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MEMBER FOR BALLAJURA 
Matter of Public Interest 

THE SPEAKER (Mr F. Riebeling): Members, today I received within the prescribed time a letter from the 
Leader of the Opposition setting out a motion in the following terms -  

That this house calls on the Premier to explain to the people of Western Australia why the member for 
Ballajura is a fit and proper person to serve in this Parliament when he is not suitable to serve in the 
Labor government or be a member of the Australian Labor Party. 

This matter appears to me to be in order, and if at least five members will stand in support of it being discussed, 
it can proceed. 

[At least five members rose in their places.] 

The SPEAKER:  Before I give the call to the Leader of the Opposition, I point out that as a result of the 
wording the Leader of the Opposition has chosen in the motion, I will keep a strict eye on standing order 92.  
The usual rules that allow some attack under standing order 92 do not appear to apply under the wording that the 
Leader of the Opposition has chosen to put in the motion. 

MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood - Leader of the Opposition) [3.18 pm]:  I move -  

That this house calls on the Premier to explain to the people of Western Australia why the member for 
Ballajura is a fit and proper person to serve in this Parliament when he is not suitable to serve in the 
Labor government or be a member of the Australian Labor Party. 

This is a very important issue, and I want the Premier to be truthful when he responds to this debate.  The issue 
before us, as members will be aware, is that last Thursday when the Premier came into this house after question 
time and after it had been identified that the member for Ballajura had had contact with Mr Minniti, who was 
being investigated by the Corruption and Crime Commission, a question was asked of the Premier.  At that point 
the Premier retired from the chamber for some two hours, then returned and made a two-sentence explanation, 
and then the Leader of the House moved immediately to adjourn the house.  The Premier�s version of events 
seems to be changing as we go through.  The member has said that the behaviour of the member for Ballajura 
constituted serious misconduct, that he had showed appalling judgment, and that his behaviour was grossly 
inappropriate.  He said that the position of the member in the party was untenable and he had asked for his 
resignation.  On Friday, 25 August the Premier made a statement that read -  

Last Tuesday, Mr D�Orazio approached me in my parliamentary office and advised he had been 
summonsed to appear at the CCC inquiry. 

Today we hear a different version of events, in that the Premier is now claiming that the approach was made on 
15 August, which was actually the week before.  We must then ask what conversation took place between the 
Premier and the member for Ballajura.  Did the member simply say to the Premier that he was going before the 
Corruption and Crime Commission, and then the Premier dismissed him, saying that they should not talk about 
it?  What would he have surmised, given that Mr Minniti�s activities had been publicised in the newspaper for 
least the previous two weeks, and it was common knowledge that Mr Minniti was being investigated by the 
CCC?  Therefore, the Premier knew full well why the member for Ballajura was summonsed to appear before 
the CCC inquiry.  What did the Premier do?  Did he make a ministerial statement in Parliament to the effect that 
the member for Ballajura was to give evidence at the inquiry?  No, he did not.  He sat very quietly and hoped 
that the thing would go away.  When he finally did come into the chamber after his two-hour sojourn in his 
office, he made a two-sentence statement that he claimed was a personal explanation.  When a point of order was 
called, the Deputy Speaker read the Premier the standing order and very clearly pointed out to him that it was not 
a personal explanation, but the Premier proceeded to make a statement.  The minute the Premier finished that 
statement the Leader of the House jumped up and moved the adjournment of the house, making sure that the 
Parliament of Western Australia could not discuss the reasons for the Premier making such a hurried statement 
and then trying to hide. 

In all my years as a member of Parliament, the adjournment of the house has never occurred in that fashion.  
What did the Premier have to hide?  If this was such a straightforward matter, as he tried to explain in question 
time today, why did the Premier have one of his colleagues adjourn the house?  I put it to members that the 
Premier knew all along what discussions were going on between the member for Ballajura and the CCC.  He 
failed to come into the Parliament and at the last minute, when he was caught out, he found it convenient to 
make a very short statement and then have one of his cronies move to adjourn the house.  I am not suggesting for 
one minute that the Premier lied to Parliament because I know that we are not allowed to use the words �lie� and 
�liar� in the house.  However, this Premier has been mendacious in the extreme, through the untruths that he 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 29 August 2006] 

 p5335b-5347a 
Speaker; Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Troy Buswell; Mr Ben Wyatt; Mr Alan Carpenter; Dr Elizabeth Constable; Mr 

Rob Johnson; Mr Eric Ripper; Mr Mark McGowan; Deputy Speaker; Mr John D'Orazio 

 [2] 

proffered to this house to protect his own backside, not to protect the member for Ballajura.  The Premier came 
into the chamber to defend himself and to defend his incompetent Minister for Community Development, 
deflecting criticism away from the minister and making sure the member for Ballajura bore the full wrath of the 
people of Western Australia.  That is my judgment of what happened.   

As the motion stated, if the member for Ballajura is, as he was described by the Premier, not a fit and proper 
person to be a member of the Labor Party in Western Australia and a member of the government, why is he a fit 
and proper person to be a member of this Parliament?  The Premier has very conveniently avoided making a 
judgment of the member for Ballajura.  We know that the member for Ballajura has been identified in connection 
with a number of issues that have been embarrassing to the government, and that have worked to his own 
detriment.  However, last week the Premier made a statement to not only denigrate the member for Ballajura but 
also defend his own position, his incompetence and his own misleading of the Parliament and people of Western 
Australia.  I will read again from the statement made by the Premier on Friday, 25 August.  Bear in mind that 
this is the Friday morning after the Parliament had been adjourned in a very rushed and clumsy way to protect 
the Labor government, the Premier and his Labor mates.  The Premier said -  

Last Tuesday, Mr D�Orazio approached me in my parliamentary office and advised he had been 
summonsed to appear at the CCC inquiry. 

