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PREMIER - CENSURE FOR FAILURE TO CONDEMN HON SHELLEY ARCHER 
Motion 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [2.43 pm]:  Prior to the suspension I was speaking in support of the motion - 

That this house censures the Premier for his failure to condemn the member for the Mining and Pastoral 
Region, Hon Shelley Archer, MLC, in light of damning evidence - 

as the Premier leaves the chamber -  

presented at the Corruption and Crime Commission yesterday, and calls on the Premier to immediately 
demand her expulsion from the Labor Party. 

During question time, the Premier could say only that he found her behaviour inappropriate.  He has become 
wilfully blind to what constitutes corruption by a public official in this state.  As members of Parliament we are, 
by definition, public officials.  Mrs Archer used her position to gain information to give to Mr Burke.  He used 
that information to receive money.  She did it not once, not twice, but three times.  During the course of their 
conversations, she betrayed not only colleagues but also the businesses in her electorate that had rung her.  
During the course of their conversations, she told Mr Burke who had rung her office.  I cannot understand the 
member’s thinking.  I am sure that people in the pearling industry will have been reading the transcripts and will 
feel very betrayed and let down by the Labor government in this state for having such a member in its ranks.  I 
can only presume that the reason the Labor Party will not get rid of Hon Shelley Archer is that members opposite 
are all somehow beholden to “Big Kev”. 

Mr G. Woodhams:  I’m excited! 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I am excited! 

I will end on this note: members in this chamber have seen so much of this behaviour.  We even heard the 
member for Riverton shout out today that he was taking the high moral ground on an issue.  The member for 
Riverton might do well not to say anything for the rest of the year.  The Corruption and Crime Commission Act 
states -  

a public officer corruptly takes advantage of the public officer’s office or employment as a public 
officer to obtain a benefit for himself . . . or for another person or to cause a detriment to any person; 

Mr Burke is not a constituent of Hon Shelley Archer.  She says that by giving that information to him, she was 
acting in the interests of her constituents.  She was not; she was acting in the interests of her and her husband’s 
mates.  She completely ignored her responsibilities to her constituents, to this Parliament and to the state.  It is 
tragic that members opposite cannot see that; they are blind to it.  I will wait and see whether members opposite 
stand and say that they do not want to be contaminated by someone in their party who behaves like that. 

MR T. BUSWELL (Vasse - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [2.46 pm]:  I have been interested to sit in this 
place this week and hear the Premier often claim that in the past 20 years he is the sixth Labor leader but the first 
leader to take any proactive, definitive action to root out - to use his term - of the Labor Party in Western 
Australia the influence of Brian Burke and Julian Grill.  The fact is that the Premier was compelled to act.  He 
did not act on a voluntary basis out of his desire for greater good governance in this state; he acted because the 
Corruption and Crime Commission exposed serious problems in governance in Western Australia.  If the 
Corruption and Crime Commission had not started with a little inquiry last year into an attempt by the Smiths 
Beach developers to cook up an election at the Shire of Busselton, not one iota of this evidence would have come 
to light. 

Mr M. McGowan interjected. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  We would not know that the member for Rockingham is referred to as Julian’s boy.  Why 
do they call him Julian’s boy?  I do not know, but I think we will explore that one day.  If that had not happened, 
this information would never have come to public light. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members!  

