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MEMBER FOR KIMBERLEY - PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Standing Orders Suspension - Motion 

MR T. BUSWELL (Vasse - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [12.09 pm] - without notice:  I move - 

That so much of standing orders be suspended as to allow the member for Kimberley to make forthwith 
a full and public explanation on her reported comments relating to the former Premier Dr Geoff Gallop, 
which included - 

I believe that when a person suffers from mental illness they’re not a fit witness to their own 
decisions. 

This is a significant and serious matter.  We are seeking to suspend standing orders, effective immediately, to 
provide the member for Kimberley an opportunity to come into the house and explain the apparently outrageous 
comments attributed to her in The West Australian this morning.  It is important that she have an opportunity to 
do this quickly; that is why we have sought the suspension of standing orders.  To be perfectly frank, it is 
disappointing in the extreme to not see the member for Kimberley in the chamber this morning, being prepared 
to stand and explain her comments to the Parliament.  It is more than just the Parliament, because the accusations 
and outrageous allegations that the member for Kimberley has made against the former Premier are, by 
extension, allegations against every person in our community who suffers from not only depression, but also the 
full gamut of mental illnesses that plague modern communities.  It is therefore imperative that the member for 
Kimberley come into the house and explain the basis and foundation of those comments to not only the 
Parliament and former Premier, Dr Geoff Gallop, but also the broader community of Western Australia.   
Only two conclusions can be drawn from those comments; only two logical outcomes can be arrived at in 
examining the comments made by the member for Kimberley.  The first is that the member has in her possession 
evidence to support her claim, and evidence that would suggest that Dr Gallop’s capacity to perform his job as 
Premier was impaired by depression, particularly during his last three or four months in that position.  That is a 
very, very serious allegation, and the ramifications for good governance in this state are very, very significant.  It 
is important that the member have an opportunity to present to the house any evidence she has in support of her 
claim.  As I said, it is a serious claim.  If there is evidence in support of the claim that Dr Geoff Gallop was 
incapable of effectively fulfilling his duties as Premier because of his mental illness, it is incumbent upon the 
member for Kimberley to let the house know about it. 
Of course, people could draw a second conclusion from the comments made by the member for Kimberley, and 
it is a very disturbing conclusion; that is, that these comments were not based on fact at all, and were not based 
in any way, shape or form on any manner of clinical assessment of Dr Geoff Gallop’s capacity to do his job as 
Premier.  If indeed that is the case, it is an absolute disgrace that a person has an opportunity to make those 
comments as a member of the Parliament of this state.  Standing orders need to be suspended to enable the 
member to come into the house and provide an explanation.  If the member has made these comments as part of 
an orchestrated campaign to assist the return to cabinet of the member for Yokine, the member for Kimberley 
should and will be widely condemned for casting these sort of slurs and accusations upon not only the former 
Premier, but also the enormous percentage of the Australian population afflicted with a mental illness, in 
particular depression.  One in five Australians will be directly affected by depression at some stage in their lives.  
One in four women and one in six men in Australian communities will be affected by depression.  Depression 
does not just affect them; it affects their families and friends and the support networks around them.  They are 
the people whom the member for Kimberley has insulted.  They are the people to whom the member for 
Kimberley has presented this affront.  If her comments have been made as part of a premeditated and 
orchestrated campaign to assist in the return of the member for Yokine to the cabinet - I do not say this to reflect 
on the member for Yokine; we have our opinions on the member for Yokine and we will discuss those in due 
course - it is nothing short of a disgrace.  This motion is about a member of Parliament making a very serious 
accusation, not just about the former Premier, but also about the one in five Australians who will suffer a mental 
illness.  The member for Kimberley needs to come into the chamber now and give an explanation to the 
Parliament about why she felt justified in making those comments.  
I said that I would be brief and I will.  There is an implicit message in the comments of the member for 
Kimberley; that is, if a person who has a mental illness is struggling to cope with that mental illness and is 
struggling to normalise his or her life in the workplace, that person’s efforts in the workplace could be called into 
judgment at any time because of that mental illness.  It has been a disgraceful attempt to undermine, and is an 
affront to, people who suffer a mental illness.  The right of people with a mental illness, as well as of many 
groups in society that face challenges, to be accepted in a normal workplace is a very significant factor in their 
treatment.  One of the main problems confronting mental illness in this country is the need to destigmatise 
mental illness, yet the member for Kimberley has inflamed the stigmatisation of people with a mental illness.  It 
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is completely and absolutely unacceptable.  We say two things to the member for Kimberley.  First, we are 
extremely disappointed that she would even think of making those comments.  If she has proof to support her 
claims, please bring it forward, because that would be significant.  Secondly, she needs to clarify in this house 
whether she made these disgusting comments as part of a concerted, orchestrated, planned and structured 
campaign to return the member for Yokine to the cabinet.  There is a broader issue, and it relates to the 
expectations of members of Parliament.  The public rightly has certain expectations about how members of 
Parliament will behave, what they will say and how they will treat different groups in our community.  This case 
is a prime example of those expectations not being met. 
MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe) [12.17 pm]:  I support the motion to suspend standing orders, which simply 
would allow the member for Kimberley to make a full and public explanation in this Parliament about her 
comments.  Indeed, I hope she makes an apology.  The member for Kimberley is not paired.  There is no reason 
she should not be in the chamber right now.  These comments obviously were made yesterday; they were 
reported in The West Australian this morning.  It is now a quarter past 12.  There has been plenty of time for the 
member to consider her position.  There has been plenty of time for either the Premier or other senior ministers 
to speak with her.  There is no reason that the member for Kimberley should not be available in this chamber to 
either confirm her comments, if that is what she believes, or apologise and refute those comments, which would 
be, in my view, the proper thing to do. 
I never thought the time would come when I would rise in this Parliament to defend former Premier Dr Gallop, 
but that is what I am doing.  I do not know how sick he was; I never discussed it with him.  I have not spoken 
with him since he retired as Premier.  However, I accept his explanation that he was unwell and considered that 
he should step down.  For a member of his own party now to effectively question his competence as Premier is 
distasteful and reflects poorly on that member and poorly on members opposite if they do not immediately act on 
that.  The member for Vasse, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, has made the point that it is a slight on those 
with mental health problems.  I will not pursue that line of argument any further.  There is no reason that we 
should not suspend standing orders and allow the member for Kimberley to make either an explanation or an 
apology, if that is her call.  This matter cannot be left while the Labor Party thinks about its strategy and while 
the factions talk about what might happen.  It is not about that.  This is about a slight on a former member of 
Parliament and a former Premier of Western Australia.  It is a slight on a leader of the Labor Party by a member 
of the Labor Party, yet it is the Liberal Party that has risen in this house to demand an explanation from the 
member and it is the Liberal Party that has stood to defend the standing of the former Premier, Dr Gallop.  I hope 
that the government will immediately support this motion and have the member for Kimberley walk into this 
chamber, make an explanation and hopefully apologise for making those very distasteful comments. 
MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont - Treasurer) [12.20 pm]:  I rise to speak on this motion with some hesitation.  I 
find it difficult to be required to discuss the mental health of my friend and former colleague and former leader, 
Dr Geoff Gallop.  We must all be conscious of the sensitivities of discussing in public another person’s mental 
health.  Such discussions can be most unhelpful to the person concerned.  Nevertheless, the issue has been 
raised.  I agree entirely that the member for Kimberley should make a personal explanation to this house.  I 
understand that the motion as it is currently drafted, if passed, could not be immediately implemented because I 
am advised that the member for Kimberley is not currently within the house or its environs.  Nevertheless, on 
behalf of the government, I give an undertaking that the member for Kimberley will give a personal explanation 
to the house.  That is the advice that is available to me.  I suggest that we therefore defeat this motion and accept 
the undertaking I have given that the member for Kimberley will make a personal explanation. 
Mr R.F. Johnson:  When? 
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  At the earliest opportunity. 
Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The undertaking is that she will give a personal explanation at the earliest possible 
opportunity.  I ask the house to accept that and to not pass this motion but to await the implementation of the 
undertaking that has been given. 