We now know that that actually happened a week before.  The Premier knew 10 days earlier about the issue with 
the member for Ballajura, and he tried to obfuscate and mislead the people of Western Australia.  The opposition 
wants to know very clearly why, if the member for Ballajura is not a fit and proper person to be a member of the 
Labor Party and of the government in this state, he is still a fit and proper person to be in this Parliament. 
MR T. BUSWELL (Vasse - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3. 27 pm]:  I thank you, Mr Speaker, for 
drawing my attention to standing order 92 as it relates to implications and personal reflections because, as the 
Leader of the Opposition has pointed out, the issue before the house is not about the personal integrity, bad 
behaviour, misjudgments, or whatever term is used to describe the recent behaviour of the member for Ballajura 
and the revelations about that.  The issue we are debating is very pertinent; that is, the need for the Premier to 
explain to this house and the people of Western Australia why there is this apparent double standard.  Why is it 
completely unacceptable for the member for Ballajura to be a member of the government and a member of the 
Australian Labor Party while it is completely acceptable for him to remain a member of this Parliament?  The 
Leader of the Opposition has stated previously that we feel that this matter should be put to the voters of 
Ballajura through a by-election.  I understand that it is also the view of a number of people in the electorate of 
Ballajura that they would like the opportunity to reconsider their elected representative.  That is not to say that 
the present member cannot stand again as an Independent; certainly the electors should have that opportunity to 
reconsider.  However, the Premier has been silent on this issue.  When he was asked about this last week he said 
that it would be the member�s decision and he would make it in due course.   
What is it about membership of the ALP that has the Premier setting standards that are far above those that 
would be expected of other members of Parliament?  What happened back in 1891 under the Tree of 
Knowledge?  What sprinkled out of the tree onto the shearers as they formed the ALP that gave them this lofty 
view of their values? 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  When was that? 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  It was at Barcaldine, in Queensland, during the shearers� strike.  What was it that implanted 
in the minds of the shearers the seed that said that their standards for members of the ALP were up high, while 
the standards for every other member of Parliament were down low?  I am very interested to hear what the 
Premier has to say. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter interjected.  

Mr T. BUSWELL:  That is what the Premier is saying by his actions.  It is very interesting to note, and I was 
disappointed to read, that the Tree of Knowledge has actually been poisoned, and parts of it are dying off.  A 
toxin is eating into the Tree of Knowledge, and the sad fact is that in Western Australia a toxin is eating into the 
government. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  I congratulate you on a beautiful piece of imagery; the metaphor is wonderful.  

Mr T. BUSWELL:  There is a toxin eating into the Premier�s credibility, there is a toxin eating into the 
Premier�s integrity and there is a toxin eating into public confidence in the government of this state.  The 
Premier knows that the first thing in this government that has fallen from that toxin is opposite, the member for 
Ballajura.  He is the first member of this government to fall from that toxin.  That is the same toxin that will 
slowly but consistently sweep through this government.  I want to remind the Premier of what he said about the 
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member for Ballajura.  On 1 February this year, the Premier described him as a rising star.  That is the poor 
victim of this toxin!  On 9 March the Premier said - 

I have no reason to doubt his competency as a minister.  I have said it before and I will say it again: he 
is a very good minister. 

He said on 2 March - 

. . . I�m not the sort of person to turn my back on a colleague simply because allegations are made like 
this, or to lose faith in them, or lose confidence in them.  

However, that rising star has fallen victim to this toxin.  I am interested in the way the government, and the 
Premier in particular, supports the member for Ballajura.  I cast my mind back to earlier this year when the 
member for Ballajura was guilty of not paying his staff their lawful superannuation entitlements in this state.  
The Premier said at the time that it was an oversight.  However, I tell the Premier that it was a serious, ongoing 
breach of the laws of this state and the laws of this nation.  The member refused to pay the lawful entitlements to 
those unfortunate - 
The SPEAKER:  Order!  The member will resume his seat.  As I said at the start of this debate, if those remarks 
had been included in the motion, he could have spoken to them.  However, they were not.  The opposition chose 
not to put them in the motion.  Therefore, the member is not to refer to anything that he thinks the member for 
Ballajura may or may not have done that impugns his character.   
Mr T. BUSWELL:  Thank you, Mr Speaker, for that guidance.  It was interesting to note at that time how the 
members of the ALP, the great defenders of the Australian worker, the self-appointed champions of the 
downtrodden workers, refused to raise even a whimper to defend workers who claimed at that time to have been 
mistreated.  That issue cuts to the core of what it is to be a Labor member of Parliament, and what members 
opposite are supposed to stand for.  It was gross hypocrisy.  If there was ever a reason to force a member of the 
Labor Party to speak up, it was that case.   
I have taken time, as have some of my colleagues, to look at some of the transcripts of what occurred in the 
Corruption and Crime Commission last week, and I have to say that while the Premier is right - it is very 
serious - the transcripts reveal a gross and significant example of incompetence by the member for Ballajura.  If I 
weigh that against the alleged non-payment of superannuation, from the perspective of government members as 
the defenders of the workers of this country, is that non-payment of superannuation not a more significant issue 
for dismissing the member for Ballajura than what has recently occurred?  I think so.  I can draw only three 
conclusions, which is why I am keen to hear later the Premier�s explanation of his decision and also of the 
different weight that he places on the standards that he expects from members of the ALP as against those that he 
expects from members of Parliament generally.  I hope that the Premier does not simply revisit his views on the 
colourful figures of history.   
Mr A.J. Carpenter:  I�ll bet you hope! 
Mr T. BUSWELL:  It does not bother me, and I will tell the Premier why.  I do not know any of them.  Those 
references go straight over my head.  The other thing is that that gives a very clear indication to me of how 
concerned the Premier is about the seriousness of this issue and about how concerned he is about the rot, this 
toxin, that is spreading through his government.  We warned the Premier when this issue was debated in the 
house previously about the lowering of standards that occurred almost immediately following his elevation to the 
office of Premier.  Various controls were relaxed on people who could and could not have contact with 
government members.  We also warned the Premier about the sorts of people who were entering Parliament and 
about his treatment of the member for Ballajura and the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure.   

Mr B.S. Wyatt interjected.  
Withdrawal of Remark 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  The member will resume his seat.  The language used by the member for Victoria Park 
is unparliamentary and I direct him to withdraw. 

