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ALLEGATIONS OF CRIMINAL BEHAVIOUR WITHIN AUSTRALIAN LABOR PARTY 
Matter of Public Interest 

THE ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.J. Dean):  Today I received a letter from the Leader of the Opposition 
seeking to debate as a matter of public interest the following motion - 

In accordance with Standing Order No 145, the Opposition wishes to raise the following Matter of 
Public interest today: 

That this House condemns the Premier and the Minister for Police for failing in their obligation to 
ensure written allegations of criminal behaviour within the Australian Labor Party are properly 
investigated.   

If sufficient members agree to this motion, I will allow it. 
[At least five members rose in their places.] 
The ACTING SPEAKER:  The matter shall proceed on the usual basis. 
MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the Opposition) [3.12 pm]:  I move the motion.   
This issue has been going on for several weeks.  It began with written allegations by Senator Mark Bishop 
concerning alleged vote rigging and the manipulation of membership numbers affecting the Labor Party.  Indeed, 
the allegations centre on conflicting statutory declarations filed by the Metal Workers Union and the 
Miscellaneous Workers Union.  These unions are alleged, by way of statutory declaration as I understand it, to 
have given one set of membership figures to the Australian Industrial Relations Commission and the Western 
Australian Industrial Relations Commission and then, within a short period, to have given a significantly 
different set of figures on membership numbers to the executive of the Labor Party.  One set of figures is right 
and one is false - unless, of course, both are false.  Within a short time, unions in this State have signed statutory 
declarations to the Industrial Relations Commission and to the Labor Party showing substantially different 
figures.  The implication is that the second set of figures increased, apparently, the voting entitlements of those 
two unions within the Labor Party, and therefore, as I understand Senator Bishop’s allegations, affected elections 
within the Labor Party, including those for the positions of party president and treasurer and the preselections of 
candidates.  Those allegations have been added to by membership matters that have been raised in the seat of 
Ballajura relating to the preselection of the now member for Ballajura.  Indeed, allegations have been made that 
his brother signed up members and allegedly paid for memberships on their behalf.  The plot thickens within the 
Labor Party as to exactly what is going on.   

I will outline the reasons we refer to the Premier and the Minister for Police and Emergency Services in this 
motion.  On 20 March The West Australian reported the Premier as saying that the Government would leave no 
stone unturned to ensure that every Labor preselection was conducted properly.  The Premier has not moved a 
pebble.  Why does this matter relate to the Minister for Police?  The Minister for Police seems to have a very 
cute view of the law.  If allegations of criminal conduct are made and they come to her attention in written form, 
apparently she distinguishes between her role as party president and police minister.  She cannot do that.  She is 
the police minister.  If written allegations of criminal conduct come into her possession, she is bound as the 
police minister and as a member of the Executive Government to refer them to the appropriate authorities - 
presumably to the police and perhaps the Corruption and Crime Commission.  The Premier has also seen, I 
understand, the written allegations made by Senator Mark Bishop.  He is the Premier of the State.  What the 
Premier and the minister are saying is that allegations of criminality and breaches of the law within the Labor 
Party will be dealt with internally and judged whether they are illegal.  They are not letting the police investigate 
the matter because it involves the Labor Party.  The Labor Party is in government and it is putting itself above 
the law.  That is what the Premier and the Minister for Police are doing.  They are saying that a criminal matter 
within the Labor Party does not need to be investigated because they will decide on the matter.  I am sorry, but 
they cannot do that.  The written allegations were made by Senator Mark Bishop, who, as a senator in the 
Australian Parliament, is a significant person.  I do not know the guy, but he is not an anonymous, nameless 
individual.  He happens to be a member of the national Parliament and a senior person within the Labor Party 
who has made written allegations involving criminal conduct.  The Premier, who was going to leave no stone 
unturned, does not want to know about the matter.  Why?  Because it is about the Labor Party.  The president of 
the party - perhaps unfortunately for her - happens to be the police minister, and somehow she has made a cute 
distinction.  As party president she has said, “We’ll deal with it internally; keep it quiet fellows, let’s push it 
under the carpet.”  She has ignored her role as Minister for Police.  She cannot have it both ways.  If she cannot 
do both jobs, she must step down from one of them.  She has a clear conflict of interest, and the Premier has 
clearly failed to exercise his duty as the Premier of this State to refer those matters.  That is clear.  I will go 
through the background material.   
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Mr J.N. Hyde:  What are the written allegations you are inventing?   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Member for Perth!   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I am not inventing a thing.  

