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MINISTER FOR MENTAL HEALTH — COMMENTS 

Statement 
HON KATE DOUST (South Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [10.16 pm]: Thank you, Mr 
President. I cannot let those comments go by. It is interesting to note that on the occasions when Hon Helen 
Morton rises to her feet to attack Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich, Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich is usually absent from the house. 
The member has flagged that she plans to do this at least once a fortnight. I would say to you, Mr President, that 
that is abuse of this time allocated to members to make statements. If this minister has a particular issue that she 
wants to canvass about her portfolio or the way her alternate is raising matters, she has the opportunity to do that 
at any point, particularly through a ministerial statement. If she chooses to abuse this time by consistently rising 
during the adjournment debate to make extremely personal comments about Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich and her 
capacity, her intellect and her professionalism and we are to continue to — 

Hon Donna Faragher: Have you heard what she says about us? 

Hon KATE DOUST: Members opposite had a history of doing this when in opposition.  

Hon Donna Faragher: Me? 

Hon KATE DOUST: Not you! I would never say that. I do not think Hon Donna Faragher has a nasty bone in 
her body; sadly, she might need to grow one. I would say, Mr President, that the manner in which the minister 
continues to engage with Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich indicates that Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich is starting to get under her 
skin and is starting to rattle her. The minister is taking the matter so personally that she has come in here and 
made personal comments about Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich. It is offensive to us to hear the minister speak about Hon 
Ljiljanna Ravlich in that way. It is unprofessional of the minister to do so. I would say that it is not appropriate 
during an adjournment debate when the rest of us would like to talk about other matters in our electorate or our 
portfolios. A member does not have the same opportunity as does a minister or a parliamentary secretary to make 
statements. We are restricted when we want to talk about matters in our electorate and this is the time to do just 
that. We should not have to sit here and listen to this minister, every two weeks, come in here and very 
deliberately — 

Hon Helen Morton: Once. I have done it once. 

Hon KATE DOUST: The minister has stated that she will, every couple of weeks, very deliberately try to 
denigrate one of our colleagues on this side of the house. It is not appropriate and I would ask that you, Mr 
President, consider speaking to this minister about how she better uses her time and voice. 

Point of Order 
Hon HELEN MORTON: Mr President, perhaps you could give me some advice about that. I understood that if 
a member of Parliament was to address another member of Parliament or a minister, the minister can use this 
time appropriately to respond. Could you please advise me about that. 

The PRESIDENT: Let me make a couple of points. Firstly, members’ statements are for all members, but 
members will have noticed that I certainly give priority to members rather than the executive. Hon Helen Morton 
has stood seeking the call for the last two periods of members’ statements and I did not allocate her the call; 
giving it instead to other members.  

Hon Kate Doust is quite right, up to a point, but a very solid convention of this place is that ministerial 
statements do not contain inflammatory debatable material because the opposition does not have an opportunity 
to immediately counter those accusations. When statements are made about individual members, some of those 
things do not apply to ministerial statements. It is sometimes difficult to do, but when there is an opportunity and 
if no other members are seeking the call, I will give ministers the opportunity to respond during members’ 
statements. The only other comment I will make is that members are entitled to express their point of view. 
When that crosses the line into making personal comments about other members, it breaks the conventions and, 
in some cases, the standing orders of this house. That is when I, or whoever else is in the chair, must adjudicate 
on the matter. Members must not forget that they reap what they sow in this place. That applies to all members 
and what they say at various stages about other members and to what members have to say in response. I caution 
members to be careful about the language they use when making personal comments about other members. 
 