Mr B.S. WYATT:  I withdraw, Mr Speaker. 
Debate Resumed 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  Three things come to mind.  Why would the Minniti incident lead to the sacking, the 
kicking out, the removal of the member for Ballajura from the ALP?   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Do you agree with it? 
Mr T. BUSWELL:  That is a very interesting point.  I wonder whether the Treasurer and the members for 
Midland, Swan Hills and Bassendean agree.   
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Mr E.S. Ripper:  Vasse? 
Mr T. BUSWELL:  The member for Vasse thinks the Premier has done the right thing.  The opposition, through 
its leader, said that this is a matter that should be resolved by the people of Ballajura at a by-election.  We have 
been very consistent in saying that.  We want the Premier to explain why the standards of behaviour that he 
expects from members of the ALP and different from those of other members of Parliament.  Why was the 
Premier so happy to cut free the member for Ballajura?  Was information relayed to the Premier in his 
conversation with the member on 15 August that was not made available to the Corruption and Crime 
Commission, because we all know that the CCC has delivered what we all believe is a free kick to the member 
for Ballajura by telling him, through counsel at the start of his evidence, that the CCC did not have any audio 
transcripts of what happened at Mr Minniti�s place in Morley or that it did not have any transcripts of his 
discussions with the policeman at Wembley.  We are wondering - I will be interested to hear the Premier explain 
it - whether the Premier has any information that was not made available to the CCC?  Would that information 
have made that evidence more serious?  I do not know.  Did the Premier decide to cut him loose, as the Leader of 
the Opposition indicated, to take some pressure off the poor, underperforming former Minister for Disability 
Services?  Was it a convenient opportunity to divert the interests of the Parliament and the people of Western 
Australia from a right and proper pursuit of that minister�s and the government�s failure to protect children?  
That may have been the reason!   

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  Are you saying that I should not have done it? 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  No.  Maybe it was some sort of factional retribution from the dark days of the ALP!  
Apparently the Labor Party has a senator from Western Australia called Mark Bishop.  I say �apparently� 
because the only time I hear of this senator is around preselection time.  Is that not right, member for Ballajura?  
I will spell his name - B-I-S-H-O-P - in case members opposite do not know how to spell it.  Every now and 
again this mystical Mark Bishop - a senator - pops up his head.  An article in The West Australian states - 

. . . the decision to kick Mr D�Orazio out of the state government �ended a disgraceful footnote to State 
politics�. 

Senator Bishop, a senior member of the Right faction and close ally of former premier Brian Burke said 
Mr D�Orazio had refused to consult and had an unwillingness to accept the sound advice of more 
experienced people. 

I ask myself whether it is one of three things.  Is it something to do with factionalism?  Heaven forbid that would 
happen in the ALP!  Is it something to do with Senator Mark Bishop, this mystical, phantomesque figure?  Is it 
something to do with him, Treasurer?  I will bet the phone call has gone to the Information Commissioner, 
�Darryl, dust off your CV; we�ve got a job for you!�  I will bet the call has gone out, �Darryl, forget all the pain 
and the hurt; your spot�s back.  Mark Bishop reckons we made a blue and we want you back!�  I do not know 
whether that is what happened, but I suspect it was a combination of those three things.  The interesting thing 
about the Australian Labor Party is that it will not necessarily have lost the influence of the member for 
Ballajura. 
Mr R.C. Kucera interjected. 
Mr T. BUSWELL:  What did the member for Yokine say? 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Did your dad tell you all about this? 
Mr T. BUSWELL:  As the member for Yokine knows, my father died when I was eight. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Exactly; he was a member of the Labor Party and a great unionist.   

Mr T. BUSWELL:  I lost the input of a lot of his wisdom during my formative years.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  He would turn over in his grave if he could hear about you. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  I would be very careful if I were a man who had been charged in a civil court for what the 
member for Yokine did. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  He would turn over in his grave if he could hear about you. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  The member is an absolutely pathetic pig of an individual. 

Several members interjected. 

Withdrawal of Remark 
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The SPEAKER:  I call the member for Cottesloe to order for the third time.  I direct that the Deputy Leader of 
the Opposition withdraw his comment. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  I withdraw the use of the word �pig�, and I return to my concluding remarks.   

Debate Resumed 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  I say to the Premier �gone but not forgotten�, because the Premier�s party has a history of 
former members of parliament maintaining close, intimate and direct control over the party�s internal affairs.  I 
ask the Premier to explain in due course why it is that there is this apparent disparity.  The Australian Labor 
Party membership form - which should be updated, as it has a couple of old pictures on it - invites people to join 
the party by paying money to get these fantastic things unless they have - 

. . . been a non-ALP candidate for parliamentary office, campaigned on behalf of a non-ALP candidate, 
or are serving a custodial sentence. 

We all know the member for Ballajura has exercised poor judgment, but I do not think he falls into any of those 
categories.  I look forward to the Premier�s explanation. 

MR A.J. CARPENTER (Willagee - Premier) [3.41 pm]:  I look at the motion with some interest.  I watched 
what was going on on the opposition benches while the member for Vasse was on his feet.  I wonder if I might 
ask the member for Kalgoorlie whether he thinks the member for Vasse is a fit and proper person to hold the 
position of Deputy Leader of the Opposition?  I watched what was going on opposite.  Am I to make the same 
judgment about the member for Leschenault?  Do I consider the member for Leschenault - as I suspect the 
member for Kalgoorlie does - to be potentially unfit to be sitting in that position?  Am I to make that judgment 
about him?  Am I to make that judgment about the member for Hillarys?  It is not my decision, is it?   

Mr R.F. Johnson interjected. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  It is not my decision; it is a decision for the people who elected the member for 
Hillarys into Parliament.  Some of the things he says in this Parliament, as he knows, are absolutely outrageous. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Do I tell the truth? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The member was caricatured recently in the media as a person who has advocated the 
flogging, castration and hanging of more people than anybody else in the western world! 

Mr R.F. Johnson interjected. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The point is that I am asking the question rhetorically.  Am I to make the judgment 
about whether the member is a fit and proper person to be in this Parliament?  The fact of the matter is that his 
electors make that judgment. 

