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HON HELEN MORTON — INTERJECTION 

Statement 

HON HELEN MORTON (East Metropolitan) [5.30 pm]: Following today’s conversations around what I did 
or did not say, I asked Hansard to provide me with uncorrected copies of today’s presentations and in that 
Hansard Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson commented that Hon Helen Morton’s response to that was, “Well, it was 
only a hairline fracture”, and, “That is what Hon Helen Morton said. Check Hansard. It is exactly what she 
said.” Hon Nick Goiran then asked, “Are you sure it was exactly what she said?” Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson 
said yes. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! I want to hear this very clearly, thank you very much. 

Hon HELEN MORTON: I checked Hansard because I knew that it could not be correct. I knew what I had said 
and it was not that. 

Hon Ken Travers: What was it then? 

Hon HELEN MORTON: I would not have said that because I have no knowledge of Gwendoline Quick’s case 
and I would not have known whether it was a major fracture or a hairline fracture. I checked yesterday’s 
uncorrected Hansard and Hon Ken Travers is the person who interjected and said, “She said only a hairline 
fracture.” Ken Travers heard part of what I said. I doubt that Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson heard anything. 
I would have said things like — 
Hon Sue Ellery: You would have said? 
Hon HELEN MORTON: I would have said — 
Hon Sue Ellery: You would have said? 
Hon HELEN MORTON: I could have said — 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! It is not a laughing matter. I think you should take the situation seriously. 
Hon HELEN MORTON: Thank you, Mr President, because I take it seriously. It depends whether it was only 
a hairline or it may have been only a hairline fracture, but I would not have made the statement, “Only a hairline 
fracture”. I have no knowledge of this patient, I have no knowledge of the fracture, and I have no knowledge of 
her condition. 
Hon Sue Ellery: Why would you mention the fracture at all? 
Hon HELEN MORTON: Because the issue of the leg fracture was raised by Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson. 
One thing is certain, I did not say, and Hansard has not recorded that I said—that is a very important aspect—
“Well, it is only a hairline fracture.” Another thing for certain is that when Hon Nick Goiran asked, “Are you 
sure it was exactly what she said?”, Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson replied, yes, that was clearly incorrect. I believe 
also that Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson has offended standing order 45 by making imputations and negative 
personal reflections on my character and I ask her to withdraw and I ask for a correction of that statement or 
a withdrawal. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order, members! The Clerk has made some preliminary inquiries about this matter. I am not 
totally aware of all of those inquiries or the responses. I am not totally aware of Hansard’s response, so I will 
take that on notice and make a ruling next Tuesday when we reconvene. 

Statement 
HON PETER KATSAMBANIS (North Metropolitan) [5.35 pm]: I would like to follow on from 
Hon Helen Morton’s statement. Given that I am the person who sits next to her in the chamber, I was able to 
hear the entirety of the statement Hon Helen Morton made yesterday. I verify that it was as she put it in the 
statement that she just made. I know Hon Helen Morton does not need anyone to back her up and I am not doing 
that but I am putting it on the record for a very important reason. We, as members of Parliament, have a series of 
extremely important obligations. One of those is to make sure that we do not deliberately mislead and do not 
deliberately put in people’s mouths words that they did not say, which is what is commonly known in the 
vernacular as verballing another person. Unfortunately, this sorry episode started yesterday with one member of 
Parliament picking up part of a conversation and attempting to smear another member of Parliament with that 
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part conversation taken completely out of context. It has been picked up by another member of Parliament today 
to continue to smear a person who does not deserve to be smeared. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order, members! We will have one member on their feet speaking, thank you. 
Hon PETER KATSAMBANIS: Thank you, Mr President. It touches a raw nerve. When it does that, people on 
the other side try to shut us down as if for some reason their screaming at us will stop us from correcting the 
record that they deliberately misrepresented. 
Hon Ken Travers interjected. 
Hon PETER KATSAMBANIS: I will pick up on Hon Ken Travers’s interjection. I said it at the outset so I will 
repeat it. I verify that the statement made by Hon Helen Morton was exactly as she said today, on the record. 
Hon Ken Travers and the rest of members of Parliament can read it on the record. I repeat: this goes well beyond 
the statements that were made yesterday and today. This goes to the heart of our position as members of 
Parliament because a member of Parliament has been deliberately misquoted by another member picking up part 
of a conversation. When the member misquoted has requested that the record be corrected and that the erroneous 
statements be withdrawn, instead of following well-known protocols in our Westminster system and getting up 
and withdrawing, there has been an attempt to shout down that person, to continue to smear them, to continue to 
twist their words and misrepresent them. I think that if we go down this path as members of Parliament, we will 
continue to erode our standing in the community, which, I do not need to remind members of Parliament, is 
perhaps not as great as it may have been decades ago. If we continue to undermine our own standards, continue 
to undermine the Westminster traditions and continue to tear each other down with smears and innuendos, 
half-truths and half-words, or half-statements in this case, we deserve all the opprobrium and scorn that some 
people pour upon us. By standing up tonight, I am requesting everyone on all sides to reflect on what we are 
about. If we are really about having a respectful debate in the parliamentary chamber, rather than a shouting 
match down the street or down at the pub, when it is quite clear that a member’s words have been misrepresented 
and that member has requested a withdrawal, we should follow the time-honoured protocols rather than continue 
to go down the slippery slope we have seen over the last 24 hours. I ask all members to reflect on that. 

