a point of order during a matter of 
privilege, whereas it is not appropriate to take a point of order during debate on a point of order. 

In relation to the matter that has been raised, I have no doubt that the content of the document that has been 
tabled is self-explanatory.  Whether anybody in this place agrees or disagrees with the content of that document 
is a political point and a matter for political debate, rather than a matter relating to the accuracy of the document.  
Therefore, I rule that there is no breach of privilege.  

Mr J.H.D. Day:  Very dodgy.  Very, very dodgy. 

Point of Order 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Mr Speaker, I am sure the member for Darling Range, in response to your ruling, said, 
“Dodgy, very dodgy.” 

Mr J.L. Bradshaw:  He was talking about the minister’s figures. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  It sounded like a comment on the Speaker’s ruling.  It may or may not have been, but that is 
what it sounded like to me. 

Mrs C.L. Edwardes:  You are sensitive today. 

The SPEAKER:  I am getting more and more sensitive as the day goes on.  However, I did not hear any 
comments.  I cannot take any offence if I did not hear anything. 
 