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  If the member for Cottesloe wants to make a speech, I encourage him to rise to his 
feet. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  You can�t say that every time someone interjects. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Why not?  The opposition is asking me to make judgments about whether individuals 
should be in Parliament. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The Leader of the Opposition knows that I have considerable regard for him as a 
person.  I ask whether Mr Bennell of Manjimup, whom the Leader of the Opposition incorrectly identified as a 
rapist, thus putting Mr Bennell�s life at risk, would consider the Leader of the Opposition as - 

Mr P.D. Omodei interjected. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The member does not think so?  What could have happened to that man?  The Leader 
of the Opposition identified him as a serial sexual predator, and he was a perfectly innocent man. 
Mr P.D. Omodei interjected. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  He was a perfectly innocent man, and the Leader of the Opposition identified him as a 
sexual predator.  Do I make the judgment, as I well might have done in an instant given what the Leader of the 
Opposition has said, that the Leader of the Opposition should discontinue his political career? 
Mr P.D. Omodei:  It has nothing to do with the sacking of the member for Ballajura. 
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Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  It absolutely has.  Do I have to resurrect the problems that the member for Kalgoorlie 
had, and ask whether he is therefore fit to remain in Parliament?  I do not make that judgment.  The opposition 
made a judgment about his role in the Liberal Party.  What about when Wayde Smith sat in this Parliament?  The 
Leader of the Opposition was then in Parliament, was he not?  If I searched Hansard, would I find one adverse 
comment about Mr Wayde Smith from the Leader of the Opposition?  No, I do not think I would, for the reason 
that the man was a member of the Liberal Party who had been charged with perjury, and the Liberal Party did 
nothing about it.  It did not act.  Not only did it not act, but also it re-endorsed Wayde Smith in the initial 
preselection process 36 votes to one.  What did the Liberal Party do?  Did it even identify him as being unfit to 
be a member of the party?  Did the then Premier, Richard Court, identify him as being unfit to be a member of 
the Liberal Party? 

The SPEAKER:  Order, Leader of the Opposition!   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Let me ask a purely theoretical question: should any person who is convicted of a 
criminal offence be allowed to sit in Parliament? 
Several members interjected. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I asked the question.  Members can see the dangers if I were to make political 
judgments about who should or should not be sitting in Parliament. 

Dr K.D. Hames interjected. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I have given a full explanation.  I actually had a press conference to explain why I 
made that decision. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  You misled.  If it was so straightforward, why did you come into Parliament and make a 
personal explanation that was really a ministerial statement, and then move - 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Let me ask the member a question. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  It was so simple. 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  When did I have the press conference? 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Friday. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Which Friday? 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Last Friday. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I thank the member.  I had it last Friday - Friday of last week.  When I gave my press 
conference, I said that the member for Ballajura had spoken to me �last Tuesday�.  It was not the Tuesday of that 
week; otherwise, I would have said, �on Tuesday� - I said �last Tuesday�. 

Mr P.D. Omodei interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  The Leader of the Opposition has been called to order three times.  If he chooses to 
misbehave three times before interjecting again, he will run the risk of being removed from this place.  He has 
been called to order three times, and is close to being called to order for the fourth time.  I suggest that he listen 
instead of trying to dominate the debate. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I have listened with great interest to the speculation about what I should have done.  
The reason I did not do what the opposition says I should have done was summed up by the Leader of the 
Opposition�s line of commentary: he speculated upon what it was that went on between the member for Ballajura 
and me.  �What else did you talk about?  What other bits of information did not come out?�  That is what he 
speculated upon.  That is exactly the outcome that both I and, I believe, the member for Ballajura sought to avoid 
by truncating our conversation.  He quite rightly told me that he was to go before the Corruption and Crime 
Commission.  He gave me the briefest possible explanation.  It related to Mr Minniti, who had not yet given his 
evidence.  Imagine if we had started speaking publicly about that evidence before it had even been given.  If the 
opposition team cannot see that there would have been something drastically wrong with that, then it is blind to 
reality.  It is setting aside reality for a pathetic political pursuit, which it knows has absolutely no substance to it.   

I have been asked publicly, and was asked during a television interview, about the member for Ballajura�s 
position in Parliament.  I addressed the question with the member for Ballajura.  It is a matter for him and his 
electors.  That is the reality.  I do not believe that it is for me to come into this place and demand that every 
single member of Parliament with whom I have some issue get out of the Parliament.  I do not believe that any 
leader of the Labor Party, and perhaps the leader of any other party, has enacted the punishment that I have 
enacted against the member for Ballajura.  The Leader of the Opposition did not do it.  He stoutly defended 
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people, even when they had been charged.  As far as I know, the action I have taken has not been taken before, 
which is a matter of some comment in the Labor Party.  The Leader of the Opposition would not understand that.  
He would not understand what it is like and never will, because he would never do it.  He would not have the 
courage to do it, and he damn well knows it.  The Leader of the Opposition and the members for Cottesloe and 
Hillarys would not have the courage to do it.  They did not do it.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  I didn�t do it!  I have never been leader. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  None of them did it.  While I am on my feet, let us find out a bit more about 
Mr Minniti.  Is there anything the member for Dawesville wants to tell us?   

Dr K.D. Hames:  Can I tell you anything about Mr Minniti? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The member knows him, does he not? 

Dr K.D. Hames:  I know him. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Did the Leader of the Opposition say during question time that none of his team had 
had any contact with Mr Minniti? 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  I am not allowed to interject.   

Dr K.D. Hames:  His kids go to the same school as mine.   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Has the member had contact with Mr Minniti? 

Dr K.D. Hames:  At school, yes. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Yes.  There we go.  The Leader of the Opposition should get to his feet and apologise 
for misleading the Parliament.  Let us hear whether he is a fit and proper person to be in the Parliament.   

Dr K.D. Hames:  He did not say that.  I was listening. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Does the Leader of the Opposition know if anybody else in his team has had contact 
with Mr Minniti?  I have no issue with the member for Dawesville having had contact with Mr Minniti.  The 
member was, I think, a deputy mayor at Bayswater over a long period.  He probably came across the fellow 
hundreds of times.   
Dr K.D. Hames:  I remember him because his kids go to that school.  So what? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  We live in that sort of community.  Was there anything improper in the member�s 
contacts?  
Dr K.D. Hames:  No, definitely not. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I thought there was a bit of hesitation then.   

Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER:  Order!   
Dr K.D. Hames:  Did you discuss the matter with anyone from the party before you made that statement to this 
house on Thursday night? 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  No. 