Statement 
HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [5.40 pm]: I do not want to escalate 
this beyond that which it already is because maybe this is a reflection of the fact that when we are not in here, we 
are out campaigning. It has been a long campaign and maybe everyone is getting a little bit tired and emotional 
about what is going on. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon SUE ELLERY: This is my judgement of perhaps why things have been escalated beyond that which they 
need to be in this circumstance. 

What did happen yesterday was that there were a series of interjections. That is what happened. Sometimes 
Hansard can recall and attribute every single one and a bit of those interjections, and sometimes Hansard cannot. 
The question of the fracture, and the word “fracture”, was raised by Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson in respect of an 
Alzheimer’s patient at the hospital that we were debating. The word “hairline” was introduced by way of 
interjection by Hon Helen Morton. What Hansard has recorded in the uncorrected transcript that we saw today is 
a response from Hon Ken Travers referring to the introduction of the word “hairline” by Hon Helen Morton. 

What judgement you are able to make about this, Mr President, I do not know, because I am not sure that 
Hansard is going to be able, in the interjections that were going on—there was more than one—to pull apart and 
attribute every comment that was made during the course of those interjections. 

Hon Nick Goiran: Not according to your member! I asked her this morning and she said yes. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: Hon Nick Goiran, the uncorrected Hansard refers to Hon Ken Travers responding to an 
interjection about a hairline fracture. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I do not know what the motivation is. I thought maybe everyone was just a bit campaign 
weary and that is why they have gone a little bit silly about this. 

Several members interjected. 
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The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon SUE ELLERY: My point is that what I think there can be no dispute about is that—I heard 
Hon Helen Morton today, when she was making another contribution about another matter, acknowledge that 
she did refer to a hairline fracture; there might be an argument about what words she put around that—the word 
“hairline” was introduced to the debate by Hon Helen Morton. Whether Hansard got that or not, I do not know, 
because I have not gone back and listened to the whole version. 

Hon Liz Behjat: So you are now more reliable than Hansard? 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I am no more reliable than Hon Peter Katsambanis. That is what I am saying. 

Hon Peter Katsambanis interjected. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: Calm down! 

The PRESIDENT: Order, members! 

Hon SUE ELLERY: The point I am trying to make is that when we have a number of interjections like that, it is 
not unsurprising that Hansard, in the uncorrected transcript version, was not able to attribute everything to 
everyone. I hope, Mr President, you can go away with a better understanding, but I am not sure this afternoon’s 
contribution has assisted you in any way, shape or form. The dispute, if we can even call it that, has been 
escalated way beyond what it really is. 

House adjourned at 5.43 pm 
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