Mr T. BUSWELL:  The role that Julian Grill played would never have been publicly exposed in Western 
Australia.  When the Premier stands and purports to represent clean government in Western Australia, we know 
that it is only because he has been compelled to do so; it is not out of any desire on his behalf to advance good 
governance.  Another point he fails to acknowledge is that, of the six Labor leaders in the past 20 years, he was 
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the first to rush out and embrace the member for Rockingham’s mates Julian Grill and Brian Burke and ask them 
to come back into the fold.  That fact has been consistently and conveniently overlooked by the Premier. 
The Premier has said that today’s debate about the member for the Mining and Pastoral Region is about the 
status of the documents that she released to Brian Burke, and that even though they may not have been public 
when she released them, they may have become public at some stage down the track.  However, the fact is that 
this debate is not about the status of the documents; it is about the conduct of the individual.  I firmly believe 
that. despite the frailties and failings of people from both sides of politics from time to time, most of them come 
into this place to do two things.  The first is to serve their constituencies, and the second is to serve the people of 
this state and their communities.  I believe that most people come into this place with that intent.  However, I do 
not think the member for the Mining and Pastoral Region ever came into this place with that intent. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  That’s not true. 
Mr T. BUSWELL:  It is interesting that the minister should say that.  I am interested to read the inaugural 
speech of Hon Shelley Archer in May 2005.  She says a range of thankyous, as members normally do.  She says 
a very special thanks to Brian Burke for his “love and unconditional support”. 
Mr M.J. Cowper:  Say that again. 
Mr T. BUSWELL:  His “love and unconditional support”.  The Premier talks about rooting out the influence of 
Brian Burke and Julian Grill in this place.  The member for the Mining and Pastoral Region said that in her first 
ever speech in this place.  She then went on to say something that I find a little disappointing because it reflects 
upon her as a person.  She said that she would like to thank - 

 . . . the extraordinary man in my life, Kevin . . .  

Who would come to this place and not thank his or her partner?  We do a difficult job and it imposes a lot of 
burdens on our partners.  That is fine.  She then goes on to say - 

He championed my cause and then gave me his all to ensure that I achieved a part of my ambition.  
Without him, I would not be here today.   

What sort of an admission is that for a member of Parliament to make?  She is saying that without someone else 
championing her cause and pushing her along she, on her own, does not deserve a place in this Parliament.   

Mr M.P. Murray interjected. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  That is what she is saying, member for Collie-Wellington.  It is a sad indictment of that 
individual.  She is a member of Parliament who, since she was elected two years ago, has risen in the chamber to 
speak only 16 times.  Have members read what she said when she got up those 16 times?  Most of those 
occasions were to ask a dorothy dixer or to move some meaningless motion.  That is it; that is the sum total of 
her contribution.  I note that members of Country Labor are very quick to interject.  I want to know whether the 
member for Collie-Wellington supports the actions of the member for the Mining and Pastoral Region.  Does the 
member for Albany support the actions of the member for the Mining and Pastoral Region?  Who else do we 
have from Country Labor - that august institution?  What about the member for Geraldton, the Labor Whip?  
Does he support the actions?  What about the member for Mandurah, the minister?  Does he support the actions 
of the member for the Mining and Pastoral Region?  Do the members of Country Labor - that august body of 
intellectual giants - stand behind the member from the Mining and Pastoral Region?  Do they or do they not?  
Yes, they do.  It is very interesting to understand where they stand.  We are dealing with a member of the upper 
house, Hon Shelley Archer, who was clearly elected on the patronage of others to do the clear bidding of others.  
That is what has happened in this instance.  It has been laid bare for us all to see.   

An excellent point was made earlier when we discussed her attitude to the Corruption and Crime Commission.  
Her action was this: she described the Corruption and Crime Commission as nothing short of a circus. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  The member for Collie-Wellington and the member for Albany both have reasonably 
loud voices.  I think they have made their point.  It is time to desist. 

An opposition member:  They are like Heckyll and Jekyll. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  No, not Heckyll and Jekyll.  I do not like to digress, because this is an important issue, but I 
remember as a child watching every Friday night The Muppet Show.  They remind me of Statler and Waldorf - 
the two twits sitting in the balcony!  “Oh, what do you think about that?  That Gonzo is a funny guy!”  Look at 
them - what a couple of goons! 
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Hon Shelley Archer describes the CCC as a circus.  It is an institution that, despite the challenges it can present 
to people from time to time, is a very important institution to protect.  As the member for Nedlands pointed out, 
when the member for the Mining and Pastoral Region went to the CCC to answer questions, she refused to 
answer.  The commission asked, “What is the relationship between your husband, Kevin Reynolds, and Brian 
Burke?” and she said, “None of your business.  It’s irrelevant.”  The commission asked three times, and she 
refused to answer each time, showing clearly her contempt for that institution.  Finally, Commissioner 
Hammond intervened and directed her to answer the question.  That gives an interesting insight into the 
approach of that individual, Hon Shelley Archer, to the processes of the Corruption and Crime Commission and 
its importance. 
I will not go through every single issue that the member for Nedlands raised from the transcripts.  However, I 
want to highlight two matters: the case of Broome airport and the case of the pearling industry review.  It is clear 
from the case of Broome airport that the member for the Mining and Pastoral Region Hon Shelley Archer knew 
that the owner of Broome airport was Brian Burke’s client, because, according to the transcript, he said to her - 