Dr K.D. Hames:  Are you sure?  It seemed a pretty strong statement.   
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  After the member for Ballajura came to my office, he and I never spoke again about 
the matter as far as I recall.   

Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER:  Order!  It is not question time. 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  We did not speak about the matter. 
Mr P.D. Omodei:  Nobody believed you. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  There will come a time when the member for Ballajura must go back to face the 
electors who voted him into Parliament.  That is when they will decide whether they want to return him to 
Parliament, if he wants to seek re-election.  It is not my position to put him out of the Parliament or to advocate 
that he leave the Parliament.  I did what not one person in the history of this Parliament, as far as I know, and 
certainly not one person sitting opposite with their pathetic line of questioning, has had to do before.  They never 
had the courage to do it.  They could not face up to it - not one of them.  The Leader of the Opposition and the 
members for Cottesloe and Hillarys had Wayde Smith sitting in this place.  Do we remember the former member 
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for Alfred Cove, who was the then Minister for Fair Trading?  I recall an inquiry that found that that member of 
Parliament acted in the interests of one person out of all the hundreds and maybe thousands who had been 
affected by the finance brokers dispute.  Who was that one person?   

Mr M. McGowan:  It was his father-in-law. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Yes.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  I would be very careful about that if I were you. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  What did the Leader of the Opposition just say? 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  I said I would be very careful if I were you.  This is the pot calling the kettle black. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I could talk about the former member for Albany as well, but I do not intend to.  What 
action was taken against the member for Alfred Cove who was then a minister in the previous coalition 
government?  No action was taken.  There was even no critical comment about him.   

Dr E. Constable interjected. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The member for Churchlands is right.  Should action have been taken?  Has the 
Leader of the Opposition not got the courage to make a judgment on that one?  Should action have been taken 
against the member for Alfred Cove? 

Dr E. Constable:  The nice thing was that the voters took the action. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  They took decisive action!  They made their judgment when they had the opportunity 
to do so.  We now have another member for Alfred Cove.  That is the reality.  The member for Churchlands 
knows it.  I could stand here and rattle off a list of examples.  Not one action was ever taken against the previous 
member for Albany, the previous member for Alfred Cove or the previous member for Wanneroo, because the 
Liberal Party, of which those three members opposite were serving members, did not see the need and did not 
have the guts to do it.  Those three members have no moral courage.  They have no political courage - none 
whatsoever.  What they were prepared to do under the cloak of parliamentary privilege was to outrageously 
make false allegations against people in the community, some of whom could well have been attacked as a 
result.   
The electors in the seat of Ballajura will make their decision when the time arrives.  If we were to go down 
another path, we would see what would happen.  Making judgments about whether or not a person should be in a 
party is one thing, difficult though it might be, but taking action or making judgments about whether a person 
should be in the Parliament is another matter altogether.   

DR E. CONSTABLE (Churchlands) [3.58 pm]:  I am all for Independent members of Parliament.  I think they 
are a very good idea.  I want to talk a little bit about Independents and make a couple of observations.  In more 
than 116 years of responsible government Independent members have been very few and far between.  There are 
two sorts of Independent members.  The first are those who are elected, as I was in 1991, directly into the 
Parliament as Independents; 32 members have been elected in that way in those 116 years, so there have not 
been very many of us, and only two since 1957.  The second sort are those who get elected under the banner of a 
political party and at some stage become Independents.  On a rough count about 27 members have become 
Independents in that way.  I think the twenty-seventh became an Independent yesterday.  Those Independents 
have left political parties in order to become Independents.  I suspect, but I am not certain and I cannot be certain 
because I cannot find any historical evidence of it, that 26 of the 27 have made the decision themselves to 
become Independents.  They have done that for a number of reasons.  They have often left their parties as a 
matter of conscience, as a matter of self-interest when they have lost preselection or for whatever reason they 
decide they want to become an Independent.  I suspect that only one of those 27 Independents has been asked to 
resign from his party and has stayed on as an Independent, so this is a very unusual set of circumstances.  Of 
course, that person is the current member for Ballajura.  
When a member of Parliament decides to resign from a party and become an Independent, leaders and members 
of political parties can become very self-righteous about the fitness of the person who has just resigned from his 
or her political party.  We always hear that such people should resign from Parliament; that they got elected 
under the banner of a political party and so should not stay in Parliament.  We always get a demand from the 
self-righteous that the former member should resign from the Parliament forthwith.  I do not agree with that, by 
the way.  These Independents are often portrayed as traitors, and judgments are made in the newspaper, and 
sometimes also in this Parliament, about their suitability and about whether they are worthy to stay in the 
Parliament, because they have let their party down.  However, today we have a very different set of 
circumstances before us.  We have a Premier who has asked a member to resign from his party but has said that 
it is okay for that member to stay in the Parliament.  I am not commenting particularly on this motion.  I am 
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commenting on the double standard that has been displayed by the Australian Labor Party in this case - although 
I imagine it could displayed by any political party faced with these circumstances.  The occurrence that we are 
dealing with in this motion is very rare, and not one that I propose to vote on, because I will not be making a 
judgment either way.   
MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [4.00 pm]:  I want to clarify something with the Premier today.  I want to 
clarify who is telling the truth in this place.  I want to clarify whether the Premier is telling the truth in the 
statements that he has made to the media, or whether the member for Ballajura is telling the truth.  Someone�s 
credibility is on the line here, and it may well be the Premier�s.  I will tell the Premier why I say that.  I refer to 
the Premier�s press statement last Friday, when he said -  

I have therefore decided that Mr D�Orazio should not remain in my Government - even in his role as a 
Labor backbencher. 

This afternoon, I told Mr D�Orazio that his position in the party was untenable and I asked for his 
resignation. 

On the way into Parliament today - the Premier is probably aware of this, or perhaps he is not - I was given a 
news summary put out by the news organisations.  It reads in part -  

D�Orazio defends himself:  John D�Orazio launches a massive defence of himself on his way into 
Parlt today; also contradicts -   

I emphasise the word �contradicts� - 

Premier�s claim that he was asked to resign from Labor, insisting he was only ever asked to resign from 
the parliamentary caucus.   