Mr J.N. Hyde interjected.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Member for Perth, I call you to order for the first time.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  As I said, allegations of criminal behaviour are being swept under the carpet by the 
National Executive of the ALP, the police minister and the Premier.  The police minister tries to say that she 
does not have do anything about it because the allegations came to her as party president, not police minister.  
That is just not credible.  We now find that apparently the Labor Party - and this involves its national body - has 
struck an agreement not to make accusations and, indeed, to drop any pending legal action.  That in itself may be 
a breach of the Criminal Code.  Section 136 of the Criminal Code makes it an offence to compound or conceal 
crimes.  Do we have a situation in which senior people within the Labor Party - who coincidentally are senior 
people within the Government, including no less than the police minister - have breached section 136 of the 
Criminal Code by compounding or concealing a crime?  There is certainly an allegation of a crime.  The Premier 
has failed absolutely to be open and accountable for one reason: the matter is about the Labor Party.  That is the 
only reason.  The power of the unions, heavyweights and powerbrokers speaks for itself.  

There was a similar situation of rorting and vote rigging in the Queensland Labor Party a year or so ago.  
However, there are differences between the two matters because in Queensland the issue related to falsifying 
electoral rolls.  There was a clear breach of the electoral Act.  The other difference is that the leader of the Labor 
Party and Queensland Premier acted, and he acted decisively.  They are the two differences.  This Premier does 
not want to know about the issue, despite pledging in this Parliament and outside that he would leave no stone 
unturned.  He has not moved a stone let alone turned one over.  He has not touched this issue.   

Ms M.M. Quirk:  People who live in glass houses should not throw stones either.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I hope to hear from the member opposite.  I also hope to hear from the member for 
Ballajura about what his brother has been up to.  I hope to hear full details about that.  I would love to hear about 
that and I am sure the public would too.   

On 18 March Senator Mark Bishop made a formal complaint to the ALP’s administration committee.  There was 
evidence that the two unions - the Metal Workers Union and the Miscellaneous Workers Union - had sworn 
declarations establishing inflated membership numbers, which gave them greater voting rights in the party.  That 
is presumed to have affected preselection, including indeed the selection of party president, the Minister for 
Police.  A meeting was held to determine whether the allegations would be investigated.  It was to decided to 
have an internal investigation in the Labor Party, and perhaps there was some merit in that decision initially.  
However, considerable criticism was made of the internal investigation.  On 26 March, the National Executive of 
the Australian Labor Party stepped in, and said that all Labor-aligned unions were to re-submit membership 
numbers.  At least some attempt was made to do something about the matter.   

The State ALP’s Administrative Committee on 29 March then said that the claims were unsubstantiated.  Has 
Mark Bishop said that they were unsubstantiated?  Has he withdrawn them?  I do not think so.  They are a little 
more than unsubstantiated claims, as they are written claims along with two dramatically different statutory 
declarations made a short time apart.  One claims 10 000 members and another claims 14 000 members.  They 
were signed by the same person and witnessed by the same person.  That is hardly an unsubstantiated claim of 
vote rigging and rorts, if not corruption, with the Labor Party.   

The issue has been raised by the media, principally by Paul Murray of Radio 6PR.  He questioned the Premier 
about the allegations of criminality made by Senator Bishop.  Paul Murray asked, as the Opposition has asked in 
Parliament, why the matter has not been referred to the police.  We know that the Minister for Police, in 
whatever capacity she seeks to set herself, has read those allegations.  I believe the Premier has read those 
allegations.  We know they both attended the meeting at which the argument was made.  I care about not the 
argument, but that both have read written allegations, including allegations by Senator Mark Bishop of criminal 
conduct, and both have decided to not refer those matters to the police.  That is a fact.  If the Premier disagrees 
with that, he should please get up and tell me that he has referred the matters to the police; tell me whether there 
are criminal allegations by Senator Mark Bishop; tell me whether everybody has stopped criminal writs or 
actions at law against each other; and tell me whether there was an agreement within the Labor Party to stop all 
actions and to ensure this matter did not find its way to the police.  Please tell us.  I am curious.  The Premier can 
shake his head all he wants. 

Dr G.I. Gallop:  You don’t know what you’re talking about.   
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Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I know exactly what I am talking about. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  You were at the meeting, were you?   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Please enlighten us.  Allegations were made by Senator Mark Bishop.  The Premier and the 
Minister for Police have read them.  These include allegations of two statutory declarations, prepared a limited 
time apart and signed by the same person, making vastly different claims about union membership.  Has the 
union made a false statutory declaration?  