Er, er, some people have come to see us. . . . Uh, they own the Airport. . . . And saying that they’re 
obliged to shift it, . . .  

He was saying to her, “They are my customers.  They have come to see me for help.”  She then agreed, 
according to various sections of the transcript, to help.  However, to me, the particularly damning thing is not 
necessarily the fact that she acquired the letter to the minister from the shire and then the letter that was sent back 
from the minister to the shire - incidentally, a letter that Mr Burke had in his possession before the shire had it in 
its possession.  That is not necessarily the point.  The point is that she actively tried to conceal her role as a self-
appointed go-between between the minister and her department.   

She said to Mr Burke - 

Listen I’ll give uhm eh her chief of staff a call an-and see if he can 

Mr Burke said, “Yes, do that; do that, Shelley.” 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  The interjections across the chamber then were much louder than the contribution.  If 
members wish to conduct a private conversation, albeit a passionate one, they should do it when it is their turn to 
talk or do it outside this place. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  Before I was rudely interrupted, I was pointing out that Hon Shelley Archer had agreed to 
go and see the minister’s chief of staff to find out information and to let Mr Burke know what was going on.  
Mr Burke said, “Yes, do that, but don’t mention anything about me to anybody.”  She said, “No, no, no; I 
certainly won’t do that.”  He said, “After you’ve had those conversations, can you flip us an email and let us 
know?”  She clearly knew that Mr Burke was working on behalf of Broome airport, and clearly agreed with him 
to seek information and provide it to him without letting the minister or the minister’s staff know.  It was exactly 
the same with the pearling industry review - exactly the same. 

However, it goes a little further.  I will read this portion.  This is Hon Shelley Archer talking to Mr Burke on the 
phone.  Mr Burke was talking about a meeting she had with Minister Jon Ford.  She said - 

Uh and he further indicated to me but on a very private confidential basis that he’s gunna not tell the 
Fisheries but he’s gunna scrap the whole review and actually go to all of the er people in the industry 
and ask them what they want. 

Here was a minister of the Crown, providing information to Hon Shelley Archer on a private and confidential 
basis, and what was the first thing she did?  She rang Mr Burke and told him about this private and confidential 
information.  Of course, we all know that she then went on and wrote a letter that Mr Burke dictated for her.  He 
sent down the draft letter and again said, “Please don’t let anybody know.”  The actions of Hon Shelley Archer 
are actions that in my mind, and I think in the minds of most reasonable-thinking people, go over that line in the 
sand that the Premier of this state attempted to draw earlier this week when he said, “I’m going to root out and 
remove the influences of Brian Burke and Julian Grill in this government.”  He stood and said it.  He set the bar.  
He said, “I’m going to come in and reform the Labor Party in this state, and I’m going to root out Brian Burke 
and Julian Grill.”  Do you know what has happened with that reform process, Mr Speaker?  It has stopped; it has 
stalled.  The Premier drew the line.  Hon Shelley Archer got out there last night - we all saw it on the television - 
with her sledgehammer and said, “It’s going to take a sledgehammer to get me out of the ALP.”  That is what 
Hon Shelley Archer said.  The Premier has timidly crawled up to that line in the sand.  When he got there he saw 
that there was a shadow looming over him in the form of Kevin Reynolds.  Kevin Reynolds is standing behind 
that line, behind Shelley Archer, saying to the Premier, “Come over the line and deal with me.”  The Premier 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 1 March 2007] 

 p234c-241a 
Ms Sue Walker; Mr Troy Buswell; Speaker; Mr Grant Woodhams; Acting Speaker; Mr Terry Redman; Mr Jim 

