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MEMBER FOR JOONDALUP — INFRINGEMENT NOTICE AGAINST DAUGHTER 
Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

MR M.J. COWPER (Murray) [2.38 pm] — without notice: I move — 

That so much of standing orders be suspended so that I may ask an important question.  

My question is to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure.  

The SPEAKER: This is a suspension of standing orders. If there is a dissenting voice, I will need to divide the 
house.  

Point of Order 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I think the member has the right to say why he wants to suspend standing orders. That is 
what he is trying to do at the moment.  

Mr M.J. COWPER: I would like to ask the following question based on the fact — 

The SPEAKER: You cannot ask the question.  

Debate Resumed 

Mr M.J. COWPER: I am seeking to suspend standing orders so that I can ask the following question. The 
question is very important to the integrity of this place. It relates to the conduct of members in this place. The 
question is to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure.  

The SPEAKER: Given that you are debating a motion to suspend standing orders, you must not talk about the 
question that you wish to ask if standing orders are suspended. You must present the reason that standing orders 
should be suspended.  

Mr M.J. COWPER: A very important question must be asked. It is a matter of public importance. It is also a 
matter of importance to members of Parliament, because the issue relates to the integrity of this place. The 
question that I want to ask should have been asked during question time.  

Mr D.A. Templeman: You should’ve shut up.  

Mr M.J. COWPER: Perhaps the Minister for the Environment should take a leaf out of his own book. The 
minister should listen to his own advice. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, members!  

Mr M.J. COWPER: If this question is not asked, a cloud will continue to hang over this place.  

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta — Leader of the House) [2.42 pm]: The motion before the house seeks the 
suspension of standing orders so that the member for Murray can ask a question. This motion has immediately 
followed on from a question time in which you, Mr Speaker, had to call members of the opposition to order on 
numerous occasions. They did not appreciate the opportunity to ask questions and hear answers. It seems to me 
that this is a rather silly and immature stunt. 

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: The Leader of the House is on his feet debating the motion that deals with the suspension of 
standing orders. I cannot hear what he is saying because of the number of interjections. It defies belief that 
members continue to use the wall-of-noise attitude to question time and points of order, particularly given what 
just happened in question time. If members wish to proceed on that basis, they will be ejected. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: I am suggesting why it would be totally inappropriate to suspend standing orders for the 
reason suggested by the member for Murray. The member for Murray wants to ask a question despite the fact 
that question time was abused. Given that you, Mr Speaker, had to call members opposite to order to ensure that 
questions could be asked and answered, it is not appropriate to have a second form of question time based on the 
suspension of standing orders. If the member has read standing orders, he will realise that question time is 
controlled by the Speaker, as it should be. It certainly has been during my time as a member of this chamber. The 
Speaker makes the call about when question time is held and how long it will go for. I think you, Mr Speaker, 
have shown great forbearance in allowing question time to continue for the period that it normally does. I thank 
you for that; it is much appreciated. However, that arrangement should not be subverted by a motion that seeks 
to suspend standing orders to have a second-rate question time when today’s question time has already been 
held.  



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 12 March 2008] 

 p770b-775a 
Mr Murray Cowper; Speaker; Mr Rob Johnson; Mr John Kobelke; Mr Max Trenorden; Mr John Day; Dr Kim 

Hames 

 [2] 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [2.44 pm]: I support the motion to suspend standing orders to enable the 
member who sits immediately behind me to ask an important question. The Leader of the House is quite right in 
that question time is an important time and that the Speaker has the discretion to determine how long it goes for. 
Today, the Liberal Party, the main opposition party in this state, asked only three questions. There was as much 
interjecting from government members as there was from opposition members. The Leader of the House claimed 
that all the bad behaviour during today’s question time came from members on this side of the house. That is not 
true and the Leader of the House knows it. We have every right to ask five questions a day, which is fewer than 
the number of questions the Labor Party was able to ask when it was in opposition.  

