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MICKELBERG CASE, MINISTER FOR HEALTH 

1118. Ms SUE WALKER to the Attorney General: 
I refer to the documents I have asked the Attorney General to table.  Will he table them; and, if not, why not?  

Mr Marlborough:  You are being repetitive. 

Mr McGINTY replied:   
Speaking of being repetitive, can I be repetitive too?  Who told the member for Nedlands about Mr 
Lewandowski’s affidavit before it became public knowledge?  That is the question at stake.  I give the member 
the opportunity to tell us now.  Did she know about it in advance?  We certainly do not have an open and 
accountable Opposition.  Suddenly, last week’s strategy of silence by the Opposition has reappeared; the cat has 
got its tongue.  There are a few questions to be asked of the member for Nedlands to which she must provide 
answers.  

Mr Johnson:  So do you.  Why do you not answer the question and table the documents?  

Mr McGINTY:  I have been answering the questions in great detail.  Indeed, I have gone further than members 
opposite have asked.  I will tell members why I will not table a copy of the Lewandowski affidavit.  On Monday 
last week when I spoke with the Director of Public Prosecutions and the Solicitor General, they said that there 
was no reason that I could not, if I wanted to, hand the affidavit from Anthony Lewandowski to members of the 
Press.  However, as a precautionary note, I took the opportunity of contacting the Police Service in Western 
Australia and the royal commission and I put the same question to them.  Early in the afternoon of Monday last 
week, having decided that there was a great public interest in this matter being made generally available, I spoke 
to Mr Peter Hastings, QC, counsel assisting the royal commission.  He said that he would appreciate it if the 
affidavit were not generally handed around, but that he had no problem whatsoever with me discussing the 
contents of it with the Press.  The consequence of tabling the document in Parliament would be to fly in the face 
of a direct request from the royal commission.  
 