McGinty 

 [4] 

will not do it.  He stood in this chamber this morning and said, “I’m the Premier of Western Australia; nobody 
intimidates me.  When I’m intimidated, I’m going through those doors.”  Kevin Reynolds has got him.  The 
Premier has Shelley Archer right in front of him.  We know what she has done.  We know it is inappropriate, we 
know it is not right and the Labor members know it is not right.  The Premier will not act because he is shaking 
in his boots knowing that behind Shelley Archer sits Kevin Reynolds. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Any of those members opposite could get up now and demand that Shelley Archer be 
removed from caucus.  Any one of them could do it.   

Mr T. BUSWELL:  That is a good point.  They will not do it because they have hit a thing in the Labor Party 
called Kevin Reynolds, the powerful Kevin Reynolds.  No-one will stand up to him. 
Mr P.B. Watson:  Member, will you take an interjection? 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  I know about the member’s preselection; we know who saved him from the TWU.  He 
should get up and tell us.   
I want to touch on one other matter because I know the Premier will be talking to Hon Shelley Archer before 
Parliament resumes in a couple of weeks.  It is on a slightly different but certainly related matter.  When we 
became aware of Mr Burke’s involvement, we conducted an interesting little exercise.  We looked at some of the 
companies that Mr Burke is involved with.  It is amazing to follow the web of the company structures of Brian 
Burke and company.  We followed it through for a little while.  One of Brian Burke’s companies is called 
Killiney Pty Ltd, the officeholders of whom are Sarah Burke, Susan Burke, Len Brush and a couple of others.  
They are shareholders in one of Brian Burke’s family companies called Webforex.  I wondered why Brian Burke 
would hold shares in a company called Webforex, dealing with web-based foreign exchange transactions.  We 
looked at the company called Webforex.  There is a company in Western Australia called Webforex.  I only 
highlight this to give the Premier a bit of warning so that when we ask questions about it when Parliament 
returns, some more research can be done.  Webforex has an interesting set of shareholders.  It has Brian Burke’s 
family company, a company called Killiney Pty Ltd; Mr Kevin Reynolds, the husband of Hon Shelley Archer 
and therefore, by association, a person who has an interest in the financial capabilities and performance of that 
company; and a chap by the name of Mr Joe Passione, a person who, by his own records, has donated $100 000 
to the Australian Labor Party.  It also has two shareholders by the name of Stephen Botes and Leon Wolmarans.  
It was interesting to do some research into these two men.  These two men are South African.  Some time ago in 
South Africa they had a company that traded under the same name, Webforex International, or similar.  They 
basically extorted money off people - about $US12.5 million - and shipped it to the US, which the South African 
government then attempted to recover. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  A total of $US12.5 million was taken from ordinary South African investors and ferreted 
away in the US.  We were interested to find out that these same two South Africans had established a company 
with exactly the same name in Western Australia.  The two other shareholders in that company were Mr Burke 
and Mr Reynolds.  The Premier may want to ask Hon Shelley Archer about her knowledge of these 
arrangements.  After all, her husband - and, by inference, herself - has a direct financial interest in this company.  
What are their activities in this state?  What has the Minister for Consumer Protection done to protect Western 
Australian consumers from the operations of this company?  The point I am trying to make is that the Premier 
needs to understand a lot more in his communications with Hon Shelley Archer. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Where does all their money come from; all these funds they handle? 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  I just raise it as an issue of some interest.  The fundamental issue here is the evidence 
presented by the Corruption and Crime Commission, and the way that that reflects on the behaviour of 
Hon Shelley Archer.  The question must be asked.  The Premier has come into this Parliament time and again 
and said he is the first Labor leader in 20 years to attempt to root out Brian Burke and Julian Grill.  He said he 
has set a behavioural bar at a considerable height, and he expects every member of the Labor Party to perform 
and behave in relation to those two individuals at a level that will get them over the bar.  Well, guess what?  The 
first test has come along - Hon Shelley Archer.  Did she get over the bar?  No, she did not.  The limbo music 
played, they bent her over, and she crawled under the bar.  That is what has happened here.  It is an application 
of double standards.  There is only one rational explanation for that; that is, the influence and the power within 
the Australian Labor Party of Mr Kevin Reynolds, the Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union and the 
other unions over which Mr Reynolds has an influence.  If the Premier is serious about not being intimidated he 
needs to stand up to Hon Shelley Archer and ensure that he applies the same set of standards to her as he has 
done to three of his other ministers in recent months.  He needs to tell her that her future is not in the ALP and 
that she will have to leave.  We know that that is what he should do, and members opposite also know that that is 
what he should do.  The people of this state will want to know why he has not done it.  
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MR G. WOODHAMS (Greenough) [3.07 pm]:  I will not spend a long time on my feet.  The member for 
Vasse reminds me of the Muppets and Sesame Street.  Today could well and truly be sponsored by the letter D - 
it is a disgraceful day, a doubtful day, a detritus day and a disappointing day.  The disappointment I have is with 
members opposite.  Most of us on this side of the house have at one time or another had conversations with 
members on the other side of the house on a range of issues.  There are members on this side of the house who 
would consider those on the other side of the house amongst their friends and associates, with whom they can 
discuss a range of issues.  I presume that most of us have respect for most members of this house.  However, it 
disappoints me that those on the other side of the house do not have the respect of their own colleagues, and they 
certainly do not have the respect of this side of the house today because they are not defending - another letter 
D - their Premier in this case, and his cause of rooting out the influence of Burke and Grill in this house.  They 
have the opportunity to do it.  Most of us are here as honest people, I believe.  I believe that most members 
opposite are honest people, but something is holding them back from speaking the truth.  Something is holding 
them back from supporting their Premier.  I would like to know why.  I would like to have a member on that side 
of the house get up at this moment.  I invite members opposite to explain why they are not supporting their 
Premier and defending the case of rooting out Burke and Grill from influence in the ALP.  This is a very 
doubtful day.  
Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  We all support it.  
Mr G. WOODHAMS:  I invite the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure to rise to her feet and build a case.  
Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  I can do that sitting down. 
The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, minister! 
Several members interjected.  
The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order!  The member for Greenough has the floor.  There is no call for 
conversations across the chamber.  I would like to hear what the member for Greenough has to say, and I would 
like to hear it in relative silence.   