Mr J.C. Kobelke: Only if you behave.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: That is interesting. 

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: The interjections must cease. Member for Hillarys, you must talk to the reason that standing 
orders should be suspended and you must direct your comments to that issue alone.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I have spoken for less than one minute. I know that you, Mr Speaker, are normally very 
generous with members in that you allow them a minute or two before you sit us down.  

The SPEAKER: I am changing.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Mr Speaker, you may well sit me down. The Leader of the House made an interesting 
comment. He said that we can ask five questions only if we behave. The Leader of the House treats this place 
like a school. It is not a school—it is the Parliament of Western Australia. The opposition must ask questions to 
discover the truth. The opposition tries to help the government in many ways. It tries to assist with the smooth 
running of this house. We work in conjunction with the Leader of the House, the Speaker and ministers when 
they want to get through their portfolio business. If the Leader of the House wants a disruptive house, he should 
continue to carry on the way he is carrying on now. The opposition can use many avenues to disrupt the business 
of the house and get its way. We will have our say. I suggest that standing orders be suspended so that the 
member for Murray can ask his question. I hope that it will not be too difficult for the minister to give a truthful 
answer. We do not hear many truthful answers during question time. There is a lot of prevarication and 
obfuscation, but we rarely hear a truthful answer to an honest question. That would make a great change.  

MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon) [2.46 pm]: We are somewhat at a loss to know what the actual question is. 
However, given that the member for Murray has said that his question is for the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure, I suspect that it might be about the member for Joondalup. If that is the case we should proceed, 
because the member for Joondalup has probably breached section 8 of the code of the house, which was put 
together by the government.  

The SPEAKER: The member can say almost what he likes, but he cannot imply a motive. If the member wishes 
to make such a comment—the member for Avon has been a member of this house longer than any other 
member—he should move a substantive motion and not use a backdoor method.  

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN: That is not what I was attempting to do. I was attempting to read what is happening 
in this place. At times all 57 members of this house have to work out what is happening in the chamber. It would 
be in everyone’s interests if the member for Joondalup were given an opportunity to explain his side of the story. 
The article that appeared in the press has affected us all. There is no question that the way each one of us 
operates is in question. I agree with you, Mr Speaker, to the extent that I am guessing what the question may be 
about. However, because the member for Murray said that he wanted to ask a question of the Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure, I presume that that is what it is about. We should not let too much time go by before 
the member for Joondalup is given an opportunity to explain himself.  

MR J.H.D. DAY (Darling Range) [2.48 pm]: The motion to suspend standing orders to allow the member for 
Murray to ask a question that he would have otherwise done in question time proper should be supported. The 
essential problem is that question time was ended by you, Mr Speaker, prior to the government and the 
opposition asking the normal number of questions. I accept that there was a degree of disorder during question 
time. There were interjections from the opposition side; however, there were also interjections from the 
government side. That is hardly abnormal. It is hardly abnormal for members of the opposition of whichever 
party—it certainly applied when the Labor Party was in opposition—to seek to make points and to make 
ministers who give misleading information accountable. I am guilty of interjecting or seeking to place something 
on the record because it is important. That is a recognised aspect of the to and fro of Parliament. The particular 
point I was seeking to make in relation to the Minister for Energy’s diatribe was that in March last year the 
Premier said that we should keep uranium in Western Australia to use for nuclear energy in Western Australia. 
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He said that, or words very much to that effect. That point should be on the record. When ministers provide 
misleading information in this chamber, the opposition would be abrogating its responsibility if it did not seek to 
pull up those ministers. Hence, there is a degree of rowdiness from time to time. That is something that the 
Speaker or whoever is in the chair must deal with. In my view, question time should not have finished at the time 
that it did. I understand the Speaker’s reasons for doing so. However, there are other ways of dealing with these 
matters. The Minister for Education and Training is devastated that question time ceased prematurely because he 
cannot give his usual question time performance.  