Who is telling the truth here?  Is it the Premier, or is it the member for Ballajura?   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  And what happened? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Who is telling the truth?  The Leader of the House should not waffle around the 
periphery.  Who is telling the truth?  Is it the Premier - one would hope it is the Premier - or is it the now 
Independent member for Ballajura?  Who is telling the truth?  The member for Ballajura is saying something 
different from what the Premier has told the Parliament.   
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  What was the factual outcome? 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  It does not matter.  It is what we say in the Parliament that counts, my friend.  What 
counts is whether we tell the truth in the Parliament or whether we mislead the Parliament and the public of 
Western Australia.   
Mr J.J.M. Bowler:  Are you saying that the facts do not matter? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The facts are quite simple.  Who is telling the truth - the Premier or the member for 
Ballajura?  The member for Ballajura�s evidence conflicts with the Premier�s evidence.  I will ask the Premier a 
question, although it is always difficult to get an answer from the Premier.  I asked the Premier a couple of 
questions last Thursday, and he looked as though he did not have a clue in the world about what I was talking 
about. 
Mr A.J. Carpenter:  I did not. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Yes, the Premier did.  The Premier has now told us that he has known about this for about 
10 days.  When the Premier said earlier that it was last Tuesday, I thought he meant Tuesday, 22 August.  The 
Premier has now said that it was the previous Tuesday. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  Yes, Tuesday, 15 August.   
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  So the Premier has known for quite a long time.  

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  I remember it very clearly.  It was 15 August, our first day back in the Parliament. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The Premier knew, because the member for Ballajura had come to see him and had told 
him that he had been called to give evidence before the Corruption and Crime Commission.  The member for 
Ballajura told the Premier that he was the subject of an interception phone tap between him and Mr Minniti.  
What else did he tell the Premier?  Did he tell the Premier the reason he went to Mr Minniti�s place of work - his 
spray shop?  Did he tell the Premier that?   
Mr A.J. Carpenter:  I have already answered all this. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, the Premier has not.  The Premier did not answer it last week, and he has not 
answered it this week.  
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Mr A.J. Carpenter:  Do you want me to get to my feet and answer that? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Unfortunately the Premier cannot do that, because I am on my feet.  Why did the member 
for Ballajura go to see Mr Minniti?   

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  I think that evidence has been given. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Why did he go?  What did he tell the Premier?  Who is telling the truth? 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  The evidence has been provided to the commission? 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  What evidence?  I heard somewhere that he went there because he wanted some advice 
on repairs to his car.  Is that true, Premier?   
Mr A.J. Carpenter:  Is this a re-run of the Corruption and Crime Commission?  Are you asking me what he 
said? 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am asking the Premier about his conversation with the member for Ballajura.   
Mr A.J. Carpenter:  I have given that. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, the Premier has not.  Did the member for Ballajura say anything else to the Premier?  
In the member for Ballajura�s discussions with the Premier about this matter, did he reveal anything about his 
involvement or intentions that was not revealed in the CCC - because he got a free kick from Kevin Hammond, 
which is another matter, of course - or did he reveal anything else to the Premier that the Premier has not passed 
on to this Parliament?   
Mr A.J. Carpenter:  That is exactly why I have said in relation to the line of questioning from you and the 
member for Vasse that it would have been unwise to have had a lengthy conversation with the member for 
Ballajura.    
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  We are not talking about what evidence the member for Ballajura might have given to the 
CCC.  That was the reason the Premier had given for not wanting him to discuss the evidence that he would be 
giving.  I am asking what other matters did the member for Ballajura discuss.  The Premier did not know what 
the member for Ballajura might have been going to say in evidence.  Did the Premier not ask him about 
Mr Minniti?   
Mr A.J. Carpenter:  You are hypothesising that he has withheld information from the commission. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The Premier was already aware that there were problems with Mr Minniti.  Some of his 
colleagues were aware that there were problems with Mr Minniti.  Which one of the Premier�s colleagues 
arranged for Mr Pasquale Minniti to have a meeting with the Commissioner of Police in this state?  Has the 
Premier bothered to find out yet? 

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Has the Premier bothered to find out yet?  No, he has not. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  Did you ever meet with Wayde Smith?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I will answer the Premier�s question in a minute.  The Premier should answer mine.  The 
Premier of this state knows that one of his colleagues arranged for Mr Pasquale Minniti to meet with the 
Commissioner of Police in this state. 
Mr A.J. Carpenter:  Put the question to the police commissioner! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I cannot!  That is a good point!  Put the question to the police commissioner!  He will not 
correspond with us!  Every single time I send him a letter, the usual claptrap comes back that we need to apply 
through the minister�s office!  We never get a response from the police commissioner.  However, a panel beater 
of some repute who happens to be a friend of ministers in this government can get a private audience with the 
police commissioner!  Has the Premier not ever really thought about that?   
Mr J.C. Kobelke interjected. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Does the Leader of the House know him?   
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  I had never heard of him until it was in the media.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The Leader of the House has never heard of him!  The member for Yokine has, because 
he launched the policy in 2001, on behalf of the then Premier, in Mr Minniti�s workshop!  The member for 
Midland knows him well.  She has entertained Mr Minniti at Parliament House!  How many times has the 
member for Midland entertained him here?  What sorts of links are there?   
Several members interjected. 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Here we have a panel beater, a person of some repute at the moment, who is alleged to 
have massive connections within the police service, and who is allowed to meet with the police commissioner 
because of an instruction from a minister or a member of the Labor Party.  Did the member for Yokine arrange 
for Mr Minniti to meet with the police commissioner?  For the sake of the tape, I indicate that the member for 
Yokine is shaking his head.  Did the member for Midland arrange for Mr Minniti to meet with the police 
commissioner?   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  Why would you care? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I care because we cannot meet with the police commissioner and ask questions.  For the 
sake of the tape, I indicate that the member for Midland is refusing to take her seat and answer the question.  

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  For the sake of the tape!  You have been watching too many movies, my friend!   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I like The Bill.  It is very good.  What I am saying is very serious.  The Premier�s 
credibility is on the line here.  Either the Premier is not telling the truth, or the member for Ballajura is not telling 
the truth.  I think in this case it is the Premier who is not telling the truth.  I think the member for Ballajura is 
telling the truth.  The member for Ballajura knows that he is also the casualty of a massive factional fight within 
the Labor Party caucus.  There is no question about that.  The member for Ballajura knows that this is a great big 
factional fight that the Premier is presiding over. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  Are you saying that this is the result of a factional fight?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, no, no.  I am saying: tell the truth, Premier.  We want the Premier to tell the truth in 
this place.  He has an absolute duty to tell the truth - he is the Premier of this state.  I ask the Premier to look at 
the news reports that I have in front of me to see who is telling the truth. 

