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MEMBER FOR BALLAJURA - CABINET POSITION 
Matter of Public Interest 

THE SPEAKER (Mr F. Riebeling):  Today I received a letter from the Leader of the Opposition seeking to 
debate as a matter of public interest the following motion - 

That this house condemns the Premier for his failure to show leadership and proper judgment in failing 
to immediately remove the member for Ballajura from cabinet.   

If sufficient members agree to this motion, I will allow it. 

[At least five members rose in their places.] 

The SPEAKER:  The matter shall proceed on the usual basis. 

MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood - Leader of the Opposition) [3.08 pm]:  I move - 

That this house condemns the Premier for his failure to show leadership and proper judgment in failing 
to immediately remove the member for Ballajura from cabinet.   

This is a very serious matter.  The Premier said that he thought very deeply about it before he made a decision.  
It is more about the Premier’s own judgment and his lack of leadership than it is about the indiscretion of the 
member for Ballajura, the former Minister for Police and Emergency Services.  This is about the confidence of 
the people of Western Australia in the integrity of the Labor government and its ministers.  The Premier has sent 
a poor message to the community in this regard.  We all know that the former minister was embroiled in a 
Corruption and Crime Commission investigation and the so-called “Godfather” affair.  The Premier believed the 
member’s version of events, despite the contradictory statements from two other players involved.  The member 
for Ballajura, when he was the Minister for Small Business, failed to pay his former employees their 
superannuation, as was required by law.  The Premier again accepted the then minister’s lame excuse, despite 
contradictory statements from his former manager and staff members.  The Premier took no action when the 
minister misled the Parliament on this issue.  Effectively, the Premier sent the message to the community that his 
minister was above the law and that it was okay for employers to ignore paying the lawful superannuation 
entitlements of their employees.   

Once again the Premier has accepted his former minister’s version of events.  Once again the Premier has 
protected his “rising star”, as the Premier described the then minister last week.  On whose advice is the Premier 
protecting his rising star?  The Premier is setting a very poor example regarding ministerial standards.  Earlier 
today during question time I raised the matter of the ministerial code of conduct.  The code of conduct states that 
being a minister of the Crown demands the highest standards of probity, accountability, honesty, integrity and 
diligence in the exercise of a minister’s public duties and functions, and that ministers must ensure that their 
conduct does not bring discredit upon the government or the state. 

Last Thursday, when the Premier knew that his minister had been driving without a licence, he still chose to 
allow that minister to announce new increased fines and penalties for speeding offences.  The question must be 
asked: why did the Premier do that?  Was he trying to obfuscate and con the people of Western Australia by 
allowing this matter to continue and to pretend it was not an issue?  Did the Premier know that this was the case?  
I suggest that the Premier did know.  The Premier was aware also that the former Minister for Police launched a 
major program in September regarding the 40 000 people who have not paid their fines for traffic infringements.  
I have a series of quotes from the then minister, who said that driver’s licence holders are required to advise the 
Department for Planning and Infrastructure if they change their address and that, if they do not, they might not 
receive reminder notices or advice that their licence has been suspended.   

The former minister has made one blunder after another and the Premier has tried to defend the indefensible time 
and again.  Why did the minister decide to resign?  If it was so obvious to the member for Ballajura that he 
should resign for his indiscretions, why did the Premier try to stonewall the issue and argue that the former 
minister was not at fault?  It reflects on the Premier that he knows the former minister had not been doing his job 
and that he had not maintained the necessary standards of probity, accountability, honesty and integrity.  In the 
exercise of his public duties and functions, the Premier has failed to satisfy the high levels of accountability that 
are required under the government’s own code of conduct. 

It is very important for the community to have confidence in the government and in the honesty and integrity of 
its ministers.  The Premier failed to act on this issue and failed to dismiss the then Minister for Police, despite the 
stark evidence before the Premier.  The member for Ballajura knew there was stark evidence against him, 
because he decided to resign.  Why is it that the member for Ballajura realised that his indiscretions were so 
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embarrassing for the government that he decided to resign and yet the Premier, even though he says he was 
concerned about it, failed to take appropriate action?  What confidence can the people of Western Australia have 
in the Premier when he made his decision although he knew that his former Minister for Police had been driving 
without a licence?  The Premier allowed the then minister to make an announcement about huge increases in 
fines for traffic offences and failed to stand down the minister.  The very least the Premier could have done was 
to stand down the minister pending the outcome of investigations.  Further, despite the member for Ballajura’s 
background and despite all the embarrassing things that happened during the past 18 months - a very short time - 
in which he had been a minister, the Premier failed dismally to discipline his minister.  What confidence can the 
people of Western Australia have in the Premier?  The Premier’s actions send a very poor message to the public.  
This Premier will condone a minister driving without a licence, yet he will bring down increased penalties on the 
public, which must abide by the law and is penalised as a result of those laws.  I for one have been very 
disappointed in the way the Premier has handled this issue.  He has lacked leadership and strength as Premier 
and has set a very poor example to the people of Western Australia. 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [3.14 pm]:  I begin my comments with a question: would the real Premier of 
Western Australia please stand?  I cannot believe that the Premier in the chamber today is making all these 
decisions based on his own thinking.  I want to know who is either advising or directing the Premier to make the 
decisions he has been making lately.  I had a lot of regard for the Premier when he was one of the top 
investigative journalists in Western Australia for 18 years, during which time I was living in Western Australia.  
I used to watch his program religiously because he always got to the truth and he made a good job of it.  I do not 
know where his standards have gone now.  Over the past six months the Premier has listened to the excuses of 
the member for Ballajura and has believed everything he has said. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Because it is the truth. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  There is no question that this whole disgraceful debacle is surrounded by lies and deceit, 
and the Premier knows it as well as I do.  The Premier stated today that the member for Ballajura moved from 
his former home in 2002.  Is that right?  What month was it? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  February, March or April. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  It took the member for Ballajura until 2003 to inform the Department for Planning and 
Infrastructure of his change of address. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  It was some time between 2002 and 2003 - late 2002 or 2003. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The member said 2003.  He is quoted as saying it was in 2003.  I do not believe the 
member, and the Premier should not believe him either.  The Premier should not have believed the member 
when the member said that to the Premier, because it is an absolute untruth.  Did the Premier realise that the then 
Minister for Police was driving illegally?  Did the Premier realise that the member for Ballajura had broken the 
law?  Under driving licence regulation 175, the member had to inform the Department for Planning and 
Infrastructure of his change of address in writing within 21 days of changing his address.  A person who 
commits a breach of that regulation is liable, for a first offence, to a penalty not exceeding four penalty units and, 
for a subsequent offence, to a penalty not exceeding eight penalty units.  The member for Ballajura thinks that he 
moved out of his home in February 2002.  It took him a year to notify the department that he had changed 
address.  The DPI will inform the member that he cannot change his address over the phone.  I know that, and I 
am a newcomer to this state; I have been here for only the past 18 years!  I know that it is necessary to get the 
right form from the post office and that one must write on it the old address and the new address and then send 
the form to the department. 

