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HON JULIAN GRILL - CONTEMPT OF PARLIAMENT 
Apology 

THE SPEAKER (Mr F. Riebeling):  Members, in accordance with the resolution of the house agreed to on 
21 June 2007, I fixed 14 August at 2.00 pm for Hon Julian Fletcher Grill to be called to the Bar of the house as 
ordered by the Legislative Assembly.  Members, I direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to conduct Hon Julian Fletcher 
Grill to the Bar of the house. 
[The Sergeant-at-Arms conducted Mr Grill to the Bar of the house.] 
The SPEAKER:  Mr Grill, you have been called to the Bar of the house.  Please state your full name and 
address. 
Mr GRILL:  Julian Fletcher Grill.  I reside at Unit 1, 53 Mount Street, West Perth. 
The SPEAKER:  Mr Grill, you should have received and read the “Information for Persons Called to Appear 
before the Bar of the Legislative Assembly.”  Have you received that document? 
Mr GRILL:  Yes, I have.   
The SPEAKER:  Mr Grill, the Legislative Assembly has resolved that you, Julian Fletcher Grill, be called to the 
Bar of the house, on a date and time determined by the Speaker, to apologise for your contempt of the 
Legislative Assembly by reason of you having forwarded the Economics and Industry Standing Committee’s 
chairman’s draft report into the inquiry into vanadium resources at Windimurra to a Roderick Smith.  
Accordingly, Mr Grill, you now have the opportunity to apologise to the house. 
Mr GRILL:  Thank you, Mr Speaker.  Before I accede to your request, I seek the indulgence of the house to 
make a statement.   
The SPEAKER:  Mr Grill, there is no capacity for you to address the house.  You have been called before this 
chamber to do one thing; that is, apologise to the house.  There is no provision or capacity for you to address this 
chamber.  I ask again that you apologise as you were summonsed to do.   
Mr GRILL:  Mr Speaker, I am not refusing to apologise.  I do seek the indulgence of the house to, firstly, make 
a short address outlining the reasons I believe I should be allowed to speak on the substantive matters in relation 
to this matter.  It should take about four minutes.  Then I have another short speech of about six or seven minutes 
dealing with some of the substantive matters that were brought forward when the matter was debated in this 
chamber on 21 June last.   
The SPEAKER:  Mr Grill, once again I indicate to you that there is no capacity for you to address this chamber 
in relation to the issues you have raised.  This house has directed that I summons you to this chamber for one 
reason and one reason only; that is, to apologise to the chamber.  I request for the second time that you do that.   
Mr GRILL:  Mr Speaker, I do not want to be disrespectful to the house; I never have been and I never will be 
and I do not have a record in that regard.  Consequently, as a result of your order, and with something of a heavy 
heart, I apologise to the house for passing on the draft report of the Economics and Industry Standing Committee 
to my client.   
The SPEAKER:  Mr Grill, on behalf of the Legislative Assembly, I acknowledge your apology.  I also advise 
that I have followed the directions of the house and have withdrawn your access to Parliament House and the 
facilities previously extended to you as a former member of Parliament.  This withdrawal remains in place 
indefinitely.  You are now discharged from further attendance at the Legislative Assembly, thank you. 
Mr GRILL:  Thank you, Mr Speaker. 
[Mr Grill left the chamber.] 

Standing Orders Suspension - Motion 
MR M.J. BIRNEY (Kalgoorlie) [2.07 pm] - without notice:  I move - 

That so much of standing orders be suspended so as to allow the following motion to be moved - 

Having now complied with the will of the Parliament by apologising for his role in passing on 
the Xtrata/PMA draft parliamentary committee report, this house now offers Mr Julian Grill an 
immediate opportunity to put forward an explanation for his actions.   

In doing so, the house does not condone or forgive Mr Grill for his actions, nor does it make 
any further comment regarding the appropriateness or otherwise of his actions.   
The house simply makes this offer for the purposes of maintaining an accurate and informative 
public record and for the purpose of ensuring that all individuals dealt with adversely by the 
Parliament of Western Australia are afforded natural justice.   