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Which union?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  It is the metal workers union.  Has that union made a false declaration to the Australian and 
Western Australian Industrial Relations Commissions?  That in itself is a criminal act.  Have they acted in that 
way or have they made a false declaration to the Labor Party?  That might be corrupt activity, as it is corrupting 
the voting processes in the Labor Party.  Both those statutory declarations cannot be right, but they are signed 
and witnessed by the same individuals.   

The Premier has an opportunity to retrieve something here.  He has an opportunity to refer this matter to the 
police.  He has an opportunity to require the police minister to take action.  If the police minister finds herself 
torn between a conflict, as Minister for Police and as President of the ALP, she should step aside from one of 
those positions - if not both. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  I’m not torn at all.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I hope the minister will make it clear to the Parliament -   

Ms M.M. Quirk:  Isn’t there a separation of powers? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  There is no separation of powers between the ALP and the police!  How stupid can the 
member be in this Parliament?  There is no separation of powers here.  This is an allegation of criminality.  
Senator Mark Bishop has made an allegation of criminality - that is the reality.  

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  We have allegations of criminality.  We also have allegations about what is going on 
within the branches of the electorate of the member for Ballajura.  I will listen with interest to what the member 
for Ballajura has to say about members being signed up to the Labor Party in branches in his electorate.  I will be 
interested to hear from the member.  Six people have come forward from the member’s branches saying they 
were approached, that they have become members of the Labor Party, and that they had their membership fees 
paid for them.  That may not be illegal, but it would be improper.   

My main point today is that Senator Bishop has made allegations of criminality, yet the police minister and the 
Premier refuse to do anything about it.  They are putting the Labor Party and their self-interest ahead of the laws 
of this State and this nation. 

MRS C.L. EDWARDES (Kingsley) [3.25 pm]:  Serious allegations made by Senator Mark Bishop need 
investigating.  We heard this afternoon from the Premier and the Minister for Police that there were no such 
allegations. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order! 

Mrs C.L. EDWARDES:  It was stated that the letter Mark Bishop sent, and which the Opposition believes the 
Minister for Police has read, had no allegations of criminality.   

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order!   

Mrs C.L. EDWARDES:  Paul Murray in The West Australian of Saturday, 27 March, stated - 

Point of Order 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  This is a serious issue.  Both the Premier and the member for Rockingham are trying to 
intimidate and interrupt the member for Kingsley. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.J. Dean):  I remind members that all interjections are disorderly; I shall not 
tolerate them.   
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Debate Resumed 

Mrs C.L. EDWARDES:  The Paul Murray article reads -  

One part of the complaint which has received no media coverage is a section headed:  Legal Issues.  
Under that heading, Senator Bishop sets out three areas of possible breaches of the Criminal Code and 
one of the Statutory Declarations Act.   

There are two sides to the complaint.  One relates to the breaches of Labor Party rules regarding affiliation, and 
the other side, as Paul Murray referred to in his article, contains the more serious allegations of breaches of the 
law.  We then move to the aspect of the meeting at which the Minister for Police, who also happens to be the 
President of the State Labor Party, was told by Bill Johnston that she should not attend the meeting.  Why?  It 
was because of a possible conflict between her position as Minister for Police and that of President of the State 
Australian Labor Party.  These are matters raised by Paul Murray.  The article further reads - 

 I believe that later that same afternoon he informed the party’s president, Police Minister Michelle 
Roberts, that she should not deal with the complaint at Labor’s administrative committee meeting she 
had called and which was imminent.   

 The reason?  Because the assertions of possible criminal breaches in the complaint would put her in a 
compromising position regarding her responsibilities as Police Minister. 

There has been a stop to the Labor Party inquiry.  An investigation was to be held.  The letter had two aspects.  
We have heard both from the Premier and the police minister today that there are no serious allegations to be 
investigated.  No-one believes that.  As Paul Murray has written, there are two sides to the issue.  One side is 
clearly headed legal issues.  

When Karen Ehrmann was convicted in Queensland to three years imprisonment for electoral fraud and vote 
rigging, an affidavit that her lawyer tendered to the court at the time said that the practice of electoral fraud was 
“being used and that it was known about, understood and encouraged within some factions of the Labor Party at 
the highest level”.  We are seeing that approach at present by the Premier and the Minister for Police.  Peter 
Beattie when questioned on the same matter said - 

 Well, I believe that in public life you’ve got to have the highest possible standards, and I’ve indicated 
that anyone who’s broken the rules is gone.  I don’t want to have these people in the Labor Party, and 
you have to be tough on these things.  You can’t have the ‘mates rates’ where you look out for your 
friends, you’ve got to be tough, you’ve got to have standards.  And it’s always harder in life to be tough 
on those who are in your own party.  Well, we are being tough, because anyone who breaks the law, 
who acts illegally in these matters shouldn’t be in the party.  That’s my view, and we are getting rid of 
them.   