Ms M.M. Quirk:  You can do it online. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Of course it can be done online now, but it could not be done online in 2003.  I do not 
believe the member for Ballajura.  I do not believe him when he says that he played no part in the debate 
between Adam Spagnolo and Mr Drago. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  No-one believes him on that matter. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  The Corruption and Crime Commission did. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No-one believes him.  I have concerns about the CCC.  It looks at though it has been 
protecting him.  At the end of the day, nobody believes him.  The member for Ballajura is late in everything.  He 
is late in telling the truth, he is late in paying his fines and he is late in paying superannuation.  Nobody believed 
him about that.  He pays out money when he has to, yet the Premier is still prepared to stand by him.  It is the 
Premier’s credibility that is at stake here, not that of the member for Ballajura - he has lost his, unfortunately.  
The Premier said in question time today that he thought the member for Ballajura made the right decision.  How 
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can the Premier qualify him by saying he made the right decision to resign when prior to that he said there was 
no need for him to resign and he would not sack him?  How can the Premier possibly equate those two 
comments?  I hope he will answer that because he did not so do during question time. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  I think I did. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, he did not.  The Premier said the member for Ballajura made the right decision to 
resign.  If he made the right decision, that means he should not be a minister.  The Premier refused to sack him 
because he thought he should remain a minister.  He cannot have it both ways.  He can have only one of those 
philosophies.  Either he should be or he should not be a minister.  He has taken the easy way out.  The member 
for Ballajura has been driving illegally since 2002; that is, for the past four years.  He has been committing an 
offence.  This is interesting.  If he had phoned through and given his change of address, the authorities would 
have sent the details through; however, they said they had no record of it, and I believe them rather than the 
disgraced minister. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  How come my car licence has my new address? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  When did that happen? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Go and ask.  You’ve asked everything else! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Why did the member for Ballajura not pay his fines?  When did the authorities have his 
new car licence?  If a member gets caught speeding in a government car, even a backbencher, because it is a 
leased car, any fines normally go through the Department of the Premier and Cabinet and are sent to the 
member’s electorate office.  I understand that to be the situation.  What happened here?  Is the member saying 
that he never got anything from the Department of the Premier and Cabinet?  Why did it take four years for the 
person to whom he sold his house to bring around the notices indicating that he had not paid his fines?  If 
something had been sent to his house, the new owners would have sent it on.  There are so many lies and much 
deceit surrounding this disgraceful debacle. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  The infringement notice had my new address on it. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  There are still so many unanswered questions.  The member for Ballajura cannot tell us 
the dates on which these things happened. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  It was 31 August 2005.  The address on the infringement was 137 Leake Street, Bayswater. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Did that come through the Department of the Premier and Cabinet? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  No, it was given to me on the street by the police officer. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Is that because the member for Ballajura gave the police his address?  Did he have to 
show the police officer his licence, because his licence would have had his old address on it? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Absolutely. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  His licence would have had his old address on it because he had not updated it.  He 
should keep talking because the more he talks, the better it becomes and the deeper he digs a hole for himself.   

I know other members want to speak, and I will not hog this show.  I wanted to point out that the member for 
Ballajura for quite a few years has been driving illegally in my view, because he contravened that particular 
section of the road rules.  I want to know what will happen about that.  Why has he not been charged for failing 
to comply with the Road Traffic (Drivers’ Licences) Regulations 1975, which contain definite penalties?  Does 
he have some friends somewhere who will let him off, because he should not be let off?  There should be another 
charge against him. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Is he going to be charged for driving without a licence?  I wonder if that’s going to happen. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Will the member for Ballajura be charged for driving without a licence?  The Premier has 
taken all weekend to make this decision.  He took counsel from some of his best spin doctors within his 
department, together with the spin doctors who have been working in the now disgraced former minister’s office.  
He has been wondering how the hell they are going to get out of this dilemma.  We have had the “Godfather” 
affair, the superannuation affair and now we have the former minister driving without a licence and speeding.  
Now we have to add another one to it; that is, driving when he should not have been.  He has broken the law.  He 
did that for at least two or three years.  Until we know the truth, we cannot say exactly for how many years. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  Are you saying that he didn’t have a driver’s licence for all that time? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am saying that he broke the law in that time. 
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Mr A.J. Carpenter:  You said that he was driving when he shouldn’t have been for all that time. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I said that he was driving illegally in my view because he had not informed the 
department of his change of address within 21 days, which is what we have to do.  I think he possibly committed 
another offence.  Regulation 15 of the Road Traffic (Licensing) Regulations 1975 states - 

 Licenses not lawfully held, or not current, and change of address 
 (1) A person shall not use a vehicle of which the licence is held in contravention of the provisions 

of any Act or these regulations. 