When I first became a member of this place, the Speaker, the then member for Rockingham, Mike Barnett, made 
the comment—I am sure this analogy has been used on many occasions in the past—that this chamber and 
Parliaments generally operate like pressure cookers. Things get very heated at times and from time to time the 
pressure must be relieved. Today was an example of that. There are ways in which that can be done. The 
opposition should be able to do the job that it is elected to do, which is, in part, to hold the government to 
account. We expect ministers to provide genuine information when they respond to our questions. That is why 
this motion should be supported. It would show a degree of goodwill if the government were of a mind to 
support the motion, so that the full number of questions from both the opposition and the government can be 
asked. I am sure the opposition would be amenable to some sort of agreement with the government so that we 
can continue question time so that the normal number of questions can be asked. This motion should therefore be 
supported, or at least there should be agreement between the two sides, so that the Parliament can continue to 
function properly.  

DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [2.51 pm]: I support the motion to 
suspend standing orders to allow this question to be asked. The member for Hillarys made an excellent point 
earlier, when he talked about the operation of this house and the goodwill shown by this side of the house in 
cooperating with the government. The Treasurer made an excellent point last night, when the house was debating 
the Duties Bill. On each clause, the member for Bunbury put forward an example of what would happen in his 
electorate as a result of the stamp duty changes. When I had a go at the Treasurer, he said that in the time of the 
previous government, we would have been here until two o’clock in the morning, as every opposition member 
from a marginal seat would have stood and talked about the effect of legislation in that electorate. He is right. 
The Minister for Education and Training will recall what happened in the time when the Labor Party was in 
opposition, with the disruption and the way the then opposition presented itself. 

Mr M. McGowan interjected. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: The Minister for Education and Training was actually relatively well behaved, but the 
minister to his right was not so good in the way she presented herself. 

Several members interjected. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: Yes, the minister to the right of the Minister for Education and Training, but to my left. 

The point I am getting to is that the Speaker, as members are aware, has the right to stop question time. That has 
been done on occasions by all Speakers, although not very often, to manage behaviour in the house. Today did 
not seem any worse than usual. The number of times we were called to order was no more than usual. I think I 
was called to order twice, which is not so great. The Minister for Energy will recall that, at the time, he was 
baiting the opposition in his answer, and directing questions specifically to this side, seeking a response. In fact, 
at the very instant the Speaker stood to cancel question time, the Minister for Energy was pointing in our 
direction, asking another question. 

Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: The minister should look at the video, and he will see. The point is that question time was 
concluded—whether that was correct in our view or not—when the opposition still had two questions to ask. 
One was from me to the Minister for Health, relating to issues surrounding operational health plans. That 
question could be left until tomorrow. It was not absolutely essential to ask that question today, so it would not 
be in the interest of the opposition to suspend standing orders to ask that question. However, the other question 
that was circumvented by the closure of question time was very critical. The member for Avon is correct—it 
related to the member for Joondalup. The only alternative for the opposition is to move a substantive motion to 
raise that issue and have it debated. If the government will not agree to suspend standing orders so that the 
opposition can ask that single question and hear the answer from the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure in 
the normal manner, outside question time—remember that we asked only three questions—we will have to move 
for a suspension of standing orders for a specific motion to allow the member for Joondalup to place before this 
house his version of events and his understanding of what occurred and did not occur. One way or another, we 
will seek the opportunity to ask this question about the member for Joondalup. If the Leader of the House 
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chooses not to do this now, then so be it. He will recall what happened when he was on this side. Needless to 
say, it is inevitable that, with this sort of end result, it will happen again when he is on this side of the house. 

The SPEAKER: This is a motion without notice for the suspension of standing orders, and therefore requires 
the support of an absolute majority of members. I have satisfied myself that an absolute majority is present. If I 
hear a dissenting voice, I will require the house to divide. 

Question put. 