Mr G. WOODHAMS:  Perhaps I caused that disruption to proceedings by inviting interjections.  If I did so, I 
apologise, Mr Acting Speaker.    

I come from a farming background, for which I make no apology.  This government reminds me of an old ewe 
that has secondary fly strike and is riddled with maggots, and even though it has the ability to cure itself, it is 
taking absolutely no opportunity to do that.  Mr Acting Speaker (Mr A.P. O’Gorman), I have read your comment 
in the paper that you would prefer that the circumstances with regard to Hon Shelley Archer were resolved by 
having her removed from the Australian Labor Party.  Some other members opposite would do well to have the 
same amount of courage.   
Mr R.F. Johnson:  The member for Kimberley might want to say something about Hon Shelley Archer, 
because, as the member knows, she wants the member for Kimberley’s seat!   
Mrs C.A. Martin:   That is really nasty!  I like my seat!   
Mr G. WOODHAMS:  It is wonderful to chart the progress of the good ship ALP as it staggers from rock to 
rock and begins to sink.  It would seem, though, that the crew of the good ship ALP are about to jump off the 
ship and leave the rat on board!  Hon Shelley Archer is currently still in a position to take her seat in the upper 
house when it resumes.  I advised the Premier earlier that he might like to use Ratsac on that honourable 
member.  If the Premier does not want to take that advice, perhaps he will send the honourable member to 
“Burketown” in the “Gulf of Carpenteria” -  
Several members interjected.  