A totally different approach is seen between the Queensland Premier and the Premier of Western Australia.  
Why is that?  The Western Australian Labor Party believes it is acting above the law.  An impact will be felt by 
these members personally in their positions, or an impact will be felt in the Labor Party or in the unions who 
support and deliver preselection to members of Parliament in this House - that is where a major conflict of 
interest arises.  The Premier faces a question of accountability and integrity.  That issue, not issues within the 
Labor Party, is raised here today.  It is a question of integrity and accountability.  The agreement struck last week 
with the federal executive throws integrity and accountability out the window.  The complaint is that unions are 
signing statutory declarations inflating the membership numbers to obtain additional delegate entitlements and 
voting rights in the preselection process and for party president and treasurer.   

Mr J.N. Hyde:  False! 

Mrs C.L. EDWARDES:  Get it investigated.  This has come to light with inconsistencies in -  

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.J. Dean):  I said that I will not tolerate interjections, and I will not.  However, 
the member for Kingsley makes it difficult for me to maintain that rule if she responds to the interjections.  She 
should address the Chair. 

Mrs C.L. EDWARDES:  This has come to light with inconsistencies in statutory declarations inflating 
membership numbers.  Such statutory declarations have been presented to industrial relations tribunals, as well 
as to the Australian Labor Party.  This Government, this Premier and this Minister for Police and Emergency 
Services clearly have a major conflict of interest.  They are confusing personal interest with public duty.  There 
is no separation of personal interest and public duty - none whatsoever.  There is secrecy, a lack of accountability 
and absolute arrogance.  I will finish with a quote from the Labor Party’s accountability document.  It states - 
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Labor wants to restore public faith to our political processes and our public institutions.  In so doing 
Labor understands that government must set the standards and lead by example. 

I say to the Premier that integrity and accountability will be restored only if these serious allegations are 
investigated by an independent body; that is, the police or the Corruption and Crime Commission. 

DR G.I. GALLOP (Victoria Park - Premier) [3.31 pm]:  I will make five points about this issue, and then make 
an observation about the people who are rising to speak on this issue today. 

Mrs C.L. Edwardes:  The members of Parliament. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The members of Parliament - the Liberal Party, in fact.  What does this tell us about the 
Liberal Party?  Of course, this tells us that Liberal Party members are more interested in the internal affairs of the 
Labor Party than they are in the issues that matter to the people of Western Australia. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order!  The sword cuts both ways, of course, now that the Premier is having his say.  
I attempted to keep a modest degree of order when opposition members were speaking, so would they please 
return the favour. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  My first point is that it indicates that the current Liberal Opposition in this State is more 
interested in the internal affairs of the Labor Party than they are in the issues that matter to the people of Western 
Australia.  The people of Western Australia will make an observation on that.  Over the years, in any political 
party there are arguments about who has certain numbers for preselections or votes in conferences.  That goes 
on, and it will continue to go on.  There will always be arguments about that.  That is the issue that the Liberal 
Opposition focuses on in this Parliament today, when in fact the Government has made major decisions on 
salinity, on general practitioner clinics and on our health system.  Major issues related to the federal 
Government’s failure to deal with aged care are being exposed today; yet where is the Liberal Party?  It is down 
in the gutter trying to denigrate the Australian Labor Party.  Of course, this is an obsession that is based upon 
experience.  As we know, the Liberal Party is riddled with these sorts of arguments and disputes.  I will come 
back to that later in my speech. 

The first point is that this debate tells us something about the Liberal Party.  The second point is: what is the 
issue about?  The issue is about something that occurs quite frequently in all political parties; that is, internal 
conflict about voting rights and membership rights.  Such conflicts are always going on because there are 
different interests and different factions.  Of course, the Labor Party, like the Liberal Party, goes through a 
period of peaceful coexistence, and then it enters a period in which there is open conflict about these matters.  
That happens in all political parties from time to time.  This issue is about what is going on within the Australian 
Labor Party.  That is the issue. 

My third point is an important one; that is, that this is an issue in the Labor Party because we take our 
responsibilities very seriously.  In the past two national conferences of the party that I have attended, there has 
been serious discussion of all these matters.  Under the leadership of Kim Beazley and then under the leadership 
of Simon Crean, significant changes were made to the rules of the Labor Party.  Those changes created new and 
higher standards for everyone who participates in the party.  They were rules about membership and voting 
rights.  Indeed, it was made clear that what might have been acceptable yesterday is no longer acceptable today.  
Of course, as with any new rule, it goes through the system and changes are made.  It is happening in every State 
of Australia with the Labor Party.  Is the Liberal Party going through this process of reform?  Is it looking at its 
own internal procedures?  No, it is not.  The Labor Party is raising these issues because it has a higher standard 
of accountability for its party. 