It goes on and on.  The problems compound themselves.  All we get is a drip-feed from the member for 
Ballajura - godfather, superannuation, and all these other things.  A week or two ago the Premier asked the 
member for Ballajura, “Is there anything else in the closet that is going to come out and haunt you?”  I am right 
in quoting the Premier as saying that he was told there was not.  Did he tell the Premier or did the Premier ask 
him when he last had any communication with senior figures in a bikie gang?  Had he told him that?  Did he tell 
the Premier the last time he had communications with the Coffin Cheaters?  The Premier likes asking questions.  
I will ask him one: did he tell him the last time he had communications with the Coffin Cheaters? 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  I haven’t heard of this before. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  What’s the point?  I don’t know what you’re talking about either. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Has the member for Ballajura ever had communication with the Coffin Cheaters? 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  You just spit out what you’ve got to say here. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am asking whether the member for Ballajura has been completely honest with the 
Premier.  The Premier is telling everybody that he believes every word the member for Ballajura said and that is 
why he did not sack him last Thursday when he should have done so.  I think he made the right decision in 
resigning today.  Talkback radio spoke to people in his electorate.  They did not just line people up on the 
telephone to say, “I think he’s wonderful” or “I think he’s doing a terrible job”, depending upon which political 
party those people are a member of.  These people were picked randomly by the ABC and asked what they 
thought about the member for Ballajura and whether he should have been sacked.  Every single one of them said 
that the Premier should have sacked him, not that he should resign.   

The Premier’s credibility is in tatters.  We know that the member for Ballajura’s credibility is in tatters, 
unfortunately, but so is the credibility of the Premier because he refused to make the right decision.  Who is 
making these decisions?  I do not think it is the Premier.  Which is the strongest faction in the Labor Party?  Is 
there some shadowy figure out there that advises or directs the Premier on what he should do?  Does the member 
for Ballajura have some sort of hold on him so that the Premier kept him in this job for so long?  The Premier 
needs to answer some questions.  His credibility is absolutely on the line. 

MR A.J. CARPENTER (Willagee - Premier) [3.28 pm]:  This is a very serious matter of public interest and 
deserves to be taken seriously.  I do not know whether the last part of the most recent monologue would be 
described as a serious address.  That is for people to make their own judgments on. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  People will judge that. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  People who are interested will make a judgment.  This is the circumstance that we 
have here.  The member for Ballajura has resigned his commission as a minister because he believed that 
damage was being done to the government.  He put his own interests behind the interests of the government.  As 
I said today, he made that decision for the right reasons and I think it is the correct decision.  This matter of 
public interest motion is not about the member for Ballajura; it is about me.  I do not know why the member for 
Hillarys was asking the member for Ballajura a series of questions along the lines that he was asking, when he 
should be asking me.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  It is because you have been so gullible, believing every word the member for Ballajura has 
said.  I do not think that you are a gullible person.   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I do not think I am gullible.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Nor do I, so who is directing you? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  That is part of the commentary that the member is running.  As far as I am aware, I am 
not being directed by anyone.  I do not think that any member of this house seriously believes that I am.  As far 
as I am aware, that sort of rhetorical question is never raised seriously about me. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  It is by me, I assure you. 
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Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  If the member needs some reassurance, I am not controlled by, run by or unduly 
influenced by anyone.  The member is wrong when he asserts that I spent the weekend deep in conversation with 
spin doctors.  I did not.  This was a decision for me. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Not to tell the truth.  You were not honest with the public on Friday, and you know it. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Yes, I was.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  You had a major political issue and you did not follow it through. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I had to decide what to do.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  You decided not to tell the truth - not to be honest. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I wanted to make sure that the decision I made was the right decision, not influenced 
by other people’s points of view, by spin or by some of the other issues that I might get onto in a moment, but 
influenced by my understanding of the information I had been provided with and the implications of it.  This is 
where I come to some of the other points that were made by the Leader of the Opposition.  The Leader of the 
Opposition is right; I did think deeply about it.  There is nothing wrong with that; in fact, I think it is better to act 
that way than to act reactively and to snap off a decision on Thursday night or Friday because I faced a 
potentially embarrassing position on Friday that I needed to avoid.  That would have been the wrong thing to do.   
Mr C.J. Barnett:  It would have been the honest thing to do. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  On Friday, the member for Ballajura was still the Minister for Police.  There was a job 
to be done.  I had not decided whether he should stay or go.  I was considering the matter, and in the meantime 
one gets on with the job one is paid for. 
Mr P.D. Omodei:  Why didn’t you do it? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  He was the minister responsible.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Given the circumstances that you were facing, why didn’t you do it? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  If I had done it, the Leader of the Opposition would now be saying that I called out the 
member for Ballajura only because I wanted to hide him; therefore, it was all part of some conspiracy.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Didn’t you think it sent a poor message that a minister without a licence announced increased 
fines? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The Leader of the Opposition says that it sent a poor message.  May I tell the Leader 
of the Opposition that in the process of thinking about it, I thought seriously about him and the circumstances 
that he confronts.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Rubbish. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Okay, I understand that the Leader of the Opposition would prefer that I did not talk 
about it, but I thought about the circumstances that he confronted as a result of the mistake that he made, and I 
thought whether or not, because of that, he should be sitting where he is.   
Mr P.D. Omodei:  Do you think I should not be sitting where I am as a result of that? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I said what I had to say during question time.  I do not believe that the action the 
Leader of the Opposition was involved in should preclude him from being in that seat.   
Mr P.D. Omodei:  I can understand the tactic of trying to divert the attack to me, but you are the Premier of 
Western Australia, and you have not addressed the whole issue.  I am not the Premier of Western Australia - yet. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I am trying to address the issue.  The Leader of the Opposition is the alternative 
Premier and he is holding a senior position.  I think that he made a shocking mistake last year when he raised 
allegations about a perfectly innocent person in his electorate, when he asserted that he was a dangerous rapist.  
It was a terrible thing to do.   
Mr M. McGowan:  All because he was Aboriginal. 

