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ROAD TRAFFIC AMENDMENT (DANGEROUS DRIVING) BILL 2004 
Statement 

HON PADDY EMBRY (South West) [6.00 pm]:  I am aware of the standing orders of the House.  In no way 
am I seeking to criticise the decisions of the House.  I ask the minister for an explanation that I can reasonably 
give to my constituents.  Perhaps I misunderstood the major debate today.  I respect the Government’s decision 
to elevate the seriousness of drink-driving.  I understand the Government wants to raise the bar.  I think we all 
want that.  However, I am having dinner tonight with some constituents, and they are very interested in this 
legislation, so I would like an explanation.  In changing the onus of the proof of guilt, which is Napoleonic law, I 
suppose, or a French law, the Government picked out a particular crime.  We all consider it serious.  However, 
what I am asking - 

Point of Order 
Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I think the member is reflecting on a decision of the House. 

The PRESIDENT:  I am listening carefully.  I do not think that is the case as yet.  However, I am watching 
carefully. 

Debate Resumed 
Hon PADDY EMBRY:  This is in no way a criticism.  I am asking for an explanation.  How can I explain the 
situation to my constituents tonight?  The Government is giving the impression - 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  I just make the point that we cannot do this immediately, or it would cut into Hon 
Frank Hough’s time. 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  I will be very quick, Mr President.  In the quest against drink-driving, the onus is now 
on the individual to prove his innocence.  However, if somebody walks down the street, pulls out a revolver and 
shoots someone in a deliberate murder - people such as the Birnies come to mind - that person has the privilege 
of having to be proved guilty.  How can I logically explain to my constituents why the Government - I respect its 
view in wanting to do so - has elevated drink-driving above the seriousness of deliberate, wilful murder?   
 