My fourth point is that a complaint has been made by Senator Bishop.  Indeed, other complaints have been made 
about memberships within the branches.  The Labor Party is dealing with this in a very proper and 
comprehensive way.  It is doing it under the guidance of its national executive. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Yes, by keeping it under wraps. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The Opposition says that we are trying to sweep it under the carpet.  Under the national rule 
of the Labor Party that indicates who can be treated as a member for the purposes of union affiliation, every 
union affiliated to the WA branch will be re-credentialled on the basis of the new rule, as outlined in the 
transitional process provisions.  In other words, the request that I made of the Labor Party that every person who 
votes in preselections will have a legitimate vote is being carried through.  No stone will be left unturned to 
make sure that is the case.  That is what we are doing.  Secondly, there will be a complete audit of all the larger 
sub-branches in the party, in line with the provisions of the national rules.  This is what the Opposition says is 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 6 April 2004] 

 p1734b-1743a 
Acting Speaker; Mr Colin Barnett; Mrs Cheryl Edwardes; The Acting Speaker (mr A.J. Dean); Dr Geoff Gallop; 

Mr John Kobelke; Mr Rob Johnson; Mrs Michelle Roberts; Mr Max Trenorden 

 [6] 

sweeping something under the carpet.  We are confronting the issue, dealing with all the complaints that have 
come forward and determining who is a proper affiliate, what numbers should be associated with affiliation, and 
who is a proper member and who is not.  That is what we are doing.  Is the Liberal Party doing that?  Let me ask 
the Leader of the Opposition a question: can he guarantee to the people of Western Australia that every member 
who votes in a Liberal Party preselection has a legitimate right to that vote under his party’s rules? 

Mrs C.L. Edwardes:  There are no allegations of criminality. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I see.  Those opposite do not want to answer that question.  That is the fourth point I want to 
make.  We will ensure that all affiliations to the ALP and membership numbers are legitimate.  We are 
investigating those complaints in a proper way. 

The fifth point I make is the point that I have made every time this issue has arisen.  If in the course of those 
investigations other transgressions are found that involve law-breaking, I would expect those to be followed up.  
I have made that clear all along, and that will be the case in the Labor Party.  As far as I am aware, there are no 
written allegations of criminal behaviour.  

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Have you seen the documents? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Yes, there are lots of complaints about union numbers and membership numbers.  Of course, 
that is what this issue is all about.  We will handle that properly.  The person who has laid the complaint, Senator 
Bishop, has said that he is very happy with the way the issue is being handled.  This is another Liberal motion 
that is based upon a false premise that is poorly argued. 

Now let us get to the question raised by the government Whip: people in glass houses should not throw stones.  
Let us deal with that side of the equation.  I will start with an article in The West Australian of 21 July 2000 by 
Anne Burns, who was the chief political correspondent at the time.  The article is headed “Liberals reeling before 
fight starts”.  It reads - 

The West Australian has learnt that one of the endorsed candidates, Peter Collier, has been implicated in 
a phoney membership application for a branch in the Nedlands electorate. 

When the “member” found out that he had been enlisted into party ranks without his knowledge he 
wrote to the president of Curtin Division, Marlene Anderton, - 

Marlene Anderton?  Does that ring a bell? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  That is her name, yes. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Right - 

to have his name removed from the membership role. 

“Thank you for accepting me as a member of the Liberal Party, this in spite of the fact that I have not 
formally applied for membership,” wrote Mosman Park man Peter Getgood, who is a member of the 
same tennis club as Mr Collier.  “This appears to have been the result of a casual approach at my tennis 
club, where I indicated that I would be prepared to support another club member in his political 
aspirations.  While willing to vote for him in public elections I do not wish to become a member of a 
political party at this time.” 

Mr Getgood says he did not submit the application, sign it, or pay the $10 membership fee. 

Yet the membership application asking for him to join the Subiaco branch purports to show his 
signature.  

The incident has been brushed aside as a misunderstanding but how many more phantom members are 
there on the Liberal Party’s books?   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Did you go to the police, Premier?  I think that if you do your research, you will find that it did 
go to the police.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  It may very well have gone to the police.  Did the Leader of the Opposition send it to the 
police?   