The SPEAKER: I hear a dissenting voice. The house will divide. 

Division taken with the following result — 
Ayes (24) 

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mr J.H.D. Day Mr P.D. Omodei Mr M.W. Trenorden 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr B.J. Grylls Mr C.C. Porter Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr T.R. Buswell Dr K.D. Hames Mr D.T. Redman Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr A.J. Simpson Mr G.A. Woodhams 
Dr E. Constable Mr R.F. Johnson Mr G. Snook Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr M.J. Cowper Mr J.E. McGrath Dr S.C. Thomas Dr G.G. Jacobs (Teller) 

Noes (28) 

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

            

Pair 

 Mr C.J. Barnett Mr P.B. Watson 

Question thus negatived. 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [2.59 pm]: — without notice: I move — 

That standing orders be suspended so far as to enable the following motion to be immediately moved — 

(1) That the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure be asked to confirm to the house 
whether a review into allegations of improper and abusive behaviour by the member 
for Joondalup against a revenue protection officer has been conducted and whether 
the fine has been withdrawn. 

(2) That the member for Joondalup be asked to provide a personal explanation to the 
house in relation to the allegation he has raised and those allegations against him.  

The reason I have moved this motion for the suspension of standing orders is that we intend to move a 
substantive motion should the standing orders be suspended. I hope the Leader of the House will agree to the 
suspension of standing orders, because we wish to debate a very important issue today. If we had been given the 
opportunity to ask a question on this matter, and if we had been given an answer, we would have been satisfied. 
However, that opportunity was denied to us. Therefore, our only option is to move a substantive motion in 
relation to the alleged improper actions of the member for Joondalup. We want to give the member for 
Joondalup the opportunity to speak. We have heard what the member for Joondalup has said in the media. 
However, the member for Joondalup has not said anything in this house. We also want to give the Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure, who is responsible for this area, the opportunity to answer the questions that have 
not been answered so far.  

Point of Order 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: Mr Speaker, we are well aware that you have ruled that in a motion for the suspension of 
standing orders the member must speak to the reason for the suspension motion and not to the substantive 
motion. However, it has been your practice and that of previous Speakers to allow the member to speak for a few 
minutes to give some indication of what the substantive motion actually is. My point of order is that this is 
simply an abuse of the Parliament. Private members’ business is listed for later in the day. However, this matter, 
which members opposite claim is so important that we need to suspend standing orders, has not been listed for 
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private members’ business. Yesterday, members opposite moved a matter of public interest motion. However, 
that MPI was not used to debate this matter. A motion for the suspension of standing orders should be put only 
when a matter is urgent or special and cannot be dealt with by other means. What I am putting to you, Mr 
Speaker, is that members opposite are seeking to raise substantive matters through a suspension of standing 
orders motion. It might be more appropriate—I simply put this as a suggestion, Mr Speaker—that members go 
straight to, and only to, the suspension motion, and not seek to raise other matters when they have not actually 
given consideration to those matters.  

I will give two reasons in support of my argument that this is an abuse of the Parliament. The first reason is that 
the motion that we have just dealt with was in the following terms — 

That so much of standing orders be suspended so that I may ask the following important question.  

If that question is so important, why is it not in the motion? It is not there! The second reason is that not only is 
the copy of the motion now before us almost impossible to read, but also the motion does not make much sense. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Further to the point of order, what I have just heard from the Leader of the House is an 
abuse of this chamber. The Leader of the House has said that we have ample opportunity to raise matters such as 
this in private members’ business and in other forums. We do not have that opportunity. 

The SPEAKER: Order! Take a seat. Is this in relation to the point of order that has been raised? The member is 
not speaking to that, is he? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I am, yes. 

The SPEAKER: Order! It appeared to me that the member was continuing with his contribution to the motion 
for the suspension of standing orders. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: No. 

