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MEMBER FOR ROLEYSTONE 
Personal Explanation - Code of Conduct 

MR M.P. WHITELY (Roleystone) [2.12 pm]:  Last Thursday during question time, the member for Vasse 
asked a question of the Premier relating to a recent court case in which one of my constituents was charged with 
assaulting me.  The member for Vasse questioned the Premier as to whether my behaviour was consistent with 
the Premier’s code of conduct for members of Parliament.  However, the member for Vasse failed to indicate 
how my conduct could have constituted a breach of the code.  The incident occurred in July 2002, over a year 
before the code of conduct came into operation.  However, even applied retrospectively, my behaviour was 
entirely consistent with the code.   
The aspect of my behaviour that seems to concern the member for Vasse was my participation in a verbal 
exchange at a public seminar in which I called my constituent a destructive liar.  I made the statement that my 
constituent was a destructive liar in direct response to inaccurate statements he made about me in the public 
seminar and because the constituent has made numerous untrue and vexatious statements verbally and in writing 
about many members of the Serpentine-Jarrahdale and wider community.  I made the destructive liar comment in 
front of 40 to 100 witnesses in full knowledge that I did not enjoy parliamentary privilege and could be in 
trouble if my comments were baseless.   
The incident resulting in the charges against my constituent occurred approximately 30 minutes after this 
exchange.  It involved one attempted blow that I blocked, and, given that I suffered no physical harm, I was 
initially reluctant to pursue a complaint against my constituent.  In deciding whether to pursue a complaint, I was 
persuaded by a number of prominent members of the Serpentine-Jarrahdale community and advice by the 
member for Southern River that as a member of Parliament I was morally obligated to pursue a complaint in 
order to discourage future assaults against members of the public.  I still consider that advice to have been good 
advice.  In October 2002, four months after the incident, as a result of a number of unrelated incidents, all 
Serpentine-Jarrahdale councillors and staff were granted a 12-month conduct restraining order preventing the 
constituent acting in an offensive or intimidating way towards them.  An article in The West Australian on 30 
October 2002 titled “Court limits water activist” outlines details of how my constituent initially sought a 
restraining order against a councillor.  However, the magistrate reversed the direction and broadened the 
restraining order to protect all Serpentine-Jarrahdale councillors and staff.   

Although I was obviously disappointed with the not guilty verdict, I accept the basic premise of our justice 
system that guilt must be proven beyond reasonable doubt and that the magistrate was not convinced that the 
defendant attempted to strike me with a closed fist.  I also acknowledge that an honourable member of the public 
would take great offence at being described as a destructive liar and that in the absence of evidence to the 
contrary, a magistrate is obliged to assume a defendant is an honourable member of the public.   

I appreciate the widespread support I have received from members on both sides of the House, particularly from 
those who have had dealings with the constituent in question.  The member for Vasse is welcome to 
retrospectively apply the members’ code of conduct to any aspect of my behaviour since becoming a member of 
Parliament.  He should, of course, expect the same in return, particularly with regard to point 8(a) of the code 
that obliges members to disclose private interests when dealing with a minister. 
 