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont - Deputy Premier) [4.10 pm]:  The Premier has made absolutely the right decision 
on this matter.  He has told absolutely the truth on this matter.  I say that from my knowledge of the events that 
have occurred.  I draw attention to the absolute hypocrisy of the other side.  We heard the Premier at question 
time talk about Wayde Smith.  I want to go right back to the beginning of the Court government when the 
standards were set.  I want to go back to the case of the former member for Albany, Mr Kevin Prince.  He is a 
man I find quite likeable, but he is nevertheless a man who was guilty of a serious misjudgment with regard to a 
serious conflict of interest.  That man was advised at a meeting of the Liberal Party that policy was about to 
change on workers� compensation; that people eligible for workers� compensation were about to have their 
entitlements severely curtailed.  What did Mr Kevin Prince do?  He left the party room and telephoned his law 
firm in Albany and told them that the policy was about to change.  As a result, his law firm put in a number of 
workers� compensation applications ahead of the deadline.  The government of the day cut workers� 
compensation entitlements for workers in Western Australia except for those lucky few whose law firm was 
tipped off by Kevin Prince.  A person would think that when someone does that - that is, he misuses the 
information that he is given in the confidentiality of the party room to commercially advantage the clients of his 
law firm as against all the other clients of every other law firm in the state - that would be the end of his political 
career.  A person would think that the leader of the day would have taken a stand for propriety and standards in 
his government.  What actually happened?  Mr Prince was not asked to leave the party.  He was promoted; he 
was the next cab off the rank into the Court coalition cabinet.  He was rewarded a very short period later for his 
particular misjudgment over a serious conflict of interest.  That was the forerunner of the cases involving 
deplorable standards in the Court government.  Members on the other side know very well that their failure to 
handle that standards question was a significant factor in their defeat.  They know that but they come in here, 
pious and hypocritical, preaching standards to this side of politics.  After Kevin Prince was Wayde Smith.  After 
Wayde Smith was Doug Shave.  We had the Noel Crichton-Browne episode in the middle of all that.  They had 
no capacity to enforce the standards that they now preach that this side of politics should adopt.   

On the other hand, we have a leader who knows about standards and has the courage to implement them and 
enforce them.  What do we get from the other side?  We get nitpicking; we get an acknowledgement that they 
think he made the right decision but then a whole lot of questions about whether there was this or that and so on.  
It is interesting to note that the other side also raised the suggestion that perhaps a few people might talk to the 
member for Ballajura.  Of course, they would say that because they have a history of talking to people who are 
outside their political party, at least in a formal sense.  I will quote The West Australian of 25 May 2006.  On 
page 2 is an article headed �Trumour file�, which reads as follows - 

Washed-up political overlord Noel Crichton-Browne and Liberal Party deputy leader Troy Buswell 
grazing at Balthazar Restaurant. 
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According to our table snoop, the Liberal bogyman and the Tories� latest boy wonder were hooking into 
the oysters and red wine. 

�It was an odd mixture,� the snoop said. 

We�re not sure if he meant the bivalves and the booze or just NCB and Boy Wonder, or both. 

I did not know that both factions of the Liberal Party spoke to Noel Crichton-Browne; I thought it was only the 
member for Kalgoorlie and his faction who spoke to Noel Crichton-Browne.  We now find out that the forces 
allied to the member for Cottesloe also talk to Noel Crichton-Browne.  They come in here and preach to us about 
a possible conversation between a member of the Labor Party and the member for Ballajura.  What we saw from 
the other side in their period of government was a complete inability to enforce standards, which was a 
significant contributor to their defeat at the election in 2001.  In opposition they show rank hypocrisy. 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham - Minister for the Environment) [4.16 pm]:  I find it amazing, having sat 
here for four years from 1996 to 2001, to hear the arguments put forward by the Leader of the Opposition and 
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition on this matter.  The reason I find it amazing is that I was here for some of 
the events that the Deputy Premier has referred to.  I saw the sorts of standards that were enforced by that 
government.  The Deputy Premier has reminded the Parliament of a couple of instances.  There are a few more 
that put anything in recent history into the shade.  I referred to one event a few weeks ago.  I will refer to it again 
because it seems to have been lost in the memory of the media of the state.  It needs to be put front and centre.  
When the Court government was elected, the current Leader of the Opposition was a minister and the member 
for Cottesloe was the Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party.  At that time a Liberal Party minister - Roger Nicholls, 
the member for Mandurah - was involved in a car accident in which he hit a man crossing the road and nearly 
killed him.  He was then charged and convicted of an offence in relation to that matter.  During that process he 
called the hospital room in which the victim of the car accident was lying and spoke to the man�s father in the 
room.  He urged him to not proceed with the matter and to tell the police that it was all okay and that he was not 
particularly worried.  That is what happened.  Can people believe that he continued not only as a member of the 
Liberal Party, but also as a minister after that event?  He remained as a minister for the entirety of the remainder 
of that term of the government.  He was preselected again.  He was a minister who nearly killed somebody.  He 
then attempted to influence the trial of that matter.  The standards the Liberal government adopted were 
incredible.   

The Deputy Premier referred to some other members.  I will refer to a few others: Bob Bloffwitch and his share 
issue, Monty House and the clearing issues relating to his property in the south west, and the Leader of the 
Opposition.  Various people in this Parliament have different views about the conviction the Leader of the 
Opposition recently received.  Some members do not think it is serious but others do.  My honest view is that, 
having had some involvement with firearms in my life, I think that anything to do with firearms is serious.  That 
is my view. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order!  I believe there is a case before the court.  I urge the minister to abide by the 
standing orders of this house in that regard. 