Withdrawal of Remark 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The minister made reference to the Leader of the Opposition when he said that the Leader 
of the Opposition made a claim because a constituent was Aboriginal.  That is a racial slur, and I ask that he 
withdraw it. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  I did not hear the direct allegation.  If the minister made one, he knows what the 
rules of Parliament are, and I ask him to withdraw. 
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Mr M. McGOWAN:  I withdraw, Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  That is the truth of the matter.  It was a very unwise thing to do.  I think that one of the 
reasons he did what he did was that he did not think about what he was saying.  It was a knee-jerk reaction to an 
issue that was running on the day.  He made a serious gaffe.  Had he thought a bit more about it, he would not 
have made that gaffe.  Had he thought more about the circumstances when he cleared the land at the front of his 
property - 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  As a matter of fact I did not - 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  What - did not clear it? 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  It was not my land. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  It was another mistake though, was it not? 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  How long did it take you to dig all this up? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I am standing in the Parliament, as I have been for 10 years.  All this information has 
come and gone out of the Parliament during that time.  The point I make is that I do not react instantly every 
time some circumstance comes up.  I do not think that the first thing that I must do is sack the minister.  It is a 
very serious action to take.  

Mr C.J. Barnett:  It was a no-brainer.  What the member for Ballajura did was far more serious than what the 
member for Yokine did.   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I knew it was serious, and I knew that it was compounded by the fact that he had had 
an accident.  I knew that it would be an extremely difficult circumstance.  I weighed up in my mind whether 
removing him from the portfolio was sufficient or whether I should remove him from cabinet.  I discussed it 
quite openly with him, along with other options.  It was not a matter of there being a simple answer to the issue 
and therefore that is what we would do.  This is a complicated issue.  What would it have meant, now that we 
know the member for South Perth has had a series of traffic offences?   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Did he have an accident while driving without a licence? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The assertion the opposition was making about the member for Armadale was that one 
traffic offence should disqualify her from being the then Minister for Transport.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  She lost her licence three times for drink-driving, reckless driving and loss of points. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  When? 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  It was over the course of her life; it does not matter when.  She was appointed to the road 
safety portfolio after having lost her licence twice, including for drink-driving and reckless driving.  Where was 
the accountability? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I could anticipate all this.  If I had taken pre-emptive action over this driving issue 
along the lines that the member for Cottesloe is suggesting, we would head off down a pathway that says that 
every single member opposite should present their driving credentials. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order!  I think the Premier sat reasonably quietly and listened to arguments from 
the other side of the chamber.  It is only fair that that courtesy be returned.  Last time I looked, I certainly was 
not at Saturday football, so I do not need a repeat performance from the crowd.  I remind the member for 
Cottesloe that he has been named twice. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The Leader of the Opposition raised another issue, which I confess came into my 
thinking about this.  He made reference to the so-called “Godfather” affair.  To be quite frank, I am surprised 
that the Leader of the Opposition would go into that area in the way in which he did.  I remember him being 
offended, and telling me so, when the accusation about Italian people being automatically associated with the 
Mafia was made in this chamber.  He told me then that he was offended.  The epithet that was applied to the 
member for Ballajura was disgraceful, because there was absolutely no evidence to support that.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Of course there was.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  I am the Leader of the Opposition, not Patti Chong. 
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Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I know, but I am surprised that he would start off on the so-called “Godfather” 
pathway. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  A senior lawyer made that observation during the Corruption and Crime Commission inquiry.   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The Corruption and Crime Commission inquired into the allegation and found there 
was no substance to it - not a little bit, but none.  I have had my battle with The West Australian over the way in 
which it handled the matter.  It was wrong.  Quite frankly, it coloured the view of many people towards the 
member for Ballajura and - this is the case - I had to think about how that was impacting as well.  Should I think 
about all that negative publicity that had gone on beforehand or about the circumstances before me?  I decided 
that issue was irrelevant: we cannot condemn a person because of adverse publicity from the past, especially 
when there was absolutely no substance to the publicity being generated.  The opposition is pursuing the issue 
here today by saying that it thinks that the Corruption and Crime Commission is covering up for the member for 
Ballajura.  For God’s sake, what is this?  When members make those sorts of assertions - I think this is one of the 
reasons that the member for Nedlands gets a bit frustrated with some of the commentary in this place - they 
completely undermine every sensible argument that they are trying to make, because people think that they are 
being ridiculous - and they are.   

The superannuation issue should not have happened.  However, I do not believe that it was a deliberate act of 
deceit, and I have said so. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Now the Labor Party says that people do not have to pay people’s superannuation.   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  No, it does not.   

Several members interjected.   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The law requires it.  The law has taken its course and the superannuation of those 
concerned has been paid.   

Several members interjected.   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, members!  The last time I looked it was not question time.  We are meant to 
be having a debate.  Members know the correct way to seek an interjection.  If they do not pursue that way, I will 
call them to order. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I have given an explanation about my knowledge of what happened on Thursday.  The 
member for Ballajura told me last Thursday evening in a room in Parliament House about the circumstances.  
That is it.  I was also aware - we discussed this issue - that he had launched an initiative to alert Western 
Australians to the fact that they might be driving without a licence because they had not paid their fines.  Why do 
we do that in government?  Why is the government spending a helluva lot of money trying to alert people to that 
issue?  We are doing it because 40 000 Western Australians are driving without a licence.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Does that make it okay? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  No, it does not.  That is why we are running the campaign.  Forty thousand Western 
Australians are driving under those same circumstances. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  And you have one of those offenders putting out a message to the public.  Don’t you see how 
you have compromised road safety in this state?  With your defence of the matter, you have compromised it even 
further.   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, member for Cottesloe! 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The member for Cottesloe is wrong.  When the initiative was launched last September, 
these incidents had only just occurred.  However, in any case, it is incredibly embarrassing to have this 
circumstance arise when the government has released a program directed at the 40 000 Western Australians who 
are potentially driving their cars without knowing that they have lost their licence through the non-payment of 
fines.  We are not talking about two, three, four or five people; it is a major issue, and that is why the 
government launched the campaign.  If I had believed that the member for Ballajura had acted knowingly or 
dishonestly or that he had lied to me, I would have had no hesitation in sacking him. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  You believe him over and above his pharmacy staff? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I do not know whether the member for Hillarys was in the chamber when I was asked 
questions about that.  I explained to members that the two positions that were being put were not mutually 
exclusive.  One party - the staff - was saying that they had not been paid, while the other party - the former 
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minister - was saying that although he had not paid them, he had not deliberately not paid them.  In other words, 
he said that it was not a deliberate act not to pay them.  The world is not black and white.  If one person says one 
thing and another says something else, that does not mean that the first person is lying.  That is not the way the 
world works, my friend.  That is not real life. 

