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MEMBER FOR DARLING RANGE — QUALIFICATIONS 

764. Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP to the Minister for Police: 
I ask a supplementary question. Given that the minister has been aware of this issue for seven days about the 
potential discrepancies in the member for Darling Range’s application to join WA Police, why is the minister not 
providing a full update to the house? Is the minister simply waiting for the house to rise to avoid scrutiny? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 
Firstly, I might just highlight standing order 75(1), which is about where ministers can be asked about matters 
connected to their administrative responsibility. Perhaps I would suggest that as a new member of Parliament, the 
member might want to do a little reading on the separation of powers, because unlike the standards that your 
nodding piece of deadwood sitting on the front bench — 
Several members interjected. 

Withdrawal of Remark 
The SPEAKER: Members, I am on my feet. No crayfish. Member, you withdraw that remark. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I believe that it is not unparliamentary — 
The SPEAKER: Minister for Police, you know better. I asked you to withdraw that remark. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Sorry; I withdraw that remark. 
The SPEAKER: Thank you. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Unlike the standards that members opposite had in government, I do not see it as my role 
to trawl through the personal records of former police officers who happen to be members of Parliament. I can tell 
the member for Kalgoorlie now that I will not be trawling through his record, nor will I be trawling through the 
record of the former member for Murray–Wellington, Mr Murray Cowper; that is not my role. If any offence has 
been committed here, that is a matter for the Commissioner of Police, and, young man, you should do a little 
reading on the separation of powers. 

Point of Order 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: The minister referred to the member as a young man and not as the member for 
Dawesville. It is unparliamentary not to refer to him as the member for Dawesville. His title is the member for 
Dawesville. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! It is a good point, but that is a nice thing to say about someone. It is a point of order 
that you should call members by their electorate but I do not think it was a point of order in that situation. I thought 
it was a compliment. 
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