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.J. Dean):  Once again the Leader of the Opposition and the member for 
Kingsley are out of order.  I am not calling them to order at this stage, but I ask them for a little more tolerance.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Did the Leader of the Opposition send it to the police?  
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Mr C.J. Barnett:  No, I did not.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  No, the Leader of the Opposition did not. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  I was not leader of the party at the time, but it went to the police and it was investigated, unlike 
allegations of criminal conduct in the Labor Party.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I call the Leader of the Opposition to order for the first time.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Can the Leader of the Opposition guarantee to the people of Western Australia that no money 
associated with drug trafficking has gone into the coffers of the Liberal Party?  Can he guarantee that?   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  I would invite you -  

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Can the Leader of the Opposition guarantee that to the people of Western Australia?   

Point of Order 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I take a point of order because the Premier is going to refuse to answer the issues raised in 
this motion.  If the Premier has any material about drugs or the laundering of drug money or any allegation, I 
invite him to refer that to the police immediately, as, indeed, he should refer the allegations made by Mark 
Bishop of criminal conduct within the Labor Party.  He should refer both immediately if he has that information.   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  There is blatantly no point of order.  Mr Acting Speaker, I ask you to discuss with the 
Speaker what rule should be put in place to stop members on either side of the Chamber taking points of order to 
enter debate when they clearly do not have a point of order.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  There is no point of order.   

Debate Resumed 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I raised a rhetorical question to illustrate a point.  We know that a certain former Liberal 
Party candidate was associated - it may have been an innocent association - with a drug trafficker.  I wonder 
whether any money went to the Liberal Party.  That is a fair question.  Will the Leader of the Opposition check 
on that? 

Mrs C.L. Edwardes:  What about yours?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I have no evidence.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  You have no evidence!   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  However, I am raising the question because the people of Western Australia need to know.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  What about the written evidence from Mark Bishop in the past three weeks?  It is a current 
issue.  What about the allegations of criminality by Mark Bishop? 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I call the Leader of the Opposition to order for the second time. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  That question has been dealt with on numerous occasions when I have risen in this 
Parliament.  The Australian Labor Party takes its responsibilities very seriously.  It will make sure that its 
membership rules are properly applied.  As I have said, those investigations will occur.  I wonder, in light of the 
issues that have been raised about a former Liberal candidate, whether the Leader of the Opposition is following 
that up to check that no money from drug traffickers went to Liberal Party campaigns.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Do you have an allegation?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Can the Leader of the Opposition guarantee it?   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Do you have any information?  Make an allegation, Premier.  Where is the allegation?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  That is the Liberal Party.  When these issues are raised in public debate, the Labor Party 
deals with them.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  No, you have not.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  We are dealing with them.  The Leader of the Opposition is the same as any other citizen.  If 
he thinks there has been illegal conduct, like every other citizen in our State, he can refer it.  I prefer to ensure 
that this issue is properly looked at in the Labor Party, which it will be.  That investigation will be conducted, the 
facts will be revealed and, as I have said all along, if those facts reveal that further action needs to be taken, it 
will be taken.   
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MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [3.43 pm]:  I was hoping that we would hear from the Minister for Police, but 
obviously she is camera-shy and Chamber-shy, because she will not get to her feet to answer allegations in 
which she is involved.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  Put up an argument and I will respond.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I will put up an argument.  The minister, who cannot wait to get in front of the cameras, in 
the newspapers and on radio, suddenly last week went camera-shy.  We could not find her anywhere.  She lined 
up a press conference to announce what she said was good news, but she did not turn up because she knew that 
the media would question her about the issue that we are discussing today.  Talk about hypocrisy.  I have heard 
nothing but hypocrisy from the Premier today.  I can hear hypocrisy from the Minister for Police, who does not 
have the guts to speak to this motion.  She does not have the guts to defend herself.   

Mr J.N. Hyde:  There is no point of order. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The member should just sit down.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The member for Hillarys is not taking a point of order. 

Mr J.N. Hyde:  On the point of order -   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No point of order has been made.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The member for Perth will resume his seat.  The member for Hillarys is taking up the 
11 minutes still allocated to the Opposition for this debate.  I did not call the vote; it is still an open debate.  
There are still 10 minutes left.   

Mr J.N. Hyde:  On a point of clarification -  

The ACTING SPEAKER:  No, there is no point of clarification.  The member for Perth will resume his seat.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The member for Perth sat behind the Premier the entire time he spoke, smiling into the 
camera behind me and trying to get on the television tonight.  Talk about hypocrisy!  Now the member wants to 
cut the debate short.  What a load of hypocrisy!   

Mr J.N. Hyde interjected.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  It is my turn to speak.  The member for Perth can sit behind me so that I can be lucky 
enough to get on television tonight.  What a load of rubbish!  I have heard nothing but absolute hypocrisy this 
afternoon.   