Mr T.R. Buswell interjected. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Yes, I did say it.  If I had thought that the then minister had acted in a way that was 
deliberately in breach of his responsibilities and that he had knowingly driven around town without a licence, I 
would not have had any hesitation in removing him from the ministry. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  It actually doesn’t matter.  If you understood the Westminster system, it doesn’t matter. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I understand the point the member for Cottesloe is making.   

The then minister also explained to me that in his view his licence should not have been cancelled.  He is taking 
legal action to have that fact established and to have his licence retrospectively restored.  Given that, and the 
accumulated issues that I have gone through, the member for Ballajura’s position as the Minister for Police and 
Emergency Services, for Justice and for Community Safety was untenable.  I then had to judge whether he 
deserved being thrown out of cabinet altogether.  I made that judgment.  I did not make it on Thursday night or 
on Friday.  I made it over the weekend and announced my decision on Monday, which was yesterday.  I do not 
think that there was anything improper about that time period.  Of course, ordinary Western Australians will 
make their own judgments.  Opposition members have mentioned that.  I do not listen to talkback radio because I 
am too busy. 
Mr R.F. Johnson:  Every single call this morning was from the member for Ballajura’s own electorate. 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I am not contesting that fact.   

The following are the circumstances of the situation.  The member for Ballajura made a mistake and I removed 
him from the portfolio he was occupying because of that mistake.  I did not believe that the mistake was grave 
enough to cancel his ministerial career.  As a result of the pressure surrounding this issue and after a 
consideration of his circumstances, the member for Ballajura decided to stand down as a minister in the best 
interests of the government, and I support that decision.  I reiterate: during the coalition’s government, a Minister 
for Transport was fined twice for speeding, but he received no political penalty.  Rather, there was a lot of 
joviality in the chamber. 
Ms S.E. Walker:  We are talking about your judgment.   
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I am talking about consistency in politics.  One of those speeding fines was given 
because he was caught driving at 160 kilometres an hour.  The minister concerned brushed it off, raised the 
speed limit and asked that he be allowed to get on with his job.  Do members know what he said?  He said, “The 
less time I’m on the road, the less likely I am to have an accident and the less likely I am to fall asleep at the 
wheel.”  That was his rationale.  What did the fellows opposite who were in government at the time do?  They 
slapped him on the back because they thought it was funny. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  No, we did not. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Did they not?  There was no penalty.  I thought about Hon Norman Moore in this 
context, a man whom I like.  I hesitate to raise this issue, but I have to because it is part of the whole scenario.  A 
year or two ago, Hon Norman Moore was caught driving with a reading of .05.  Was there any political penalty?  
No, not even a comment.  Even though he was caught driving with a reading of .05, he continued in his role as 
Leader of the Opposition in the upper house. 
Mr R.F. Johnson:  He’s not in government.   
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  As Leader of the Opposition in the upper house, he holds a serious position.   
The Leader of the Opposition in the Legislative Assembly has made a series of mistakes, some of which have 
been quite severe and deeply distressing to him and his family.  However, he sees it as reasonable that he hold 
the position of Leader of the Opposition, and I do too.  It is not incompatible with having made a mistake.  
However, let us get down to it: the Leader of the Opposition has been found guilty in court of quite a serious 
crime.  The member for Warren-Blackwood is the Leader of the Opposition, and I support him in that role.  I 
have not said that he cannot be the Leader of the Opposition because he has done the wrong thing and that there 
is absolutely no way that he could ever be the Premier of this state because he was found guilty of an offence. 
Mr P.D. Omodei:  You cannot say that anyway. 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I am not, and I would not.  The member for Ballajura is paying a political price for 
what he has done.  However, I believe that he can come back and that he has the ability to come back. 
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Ms S.E. Walker:  You should have pre-selected Darryl Wookey.   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The member for Nedlands’ demeanour has improved considerably lately and is 
absolutely charming to behold. 

Ms S.E. Walker:  Thank you.  It is the real me.   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Good.   

The member for Ballajura is paying a political price.  When I look at the people who are involved in politics, I 
do not see automatons that never make mistakes and should be brushed out of the way because of indiscretions.  
I do not see politics that way; rather, I see ordinary Western Australian men and women.  Some are okay; some 
are a bit rough around the edges.  Some are brilliant; some are not.  Some are friendly; some are not.  Some are 
aggressive; some are not.  All of us are capable of making mistakes.  My knowledge of human nature and the 
people that I have got to know in this chamber tells me that we are not a bad group of people.  We do not come 
into this place with evil intent, deliberately lying and concealing things.  I do not believe that.  I make judgments, 
and I give concessions to people because of the frailty of the human condition.  I am not ashamed of that.  I am 
quite proud of the fact that I like to judge people on what I think they are like; I do not make the judgment that 
members are bad because they are sitting on the opposition side, or that someone cannot be a minister because he 
or she has done terrible things.  That is not it.  

Mr P.D. Omodei:  What about responsibility?  If you drive without a licence and you have a crash, you are 
responsible. You are guilty and you should be held responsible. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Yes, that is right; I am acutely aware of the role that we play in the community and of 
the standards that we must keep.  I am acutely aware of what happens when we breach those standards, and of 
the public reaction.  The opposition is making a statement in this motion about me; not about the member for 
Ballajura. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Your judgment. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  That is right; it is about my judgment.  The opposition is making a statement about my 
judgment.  I backed my judgment.  It was my judgment, not anybody else’s.  The Leader of the Opposition 
knows that that is right; it was my judgment.  The public will judge me on that.  I believe that what I did was 
right, and if I did not believe that, I would have done something else. 