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 14 August 2007] 

 p3865b-3866a 
Speaker; Mr Matt Birney; Mr John Kobelke; Mr Colin Barnett 

 [2] 

The house recognises that this level of natural justice is vital in maintaining the good standing 
and integrity of this Parliament and all other legal institutions that are answerable to it.   

The SPEAKER:  As the member knows, motions of this kind should not contain lengthy argument on the case 
he wishes or does not wish to put.  It should be a simple motion in relation to the issue.  The member has now 
read that motion.  Does the member wish to speak to it?   
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Mr Speaker, I will say only a few words with respect to this matter.  As the highest court in 
this state the Parliament of Western Australia has a responsibility to set the standard for all other institutions that 
are answerable to it.  If this house denies Mr Grill the opportunity to, at least, state his case, it is setting a very 
poor example for all the institutions that notionally fall under the umbrella of not only this Parliament, but also 
the government.  I understand that Mr Grill was called before the privileges committee to give some evidence 
with respect to the actions of the member for Murchison-Eyre.  I further understand that at no time was Mr Grill 
specifically asked to account for his actions in terms of him being the subject of the charge.  In any case, the 
privileges committee is simply a subcommittee of the ultimate court; that is, the Parliament of Western Australia.  
It is the Parliament that requested Mr Grill to make an apology; therefore, it should be the Parliament that gives 
Mr Grill the opportunity to put forward his explanation, if, indeed, he has one.   
I am not an apologist for Mr Grill - I never have been and I never will be - but all members in this place should 
give some very serious consideration to this motion.  If we do not, we will set a very poor standard for not only 
the courts, but also for all other institutions that are under the umbrella of the state government.  There seems to 
be some hysteria surrounding Mr Grill and Mr Burke.  I suspect that some of it is probably their own doing, 
some of it is the media’s doing and some of it is out there for political purposes.  I urge members to take their 
political hats off for just three or four minutes to allow this motion to pass and for procedural fairness to take 
place.  We have nothing to lose but we have everything to gain by not subjecting ourselves to the sort of 
criticism that we will otherwise be subjected to if we do not allow Mr Grill to at least state his case.  From what I 
know, Mr Grill possibly should have apologised.  However, everything I know about this matter I have learnt 
from other politicians.  I have learnt over time that sometimes politicians tend to vary the truth a little.  We owe 
it to ourselves and the Parliament to at least hear Mr Grill and then we will not subject ourselves to that sort of 
criticism.   
MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Leader of the House) [2.11 pm]:  The member for Kalgoorlie has moved to 
suspend standing orders.  The reason he wishes to suspend standing orders is a totally different matter.  In order 
to suspend standing orders, it is certainly incumbent upon the mover of the motion to indicate why the urgency 
of the matter should require a suspension of standing orders, particularly at the very opening of this sitting of 
Parliament.  I do not think the member has put forward any basis upon which we should suspend standing orders 
to deal with this matter.  If Mr Grill feels that he has been denied the opportunity to present his case, he could 
refer to the provisions available under standing order 114.  If the member for Kalgoorlie thinks that this matter 
should be open for debate, he is quite at liberty to give notice of a motion, and that motion can be dealt with at an 
appropriate time.  If the member for Kalgoorlie feels that this matter should be looked at by the Procedure and 
Privileges Committee, again, it is open to him to suggest such a motion.  All those options are open to Mr Grill 
and do not require a suspension of standing orders.  No case has been made by the member for Kalgoorlie in 
support of his motion.  At this stage I can think of no reason we need to suspend standing orders to deal with this 
matter.   
MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe) [2.12 pm]:  Mr Grill appeared before the Procedure and Privileges Committee.  
That was a public hearing.  As the Leader of the House stated, there are opportunities for him to make further 
public comment if he wishes.  For those reasons, the opposition does not support the suspension of standing 
orders.   
The SPEAKER:  The question before the house is that standing orders be suspended.  If I hear a dissenting 
voice, I will need to divide the house.  I have satisfied myself that there is an absolute majority of members 
present.   
Question put and negatived.  
 