I will use some of the time allocated and I will leave some time because I want to hear the Minister for Police 
speak on this issue.  I want to hear her defend her actions as the Minister for Police in helping to sweep this issue 
under the carpet.  First, let us go to the Premier.  I used to think that, although he was a Labor Party person, he 
was a man of integrity.   

Dr G.I. Gallop:  So you don’t think that now?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I have seen that integrity wither away in the past three years.  He is now a Premier with 
very little integrity.   

Dr G.I. Gallop:  That is what everyone on your side says every time they speak.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  When he came to government, he said that his would be the most accountable Government 
that Western Australia had ever had.   

Mr F.M. Logan:  Thank you very much.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  That is what the Premier told the people of Western Australia.  What a load of rubbish!  
We are waiting for the Premier to keep his word to be open and accountable to the people of Western Australia.  
They will not see it while he is Premier.  Labor Premiers change when they get into the top position in this State, 
which is when the people of Western Australia should be able to look up to that person with respect and respect 
the integrity of that person.  They are not getting that now.  The Premier has seen the allegations made by 
Senator Bishop; they are allegations of criminal activity within the Labor Party.  They contain allegations of 
making false statutory declarations.  I will tell the Premier what that is.  It is perjury if a person makes a statutory 
declaration knowing it to be false.  Other areas also must be looked at.  It is fraud.  A person is guilty of making 
a false declaration.  If the Premier does not come clean on this, he will be guilty of compounding or concealing 
crimes.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Surely the Premier is not guilty of that?   
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I hope the Premier is not guilty of compounding or concealing crimes, because allegations 
of criminal activity certainly have been made in Senator Bishop’s letter.   

I remind the Premier and the Minister for Police of the oath of office they took when they became Premier and 
minister respectively.  Part of that oath of office - I remember it well - is to carry out their duties without fear or 
favour.  I remind the Premier of the words “fear or favour”.  The Premier and the Minister for Police are both 
derelict in their duties in relation to the oath they took when they became Premier and minister.  The Premier, as 
the leading statesperson in this State, is in dereliction of his duty by not carrying out what he should have done; 
that is, pass those allegations on to the police.  That is the least that could have been expected of him.  We 
understand the position of the Minister for Police.  She must carry out her duties without fear of favour.  The 
Premier and the Minister for Police fear that if these allegations are fully investigated, that investigation will 
show that corruption, criminal activity, perjury and fraud were committed within the Labor Party.  Members 
opposite are ignoring their oath of office.  That is the fear that they are adhering to.  I refer to “favour” in the 
oath.   

Dr G.I. Gallop:  You took the same oath.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I know.  That is why I remember it quite well.  I did everything to carry out my duties 
without fear or favour.   

Dr G.I. Gallop:  All these things have happened and you have done nothing about it.  What have you done?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Neither the Premier nor the Minister for Police has carried out his or her duties without 
fear or favour.  Members opposite have done nothing whatsoever.   

Dr G.I. Gallop interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The Premier has been a party to it, because he has received correspondence about 
allegations from Senator Bishop alleging criminal activity within the Labor Party.  Neither the Premier nor the 
Minister for Police has sent that correspondence to the police.   

I have talked about fear.  I will now touch on the issue of favour.  The Minister for Police is not carrying out her 
duties because she favours her factional allies.  She holds a position in the Labor Party whereby if the police 
carried out an investigation, it would be damaging to not only the Minister for Police because of her factional 
alliances but also because of her position as State President of the Labor Party.  She is damned sure that she does 
not want her numbers to be crunched by somebody who is alleging criminal activity within the Labor Party.  We 
know that, and members opposite know that. 

Mr F.M. Logan:  You don’t know what you are talking about.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I know exactly what I am talking about, my friend.  I want to know when our fearless 
police minister will defend herself.  That is when I want to hear what she has to say.  I guarantee that she will not 
defend herself.   

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland - Minister for Police and Emergency Services) [3.52 pm]:  It seems that the 
Opposition has very little to criticise this Government for if this motion is the best it can come up with as a 
matter of public interest this week.  Senator Bishop raised issues of concern with the State Secretary of the 
Australian Labor Party.  That is the level at which he placed his concerns.  If he had specific allegations of 
criminality or if it were a matter that he believed required a police investigation, he could have referred those 
concerns to the police.  I am not aware of him having done so.  I further understand that Senator Bishop supports 
the action taken by the ALP National Executive to deal with his concerns.  As far as I am concerned, that is the 
beginning and end of the matter.   

MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon - Leader of the National Party) [3.53 pm]:  A range of serious allegations 
have been made by not only senior members of the Australian Labor Party but also people around the periphery 
of the party’s preselection process.  The ALP must understand -  

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  The National Party is telling the Labor Party what to do!   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I remember a two-year process in which the Labor Party told us that one vote, one 
value was needed in the political process.  The Labor Party has a rigged system in the middle of its process 
whereby the unions get 60 per cent of the action.  Not only do they get 60 per cent of the action, but also they rig 
the ballot!  For two years the Labor Party told the National Party how terrible it was because there is a weighted 
vote system in regional Western Australia.  However, the Labor Party has a weighted vote system within its own 
party.  The Labor Party will not expose the games that are being played within that process.   
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After reading about the events of last week, I learnt that a Labor Party vote is worth two cappuccinos in 
Northbridge.  It is worth $10 to sign up members.  It is all right if somebody signs up his brother to become a 
member of the ALP.   

Mr J.N. Hyde:  What about coalition votes?  Does the National Party apply the principle of one vote, one value 
in Cabinet?   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.J. Dean):  Order, members to my right!  The member for Avon has the floor. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The member for Perth has a very good point.  It is interesting that our side of politics 
is accused of being the tail that wags the dog and then is accused of having no power in the process.  We have 
been arguing from that position for many decades.   

Mr J.N. Hyde:  You have brought rorting to an art form.  We salute you!  How do you do it so well in the 
coalition?  You have all those ministers with just five members of Parliament.  It is amazing.  Well done.  We 
salute you.   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Members in the ALP are working at stacking the branches.  Branch stacking is an art 
form in the ALP.  I visited Queensland five weeks ago and I was told about the branch stacking that had 
previously occurred there.  Senator Richardson and a raft of people have said that branch stacking in the ALP 
has been not just an art form; it is has been compulsory.   

Nobody will believe that members opposite have nothing to answer for.  The ALP is just picking up the carpet, 
sweeping the rubbish under it and asking people to believe that there is nothing wrong with the ALP’s process.  
A senator, candidates and a range of other people have complained about the process, but we are supposed to 
believe the Labor Party’s view that there is nothing wrong with its process.  It is unbelievable.   

Mr P.D. Omodei interjected. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  That is the process.  The ALP loves shutting the gate.   

Several members interjected. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I have only a few seconds left to speak.  The ALP loves shutting the gate on the 
processes.  It loves sweeping issues under the carpet and it loves accusing other people of being part of the 
process.  The real issue is that serious allegations have been made by people within the ALP; they have not been 
made by members on this side of the House.   

Several members interjected. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  They have not been withdrawn.  The allegations have been beaten up by the process 
to sweep them under the carpet.  There is no way that the allegations have been withdrawn.  Labor Party 
members have been told that they must conform for the sake of the party.  That is not acceptable.  No public 
process can demonstrate anything different.  Members opposite cannot tell me that they do not have a vested 
interest in making sure that this works.   

Question put and a division taken with the following result - 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 6 April 2004] 

 p1734b-1743a 
Acting Speaker; Mr Colin Barnett; Mrs Cheryl Edwardes; The Acting Speaker (mr A.J. Dean); Dr Geoff Gallop; 

Mr John Kobelke; Mr Rob Johnson; Mrs Michelle Roberts; Mr Max Trenorden 

 [11] 

Ayes (21) 

Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.P.D. Edwards Mr B.K. Masters Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mr B.J. Grylls Mr P.D. Omodei Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr M.F. Board Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr P.G. Pendal Mr J.L. Bradshaw (Teller) 
Dr E. Constable Mr M.G. House Mr R.N. Sweetman  
Mr J.H.D. Day Mr R.F. Johnson Mr M.W. Trenorden  
Mrs C.L. Edwardes Mr W.J. McNee Mr T.K. Waldron  

Noes (27) 

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 C.M. Brown Mr R.C. Kucera Mr N.R. Marlborough Mr D.A. Templeman 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio Mr F.M. Logan Mrs C.A. Martin Mr P.B. Watson 
Dr J.M. Edwards Ms A.J. MacTiernan Mr M.P. Murray Mr M.P. Whitely 
Dr G.I. Gallop Mr J.A. McGinty Mr A.P. O’Gorman Ms M.M. Quirk (Teller) 
Mrs D.J. Guise Mr M. McGowan Mr J.R. Quigley  

            

Pairs 

 Mr M.J. Birney Mr A.J. Carpenter 
 Mr A.D. Marshall Mr S.R. Hill 
 Mr R.A. Ainsworth Mr E.S. Ripper 

Question thus negatived.  
 