DR E. CONSTABLE (Churchlands) [3.51 pm]:  Like many other people in Western Australia, I am trying to 
understand the behaviour and the lack of decisiveness of the Premier in the matter of the former Minister for 
Police and Emergency Services.  I am actually quite bewildered.  In nearly 15 years I have seen nothing like the 
set of circumstances that have unfolded over the past few days.  That is perhaps part of my bewilderment.  If 
members of the public were asked what the Premier’s position should have been, it would have been a no-brainer 
that the Premier should have stripped the former minister of his portfolios.  As it turned out, today the minister 
did the job himself for the Premier.  This puts the Premier in an interesting situation.  I cannot help but think that 
our Premier has something of a split personality.  The public image he had before the past few days was that of 
the hard-hitting anchorman for the 7.30 Report.  

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  You always knew that that was not true. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  Yes it was.  He was never afraid to ask the hard questions, and was always ready to take 
someone on in this sort of situation.  I am sure that, if he were still in that position today, he would be making 
mincemeat of any Premier or minister caught up in this situation.  It is really interesting to contemplate that, but 
we are seeing now the other side of the Premier’s split personality - the softy. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  It was a different role and a different responsibility requiring different knowledge. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  A different role and a different set of standards - that is a really interesting comment.  We 
are seeing a softy - the other side of the Premier’s personality. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  The sensitive side. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  The sensitive softy.  We see here a man acting like the forgiving father.  I suspect his 
four beautiful daughters can wrap him around their little fingers every time, and he gives in.  This is what we are 
seeing - the soft, forgiving father, forgiving the child, the colleague, the friend and the minister for something 
about which he should have been very decisive last week, as it turns out.  We are talking today about the 
accountability of the leader of the government, his ability to make judgments and the propriety of one of his 
former ministers.  I cannot imagine what impression the people of Western Australia will be left with, but I do 
not think it will be particularly positive towards the Premier.   
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The Premier made a comment a moment ago, and I want to ask him a question.  He said that there is still an 
opportunity for the minister to be restored; to come back into the cabinet.  I want to know the circumstances 
under which the member for Ballajura would be restored to a ministerial position.  If he gets his licence back, 
and all is forgiven, and it is conceded that the licence was wrongly taken from him, would that be a circumstance 
under which the member for Ballajura could once again take up a ministerial position? 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  I will answer that as honestly as I can.  I do not see it happening in the time frame you just 
talked about.  Ultimately, he will come back when the caucus elects him. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  I was asking under what circumstances the Premier would allow him to come back. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  I cannot hypothesise about the circumstances that might arise in the future, because I do 
not know them.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  I do not have a lot of time.  I have received an answer from the Premier.  The Premier 
said earlier today words to the effect that the member for Ballajura resigned because he saw damage being done 
to the government.  The Premier praised the member for resigning today but, by implication, the Premier is 
saying that he himself made an error of judgment about the member resigning.  Why did he not just ask the 
member for Ballajura to step aside from his ministerial portfolios while he considered this matter? Why did he 
keep him there, as a self-righteous minister?  I heard the former minister on the radio on Friday, making those 
announcements about increased penalties for traffic offences.  We find ourselves in an extraordinary set of 
circumstances.  We might see the member for Ballajura back again sitting on the ministerial benches.  I am sure 
everyone on this side of the house looks forward to that day!  

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3.56 pm]:  I rise having listened to the 
Premier talk for 20 minutes or so about the fact that people make mistakes.  He is absolutely right, because of 
course people make mistakes, and the member for Ballajura has made a mistake.  The Premier then went on to 
say that if he had thought the member for Ballajura was acting in a knowingly dishonest or improper manner, or 
whatever the words were, the Premier would have taken action.  However the facts of the matter are that, 
irrespective of whether the former minister made a mistake or not, he was driving a motor vehicle without a 
valid driver’s licence in Western Australia.  That is an issue on which the Premier seems to have missed the 
point.  That is why this issue is significant in this chamber and has stirred up significant public opinion, and that 
is why we are debating the way in which the Premier has handled the issue.  

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  If he had been doing that deliberately, he would have been summarily dismissed.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL:  I do not accept the Premier’s statement on that matter.  The real issue before the house is 
not about the member for Ballajura, because we all understand very clearly what the member has and has not 
done.  The issue is the Premier’s leadership of the government of Western Australia, and how he has failed in a 
number of areas to discharge his leadership duties effectively in dealing with the member for Ballajura since he 
became aware of this information, as he said, last Thursday in the little room around the corner.  It is a serious 
issue that draws into question the Premier’s judgment and the strength of his leadership.  I was interested to hear 
the issue raised about the role the Labor caucus might have played in the decision of the minister this morning to 
resign.  This issue also draws into question the lowering of the Premier’s expectations for the behaviour and the 
performance he accepts from his ministers.  The Premier must answer four fundamental questions.  

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  Does the member sitting next to you expect you to be honest? 

Mr T.R. Buswell:  The Premier should ask him that. 

The Premier has four fundamental questions to answer on this matter.  The first question is why he has continued 
to accept the word of the member for Ballajura, now in his third crisis since the “Godfather” affair, and his 
failure to pay staff their superannuation and the emergence of evidence to suggest that he was a serial non-payer 
of superannuation to the young girls who worked in his pharmacy.  More damning of the government, and in 
particular of the Minister for Employment Protection, who is not in the chamber at the moment, is that, when we 
asked him whether it was a breach of state law - it was clearly a breach of regulations - he washed his hands of it.  
It was a disgraceful day for the Labor government when it excused, just like that, an employer who knowingly 
and deliberately did not pay his staff their rightful superannuation.  

The third issue is the offence of driving without a licence.  The Premier has accepted hook, line and sinker the 
arguments put by the member for Ballajura without being prepared to scratch the surface and try to understand 
the true implications of a minister committing this offence.  It is not about a minister not paying a fine, but about 
driving a motor vehicle when one does not have a driver’s licence.  The minister came unstuck on that fateful 
Thursday in Subiaco only when he had that little bingle.   

