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MEMBER FOR COTTESLOE - APPROACH TO CHAIR 
Personal Explanation 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe) [2.53 pm] - by leave:  Under standing order 148, I wish to make a personal 
explanation.  At the beginning of question time, the Premier referred to an issue that had arisen during the 
preceding debate.  I want to make it clear that during that debate I did approach the Chair - as one often does as 
leader of opposition business - and make a comment.  The Chair at the time was the Deputy Speaker, the 
member for Wanneroo, and I made the comment, “Di, I do not think you should be in the chair during this 
debate.”  That is what I said.  My reason for saying that is that the member for Wanneroo’s name has been 
mentioned in evidence to the Corruption and Crime Commission.  That mention was, in fact, made in a recording 
of a telephone conversation between Julian Grill and the former Minister for the Environment about a 
fundraising function that had been organised for the member for Wanneroo by Julian Grill and also, I presume, 
Brian Burke.  The fact that the member for Wanneroo’s name has been mentioned in evidence to the CCC makes 
it clear to me that the member for Wanneroo should not have been in the chair during that debate about issues 
that have been raised in the CCC.  If that caused any offence, embarrassment or difficulty to the member for 
Wanneroo, I apologise for that.  However, my substantive point remains the same: she should not have been in 
the chair during that particular time. 

The SPEAKER:  I am forced to make a comment on what the member for Cottesloe believes is his right to 
attack a person in the chair, whether or not he believes there is a reason that he or she should not sit in that 
particular position.  That is not the prerogative of members.  If the member for Cottesloe wishes to move a 
substantive motion, he should move it.  He should not stand and do what he is reported to have done to a point 
where my Deputy Chair has been intimidated. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  I have spoken to the Deputy Speaker who has conveyed to me that she was intimidated.  
Whether or not the member for Cottesloe believes that happened, it is something he should reflect upon.  It is 
unacceptable in the extreme to intimidate a member sitting in this place.  No matter which side of the house the 
member is from, there should be respect.  If members wish to move a substantive motion in relation to any other 
matter, they should do it.  However, it is not the right or privilege of any member of this place to attack a person 
sitting in this chair and to intimidate that person. 

Point of Order 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Mr Speaker, it is a difficult one but I ask you to consider the way in which members use 
standing order 148.  I suggest that the way in which it was just used by the member for Cottesloe was not in 
keeping with standing order 148.  The member for Cottesloe was not seeking to make a personal explanation, but 
to enter into debate on a matter in which he had been caught out.  We heard on this side that he approached the 
Chair in a bullying and demanding voice. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Rubbish; absolute rubbish, and you know it!  He went up there and said, “Di, you shouldn’t 
be in the chair.”  She should not have been in the chair, and you know it! 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members!  I am sure the Leader of the Opposition is capable of standing and adding to 
a point of order in the appropriate manner, and not yelling to a level at which no-one else in the chamber can be 
heard because he wishes to be heard. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Mr Speaker, in taking a point of order, I am not getting into those issues that are of 
substance; I am simply drawing to your attention that to use standing order 148 for a personal explanation to 
enter into debate on quite serious matters is quite inappropriate, and ask that you and other members acting as 
Speaker give consideration to how you would deal with members who misuse a standing order to do something 
for which it was not intended. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Further to that point of order, the comments from the Leader of the House are totally 
inappropriate. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  At least he has a legitimate point of order.  What standing order are you rising to?  The 
member for Hillarys doesn’t know. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Just be quiet! 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Mr Speaker, could I just add to that? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 
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The SPEAKER:  I ask the Minister for Housing and Works to please allow the member for Hillarys to complete 
his comments. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Thank you, Mr Speaker.  I rise further to the point of order made by the Leader of the 
House.  The Leader of the House is wrong in raising that point of order because the leader of opposition business 
made a valid personal explanation in response to the comments by the Premier at the start of question time.  The 
Premier made allegations - true or not is not in question - about the leader of opposition business on this side. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  Sit down! 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I look forward to the day the Minister for Housing and Works actually gives a speech 
without reading her responses.  She gives questions to her members to ask and she reads the answers. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, member for Hillarys! 

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, minister! 

Mr J.N. Hyde interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, member for Perth! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  As I tried to explain, the leader of opposition business was making a personal explanation 
because of the very personal comments and allegations that the Premier made against the leader of opposition 
business.  Whether they were valid is not in question.  What is valid is for the leader of opposition business to be 
able to make a personal explanation about allegations that the Premier made against him.   

The SPEAKER:  Whether standing order 148 is appropriate is irrelevant.  However, it is appropriate that the 
member for Cottesloe be given an opportunity to put his case.  It is my intention to view footage of the incident 
and make a determination on whether he was intimidatory. 

Now I will take petitions.  The member for Greenough. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Once again this chamber sounds very much like a Coles cafeteria.  The member for 
Greenough has the call, not everyone in this chamber. 
 