The SPEAKER: That is what it sounded like. The point of order that has been raised by the Leader of the House 
is quite true. I do give the lead speaker on a particular motion for the suspension of standing orders an 
opportunity to give a rough outline of the background behind the suspension application. I intend to continue 
with that practice, bearing in mind that we had some significant going off the track in the previous debate, when 
a lot of what was hoped to be debated or asked was covered. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I have literally had one minute to start to give the chamber the 
reason that standing orders should be suspended so as to allow this substantive motion that I have given notice of 
to be moved.  
Mr A.D. McRae: It seemed as though it was a lot longer than that! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: It does. That is because the Leader of House has acted in an alarming manner by telling us 
all sorts of stories about how we can bring up this matter at other times. That is not the case at all. He knows that 
and I know that. The fact is that members opposite do not want the truth to come out about this particular issue. 
We will get the truth out. We have done it properly now. We wanted to ask a question. It was not possible to get 
that question asked and answered. If it had been, we would have left it at that. We need to know whether the 
member for Joondalup has in any way acted improperly in his position as a member of Parliament. We need to 
know whether the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure has in any way condoned any impropriety by the 
member for Joondalup. We also need to know whether any staff of the minister have acted improperly. We need 
to find out the truth about this matter. The place for the truth is this chamber—or it should be. That is what 
question time is about, and that is what it should be about. When I say that we need to suspend standing orders 
now to debate this issue, I say that for the sake of the member for Joondalup as much as anyone else, because it 
will give him the opportunity to explain his actions in relation to a fine that his daughter attracted, and, indeed, to 
explain the actions of a security officer with Transperth. However, it goes further than that. This matter concerns 
more than just the member for Joondalup and one of his family members. It also concerns the minister. We need 
to know from the minister whether she has taken any action. I can tell members that if we write to this minister, 
it takes six months to get a response. That is disgraceful. 
Mr T. Buswell: That is fast! 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Exactly! That is when it is on the fast track! If it is on the slow track, it takes 12 months! I 
am not kidding. I have had to wait nearly as long as that to get a response. I have taken note of your comments, 
Mr Speaker, and I know that you will sit me down any second now. I accept that. However, I hope that the 
Leader of the House will have the guts and the integrity to allow this motion to be debated so that the member 
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for Joondalup and the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure can have their say recorded and so that the truth 
can be told about this rather unpleasant incident.  

Question to be Put 
MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta — Leader of the House) [3.08 pm]: I move — 

That the question be now put. 
Question put and a division taken with the following result — 

Ayes (28) 

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

Noes (23) 

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mr J.H.D. Day Mr P.D. Omodei Mr M.W. Trenorden 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr B.J. Grylls Mr C.C. Porter Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr T.R. Buswell Dr K.D. Hames Mr D.T. Redman Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr A.J. Simpson Mr G.A. Woodhams 
Dr E. Constable Mr R.F. Johnson Mr G. Snook Dr G.G. Jacobs (Teller) 
Mr M.J. Cowper Mr J.E. McGrath Dr S.C. Thomas  

            

Pair 

 Mr E.S. Ripper Mr C.J. Barnett 

Question thus passed.  
Motion Resumed 

Question (standing orders suspension) put.  
The SPEAKER: There being a dissentient voice, it is necessary for the house to divide.  
Division taken with the following result — 

Ayes (23) 

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mr J.H.D. Day Mr P.D. Omodei Mr M.W. Trenorden 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr B.J. Grylls Mr C.C. Porter Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr T.R. Buswell Dr K.D. Hames Mr D.T. Redman Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr A.J. Simpson Mr G.A. Woodhams 
Dr E. Constable Mr R.F. Johnson Mr G. Snook Dr G.G. Jacobs (Teller) 
Mr M.J. Cowper Mr J.E. McGrath Dr S.C. Thomas  

Noes (28) 

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

            

Pair 

 Mr C.J. Barnett Mr E.S. Ripper 

Question thus negatived. 
 