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  Can I ask a question? 
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Mr T.R. BUSWELL:  If I have enough time I will take the Premier’s question.   
Why has the Premier insisted on acknowledging that all the former minister did wrong - I am looking at the 
Premier’s press release of yesterday - was not pay traffic fines?  He referred to that point three or four times in 
that press release.  He said that the non-payment of traffic fines is the issue.  That is not the issue.  The issue is 
that the member for Ballajura drove a motor vehicle when he did not have a driver’s licence.  It is illegal, 
improper and unacceptable, and the Premier refused to acknowledge that as he refused to deal with that in a 
proper and effective manner.   

The third question will continue to be asked - it was raised by my colleague the member for Hillarys: if the 
Premier knew about this on Thursday, why did he choose not to do anything about it until yesterday afternoon?  
More to the point, he refused to remove the member from his ministerial position.  I think that all members on 
this side of the house are confused by the message sent by the Premier.  That message is: he is right in adopting 
the position he has.  “It was a lineball decision” - I think that was the term the Premier used on radio this 
morning.  “I ummed and ahed, and I thought long and hard about it.”  At the end of the day, the Premier chose 
not to remove him, and he stands by that.   

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  Because I had not decided. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL:  Yesterday, the Premier chose not to remove him from the ministry; he moved him to 
another portfolio and the people affected by that decision jumped up and thanked the Premier for giving them 
another fantastic minister!  I did not hear those people stand up and thank the government for the outcomes it 
had delivered in their area of responsibility.  Did they thank the Premier for giving them another minister whom 
he had dropped off the heap because he was not good where he was?  I have also heard that members of the 
police department were happy because the dud had been moved on, but the people involved with disability 
services were not happy. 

The fourth question has to be answered: why does the Premier insist on allowing two sets of rules to be used for 
members of this government?  There is one set of rules for the member for Ballajura and other members of the 
government when they find themselves in similar situations and another set of rules for the vast unwashed; that 
is, the balance of the Western Australian community.  How are they different?  Again, in this regard, I refer the 
Premier to the member’s non-payment of his staff’s superannuation.  The Premier’s hypocrisy in that regard was 
unbelievable and was best summed up by the secretary of UnionsWA, the venerable Dave Robinson, when he 
called on the Premier to dismiss the member.  He talked of the disgust that his and other unions felt about the 
Premier excusing the former minister.  The Premier said it was embarrassing!  It was more than embarrassing - it 
was wrong and it was illegal because he did not pay his legal dues and the government refused to investigate the 
implications of his refusing to pay his staff’s superannuation that should have been paid under state legislation.  
The Premier is going down the same path today.  He is saying that it is okay for the former minister to drive 
without a licence, but he will move him!  He really rubbed our noses in it today because he told us that the 
member for Ballajura will come back to the ministry.  He is the anointed one; he is Lazarus, the soufflé of the 
Labor Party, because the Premier obviously told him when he made his resignation phone call that he should not 
worry, as he will have him back soon!  He told him to fall on his sword and save the Premier a bit of 
embarrassment, but he will have him back soon!  The Premier admitted it today but he did not tell us about the 
criteria the member will have to meet before he is accepted back.  All he has said is that it will be when the 
caucus determines it.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Did you use those arguments about your leader? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL:  I have only a couple of minutes and, therefore, cannot answer the member for Yokine.  It 
has been interesting to see how standards have changed since Dr Gallop left the position of Premier.  I think the 
member for Willagee will bring many positives to the role of Premier.  I have said that to a number of people in 
my electorate and in the broader community.  However, he should consider the standards that he applies and the 
standards applied by the former Premier.  I suspect that if this Premier had been in the saddle when the member 
for Yokine had his issues to deal with last year, the member would still be sitting on the front bench next to his 
good friend the Minister for Health, because the standards have dropped.  The member for Yokine had to jump 
over a pretty high bar and unfortunately he did not make it.  However, a new person is now in charge of the bar.  
He is now setting the standards and he has allowed the bar to be dropped.  The member for Yokine would still be 
on the front bench and we would not have been able to walk into the courtyard of Parliament House yesterday 
and see the disgraced former Premier Brian Burke sitting at a table with John Halden, several business people, at 
least one minister and a number of backbenchers looking at maps.  They were obviously discussing business of 
some sort, and we wonder what those maps were about and what sort of land development the former Premier 
was trying to push through.  If the Premier accepts the argument put by the member for Mindarie that they were 
discussing budgerigars, then he is away with the birds. 
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MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont - Deputy Premier) [4.07 pm]:  For eight years I sat in opposition in this place 
listening and watching an unparalleled record of ministerial incompetence and personal breaches of the law.  
What happened to those members of the coalition ministry who committed those breaches?  Absolutely nothing.  
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition talks about two standards.  I think the problem is that the coalition has two 
standards - one standard for coalition leaders and other senior people and another for people on the other side of 
the house. 

I want to know what this argument is about.  All we have had is predictable motion from members of the 
opposition, but it has been fairly hard to determine what the argument is about.  Is the opposition’s argument that 
a member of Parliament cannot be convicted of an offence and stay in a senior position on the front bench?  How 
can that be the case when a person convicted of a firearms offence is sitting opposite as Leader of the 
Opposition?  He was promoted after he got that conviction!  I want to know what standard the Deputy Leader of 
the Opposition applied when he decided to betray his former leader and support someone with a conviction 
replacing the former Leader of the Opposition?  What standard did he apply when he embarked on his treachery?  
The Leader of the Opposition might say that he is appealing that conviction; so is the member for Ballajura 
challenging the suspension of his licence.  Is the argument that members of the front bench should not have 
traffic offences?  If that is the rule, how does one reconcile that with the behaviour of Eric Carlton driving at 
160 kilometres an hour?  Under modern laws, he would have lost his car because he is a hoon.  That is what 
would have happened to Eric Charlton.  Is the argument that one cannot be in a senior position because one has a 
traffic offence?  How can that rule be reconciled with the behaviour of Hon Norman Moore, who was convicted 
of a .05 offence and still holds a leadership position?  Let us consider the two leaders of the Liberal Party in this 
Parliament: the leader in this place has a conviction and the leader in the other place has an alcohol-related 
driving conviction.  That is their standard.  Could it be that the criticism of the Premier is that there was no 
punishment of the member for Ballajura?  I do not want to be misunderstood.  I was proud to be the first Minister 
for Disability Services in this state.  Anyone who watches politics knows that to be the Minister for Disability 
Services is to occupy a more junior position than to be the Minister for Police and Emergency Services and 
Minister for Justice.  Anyone who watches politics knows that the member for Ballajura was very clearly seen to 
be demoted when the reshuffle was announced.  The opposition is kidding itself if it pretends that it does not 
understand that.  I repeat: I was proud to be the Minister for Disability Services.  However, anyone who watches 
politics knows that it is a more junior portfolio than that of the Minister for Police and Emergency Services.   

