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MATTER OF PRIVILEGE - COMMENTS BY PREMIER 

Member for Nollamara 
MR KOBELKE (Nollamara) [3.25 pm]:  I raise a matter of privilege under Standing Order No 109.  It may be 
that we will not have to proceed under Standing Order No 109 and that the Premier will give an undertaking or 
retract what he said in question time.  The issue is that, when answering a question in question time, the Premier 
indicated that he was quoting what was said by the Labor Leader of the Opposition in the Legislative Council.  I 
believe the Premier then quoted from a press release by Hon Norman Moore.  Therefore, he was not saying, 
“This is what Hon Norman Moore said the Labor leader in the other place said.”  He was saying, “This is what 
the Labor leader in the other place said.”  What the Premier said was untrue because, in part, what he said was 
that Labor was committed, if it won government, to abolishing the contract for the convention centre and to not 
building a soccer stadium. 

Although we might play with words about what Labor’s position is with regard to the contract for the convention 
centre, the Leader of the Labor Party in the other place has never said that we would not build a soccer stadium.  
That was a little quirky twist of the truth by Hon Norman Moore.  However, what the Premier said was that the 
Leader of the Opposition in the other place actually put on the record that Labor would not build a soccer 
stadium.  That was never said.  Therefore, the Premier misled this Chamber, because when he was quoting from 
a piece of paper, he had everyone here believe that he was quoting from the Hansard or some other record, 
which would indicate that that was what was said by the Labor leader in the other place.  What he was quoting 
from was a very twisted and incorrect proposition put by Hon Norman Moore.  On that basis, we have again 
caught out the Premier in misleading this Chamber. 

It may be that the Premier places such little importance on the truth that time and again in this Chamber he will 
say things that are not true.  If we took it as being a slip of the Premier’s tongue and that he meant to say, “I am 
quoting from the press release by Hon Norman Moore”, he could have got away with it; but he did not.  He told 
this Chamber that the Labor leader in the other place actually said those things.  That is clearly and demonstrably 
not true.  Therefore, the situation is that the Premier, this very afternoon, has made a false statement to this 
Chamber.  The Premier has the option to quickly correct that, in which case that is the end of the matter; 
otherwise the situation is that we have a matter of privilege, and we will have to seek the Acting Speaker’s 
guidance on how we can pursue that matter.  In that situation, the Premier would clearly have misled the 
Chamber and been advised of his mistake.  If he has made no attempt to correct the record, it becomes a matter 
of privilege. 

MR BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the House) [3.29 pm]:  In response, I suggest that this is not a matter of 
privilege under Standing Order No 109.  It is a very convoluted argument.  Here, the opposition spokesperson for 
business asserts what the Premier might have said about what Hon Norman Moore might have said about Hon 
Tom Stephens.  This is like tiddlywinks.  Be serious.  Matters of privilege should be dealt with seriously.  What 
the Opposition is doing is trivial.  Who gives a rats about what the Premier might have said about what Hon 
Norman Moore might have said about Hon Tom Stephens?  How absurd!  If the Opposition wants to raise a 
matter of privilege, it should at least make sure it is a serious issue.  If Hon Tom Stephens is so thin skinned and 
sensitive that he feels he has been misrepresented, I am sure he can make a statement in the upper House or some 
public comment about it; and if the Premier wants to reconsider what he said, he can do that.  However, to 
suggest that this is a matter of privilege to be raised in this House in this way is to absolutely trivialise the 
proceedings of this House.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Baker):  I am satisfied that the matters raised by the member for Nollamara do not 
strike at the issue of privilege.  They strike at the issue of interpretation by one person of another person’s words, 
etc.  Therefore, I am not satisfied that this is a matter of privilege that warrants the attention of this Chamber.   

Points of Order 

Dr GALLOP:  We have just gone to a vote on the question that a particular motion be put.  In order for the 
business of this House to be conducted properly, it is vital that the person in the Chair act in an impartial manner.  
Mr Acting Speaker, I want you to indicate to this Parliament that there was no agreement between you and 
government members to put that question, because, if there was, we would have great concern about that matter 
and it is a matter we would be pursuing.   

Mr Cowan:  That is a reflection on the Chair. 

Dr GALLOP:  All the Acting Speaker needs to say is there was no agreement.  

Mr TUBBY:  As I was the member who moved the gag motion, I assure the Leader of the Opposition that the 
Acting Speaker knew nothing of my intention to gag the debate; in fact, not even the Leader of the House knew.   
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The ACTING SPEAKER:  I am not satisfied that this issue requires any further debate.  The Leader of the 
Opposition’s comments were a reflection on the Chair. 
 