Mr M. McGOWAN:  All I would say about this matter, without canvassing the issues involved, is that when the 
matter took place, the Leader of the Opposition resigned from the front bench.  He sat on the back bench.  In my 
view he rightly took the view that it was a serious matter.  He said that he would sit on the back bench.  
Amazingly, while that matter is still current, the Leader of the Opposition has gone not only from the back bench 
to the front bench, but also to the leadership.  If the appeal that is pending does not come down in his favour, 
does that mean that the Leader of the Opposition will resign?  Will the Leader of the Opposition resign?  He has 
resigned before over this issue.  Will he resign again?  The Leader of the Opposition said that because of issues 
raised previously, the member for Ballajura not only had to leave the ministry, but also had to leave the party.  
However, if the appeal is unsuccessful, the Leader of the Opposition will have a serious conviction against him.  
Will the Leader of the Opposition resign in that circumstance?  He will not answer, Madam Deputy Speaker.  All 
that shows is that there are standards in this place that the Liberal Party does not apply to itself but expects the 
Labor Party to apply to its members.  However, as the Deputy Premier said, the government has real standards in 
these matters. 

I will refer to one other issue to do with the Leader of the Opposition.  Again, it is an issue that appears to have 
been lost in the minds of the media in this state.  That is the fact that back in 1999 - it is relevant to the member 
for Yokine and the stance that the opposition took about his shareholding last year - the Leader of the Opposition 
was exposed for having Wesfarmers shares listed on his share register when the old-growth forest issue was 
being debated publicly, and obviously in the cabinet.  At that time, various issues to do with that matter were 
being resolved by cabinet, and that cabinet�s decisions had the direct potential to influence the value of those 
shares.  I revealed the fact that the Leader of the Opposition had those shares.  He owned 493 shares. 
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Mr P.D. Omodei:  Are you sure they were mine? 

Mr M. McGOWAN:  No, I will tell the house what happened.  It turned out that Paul Domenic Omodei owned 
the shares, but the Paul Domenic Omodei who owned the shares is the son of the now Leader of the Opposition.  
The Leader of the Opposition had forgotten to change the register, but he had transferred the shares to his son of 
the same name in 1996.  It still matters, in light of the standards that the opposition applied to the member for 
Yokine.  The fact is that the Leader of the Opposition�s son, who has the same name, owned shares in a company 
about which the cabinet at that time was making decisions that would directly affect that company�s financial 
status.  If the standard that the opposition insists be applied by this government had been applied by the previous 
coalition government, the Leader of the Opposition would not be in his position.  That is the simple truth of the 
matter. 
MR J.B. D�ORAZIO (Ballajura) [4.22 pm]:  I will make some comments on this issue.  It is very difficult 
when it is about me.  I will not have a go at the Premier.  I just want to put some facts on the record.  Today in 
question time the Premier made the comment that I went to see him after I had been summonsed.  That is not 
correct.  I went to see him after I was approached by the inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission, 
who told me that I would be summonsed the next day.  As people would know, when a person is summonsed, he 
cannot speak about the issue at all.  When I saw the Premier on Tuesday, I had not been summonsed.  I had been 
advised that I would be, and that is why I went to see the Premier.  It was a very brief conversation.  It was 
basically to the effect that I would be appearing before the CCC and that the matter was a nonsense.  It was not 
very much more than that.  The Premier, quite correctly, told me that we should not be talking about it, and I left 
the room.  That was the extent of the conversation.  There were no secret tapes or secret agendas.  As to the 
hypocrisy about this whole issue with Minniti, I just wish that some people would read the transcript and work 
out what happened.  It was not actually possible for anything to happen.  All the incidents about my fines and 
suspensions had already been resolved; they were in the Supreme Court.  Nothing happened.   
The West Australian ran headlines suggesting that I got a free kick.  Has anyone worked out yet that I was giving 
evidence under oath, and if I did not tell the truth, I would be perjuring myself?  Other witnesses were hostile to 
me.  Did they give any evidence that was different from mine?  The accusation has been made that I rang a 
police officer.  I did ring a police officer during normal hours.  It was through the front desk of a police station.  I 
asked him normal questions.  How many times have we, as members of Parliament, done that?  We would have 
done it 50 times.  Every week someone comes into my office wanting me to ring people to solve his or her 
problems.  There was no untoward activity; there was no justification for that accusation. 
The Premier made a decision, and I had to cop it, and I have.  I could have fought it, and that would have created 
more problems.  I have chosen to do the right thing, because that is what the Premier wants, and I should honour 
it.  Listen, guys; this is not about point scoring any more.  It has had a dramatic effect on what I do and on my 
life, and I expect people to honour that and understand that I am more than a fit and proper person to be a 
member of this place.  If I go, a lot of people have to go before me. 
Question put and a division taken with the following result - 

Ayes (18) 

Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.H.D. Day Mr P.D. Omodei Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Dr K.D. Hames Mr D.T. Redman Mr G.A. Woodhams 
Mr M.J. Birney Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr A.J. Simpson Mr T.R. Sprigg (Teller) 
Mr T.R. Buswell Mr R.F. Johnson Dr S.C. Thomas  
Mr G.M. Castrilli Mr J.E. McGrath Mr T.K. Waldron  

Noes (26) 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr F.M. Logan Mr M.P. Murray Mr D.A. Templeman 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan Mr A.P. O�Gorman Mr P.B. Watson 
Mr J.B. D�Orazio Mr J.A. McGinty Ms M.M. Quirk Mr M.P. Whitely 
Dr J.M. Edwards Mr M. McGowan Ms J.A. Radisich Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Mr J.N. Hyde Ms S.M. McHale Mr E.S. Ripper Mr S.R. Hill (Teller) 
Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr A.D. McRae Mrs M.H. Roberts  
Mr R.C. Kucera Mrs C.A. Martin Mr T.G. Stephens  

            

Pairs 

 Mr M.W. Trenorden Mrs J. Hughes 
 Mr B.J. Grylls Mr N.R. Marlborough 
 Dr G.G. Jacobs Mr J.R. Quigley 
 Mr G. Snook Mr P.W. Andrews 

Question thus negatived.   
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Speaker; Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Troy Buswell; Mr Ben Wyatt; Mr Alan Carpenter; Dr Elizabeth Constable; Mr 

Rob Johnson; Mr Eric Ripper; Mr Mark McGowan; Deputy Speaker; Mr John D'Orazio 
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