The only other criticism by the opposition of the Premier is that he took some time to investigate the facts and to 
think carefully about the action he would undertake.  I think that is a good thing; it is a positive thing.  What do 
they want?  Do they want a person who makes decisions not knowing the facts and without reflection or 
consideration?  It was the right thing for the Premier to reflect on the circumstances and rules and to make sure 
that he had a clear understanding of what had occurred. 

We have heard some other material from the opposition.  We have heard some ratbaggery; the member for 
Hillarys traduced the reputation of the Corruption and Crime Commission.  He alleged that it would protect a 
member of the government.  What an absolutely outrageous statement.  What an insult to the CCC that someone 
in the opposition would say that in the Parliament.  We have had an interesting insight into how the opposition 
thinks politics works, which is more a reflection on how it works on its side than how it works on this side of the 
house.  Members opposite automatically think that someone outside is pulling the strings.  That is the Noel 
Crichton-Browne effect, I reckon!  I understand why the forces allied to the Leader of the Opposition, the 
member for Cottesloe and the Deputy Leader of the Opposition are paranoid about direction from outside, 
because they have experienced it inside the Liberal Party from what Noel Crichton-Browne has done.  It is more 
a reflection on what happens on the opposition’s side than what happens on this side.   

There was a reference to spin doctors.  That is how the opposition handled the ministerial incompetence, the 
misdemeanours and the breaches of the law that occurred when it was in government.  That is not how this 
government handles it.  The Premier thought very carefully.  He checked the facts and reflected.  He took action 
and punished the person who had offended against proper standards of ministerial conduct.  I reject this motion; 
it is completely without foundation. 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe) [4.13 pm]:  All we have heard is a series of excuses for the conduct of the 
member for Ballajura, the former minister.  As the minister, he had the executive responsibility for policing road 
safety and enforcing infringements of road safety.  He personally failed in that responsibility on both counts.  It 
is a no-brainer.  Because of his failure, he should have immediately been stood down from those responsibilities.  
Should members have forgotten, I remind them of an historical event.  Lord Carrington stood down from the 
Thatcher government because he had not alerted the government to the invasion of the Falklands by Argentina.  
How would he have known?  It was a straight matter of Westminster ministerial responsibility.  The point I make 
is that it does not matter about the circumstances.  The only thing that matters was that, as Minister for Police 
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and Emergency Services, and Justice, he was driving without a licence for two months.  That meant that he must 
stand down, and should have stood down or been stood down.  That is it! 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham - Minister for the Environment) [4.14 pm]:  The hypocrisy by the 
opposition is, as everybody knows, breathtaking.  I remind members of a few little facts that have not been raised 
in this debate.  During the period of the last coalition government, the Leader of the Opposition and the member 
for Cottesloe were both senior ministers.  One was the Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party.  They both sat in 
cabinet with a minister who drove through an intersection controlled by a give-way sign.  He knocked a 
motorcyclist off his motorcycle.  The motorcyclist had a broken arm and a broken leg, and had his spleen 
virtually destroyed.  In addition, his shoulder was broken.  That minister rang the family and pressured them to 
not speak to the media.  He rang the motorcyclist while he was still in a hospital bed and pressured him to not 
speak to the media.  The minister was charged with a lesser offence than he should have been.  The Director of 
Public Prosecutions, John McKechnie, put in writing that it was wrong; that he should have been charged with a 
more serious offence.  The minister was convicted of driving through a give-way sign intersection, which nearly 
caused the death of a young man.  What happened to him?  Nothing happened to him!  Those two members both 
sat in cabinet next to him and were silent - absolutely silent!  What has the member for Ballajura done?  He has 
driven around without a driver’s licence.  One of the opposition’s colleagues almost killed somebody and was 
convicted of it.  Members opposite are completely hypocritical on this issue. 

Question put and a division taken with the following result - 
Ayes (20) 

Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.H.D. Day Mr D.T. Redman Mr M.W. Trenorden 
Mr T.R. Buswell Dr K.D. Hames Mr A.J. Simpson Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr G. Snook Mr G.A. Woodhams 
Dr E. Constable Mr J.E. McGrath Mr T.R. Sprigg Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr M.J. Cowper Mr P.D. Omodei Dr S.C. Thomas Dr G.G. Jacobs (Teller) 

Noes (25) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr M. McGowan Mrs M.H. Roberts  
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr R.C. Kucera Mr A.D. McRae Mr T.G. Stephens  
Mr J.B. D’Orazio Mr F.M. Logan Mr M.P. Murray Mr B.S. Wyatt  
Dr J.M. Edwards Mr N.R. Marlborough Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr M.P. Whitely (Teller)  
Mrs D.J. Guise Mrs C.A. Martin Ms M.M. Quirk   
Mrs J. Hughes Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan Ms J.A. Radisich   
Mr J.N. Hyde Mr J.A. McGinty Mr E.S. Ripper   
     

            

Pairs 

 Mr M.J. Birney Ms S.M. McHale 
 Mr R.F. Johnson Mr J.R. Quigley 
 Mr T.K. Waldron Mr J.J.M. Bowler 
 Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mr S.R. Hill 
 Mr B.J. Grylls  Mr D.A. Templeman 

Question thus negatived.   
 