Since the issue has been raised, it is necessary for me to make a few comments about the former Premier.  I had, 
and still have, the utmost confidence in the judgments Dr Geoffrey Gallop made as Premier.  Dr Gallop took the 
state Parliamentary Labor Party from its lowest level of representation ever to its highest level of membership 
ever.  We have the largest state Parliamentary Labor Party in its history.  Along the way, he made some very 
difficult and principled decisions.  He made a principled and difficult decision to adopt a stance on native title, 
which was seen as controversial at the time but which has now been vindicated.  That was a courageous decision 
and it showed great judgment.  He made a great decision to save our old-growth forests, which was a 
controversial matter at the time and which has since been vindicated.  I will not go into too many other 
references like that that might be construed by members opposite as excessively political.  Members on our side 
of the house have a great deal of respect, and indeed affection, for Dr Geoff Gallop.  We have no reason 
whatsoever to doubt the quality of his judgments right up to the day that he advised me that he would advise his 
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cabinet that he would resign.  It came as a great shock to each member on this side when Geoff advised us that 
he was suffering from depression.  We had seen no inkling that he was suffering from that condition or that his 
judgment was in any way compromised.  I absolutely and categorically reject any assertion to the contrary.  I do 
not know whether I need to say any more. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  No, you don’t.  

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I think I have covered the points.  I demand that the member for Kimberley come to this 
house and give a personal explanation.  I ask the members of the opposition, given the difficulty of 
implementing the motion immediately, to accept the undertaking.  Members opposite will always have the 
opportunity to come back should that undertaking, for some reason, not be honoured, but I am demanding that 
that personal explanation be given. 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [12.25 pm]:  I appreciate and accept the comments by the Deputy Premier of 
Western Australia, and I know that they have been made with a conscious view to what is right and what is 
wrong and when somebody has erred.  We all accept his loyalty to the past Premier.  I believe, to get out of this 
situation - because the member for Kimberley is not on the pairs’ list and should be here, as her first duty to 
Parliament is to be here - that by moving a very simple amendment, the house will have its way. 

Amendment to Motion 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I move - 

To delete the word “forthwith” and substitute the word “today”. 

That will give time for the member for Kimberley to answer the questions that need to be answered.  The Deputy 
Premier has given a commitment that the matter will be heard today.  However, this whole house has the right to 
pass this motion, because the whole house has a view - I suggest a unanimous view - about the comments that 
have been attributed to the member for Kimberley. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  I respond by interjection that we will accept that.  It is not necessary for the functioning of 
the house, because that statement can be made under another section of standing orders.  However, given that the 
matter has been raised and the motion should officially go on the record, we will accept and support it. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Fine.  I have therefore moved the amendment, Mr Speaker, and the amended motion, if 
carried, will read - 

That so much of standing orders be suspended as to allow the member for Kimberley to make today a 
full and public explanation on her reported comments relating to the former Premier Dr Geoff Gallop, 
which included - 

I believe that when a person suffers from mental illness they’re not a fit witness to their own 
decisions. 

Amendment put and passed. 

Motion, as Amended 
Question put and passed with an absolute majority. 
 