Mr G. WOODHAMS:  I am glad members finally got it - Carpenteria!   

I support the member for Merredin and Leader of the National Party in his very astute comment that we are 
elected to Parliament to represent the interests of the people in our electorates.  We should honour the people in 
our electorates by being honest and true in this Parliament.  It has been well and truly proved that some members 
of this Parliament have not been honest and true.  The Premier has dealt with some of those members.  However, 
he has not dealt with the situation of Hon Shelley Archer.  It disappoints me as a member of this Parliament to be 
associated with Hon Shelley Archer.  It disappoints me as a member of this Parliament that the Premier of this 
state will not take the opportunity to make a decision that will give the people of Western Australia confidence 
that he not only has control over his government, but also support from the members of his party.  It disappoints 
me that that support is not forthcoming.  All members on this side of the house will continue to represent the 
interests of the people who elected them.  However, I am greatly concerned that many members on the other side 
of the house are no longer representing the interests of the people who elected them. 
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MR D.T. REDMAN (Stirling) [3.14 pm]:  Just to go back about two and a half years ago now, I was asked 
whether I wanted to be a member of Parliament.  To be honest that frightened the hell out of me.  What 
frightened me was the commitment to the role and to the people of my electorate.  To make the decision to be a 
member of Parliament, people must work through a lot of issues, including their family support, and they must 
ask themselves a lot of questions.  There is absolutely no doubt that the position of member of Parliament is a 
position of privilege, as has been mentioned by a number of members today, and a position of integrity.  It is 
those sorts of qualities that must be maintained by people who hold the position of member of Parliament.  
Those are the expectations of the people who voted me into this place and I am sure those are the expectations of 
the people who put almost every member of this place in the position they hold currently.  When people read the 
dissertations in the transcripts of the CCC - a number of members have reflected on them today - the actions of 
Hon Shelley Archer do not constitute the behaviour that people expect from a member of Parliament.  I hold the 
position of member of Parliament in the highest regard.  The members of this place sit in a house of Parliament 
that is leading Western Australia.  Their names will be recorded in the halls of this place forever.  It is an 
extremely privileged position.  However, that is not what has been reflected in the outcome of the deliberations 
of the CCC. 
The Premier is facing his greatest test.  Sure, he has taken some actions to date and he has followed through on 
the commitment he has made to the community.  He has made that commitment in a number of different forms.  
However, he faces his greatest test here and now; that is, to follow through on his commitment to take action to 
maintain confidence in the government of Western Australia.  That confidence is critical to the operations of 
government.  That confidence is now being questioned on a number of fronts by the people of Western Australia.  
We need only listen to the comments from people who are concerned that the Department for Community 
Development has had seven ministers in the past two years, and the Department of Local Government and 
Regional Development seven ministers since 2001.  These comments have been coming from the community.  
People want to have confidence in their government, but that confidence is under question.  There was an article 
in the newspaper today about the lack of confidence from the business community about decisions that have 
been made by ministers who have appeared before the CCC.  Clearly those ministers have not acted from a 
position of integrity and people therefore are questioning the competence of those decisions and the people for 
whom they were made.  We have heard comments about the actions of government members not only from 
people and the business community but also from the government itself, including members of the Labor caucus.  
Those comments are now on the public record.  As the Leader of the National Party said, you, Mr Acting 
Speaker (Mr A.P. O’Gorman), were prepared to put your comments on record. 

When I became a member of this Parliament I thought Brian Burke had left Parliament about 17 years 
previously, which is what the record stated.  Clearly, Brian Burke is still in Parliament.  Shelley Archer is a self-
confessed go-between between Burke and cabinet.  Clearly Brian Burke is still here; he certainly has not left 
Parliament.  How can the public have confidence in the government if the influence of Brian Burke is still 
present in this very house?  That is a question that the Premier must address, and it will be his greatest test.  
While Shelley Archer remains in Parliament there remains a shadow sitting not only over the confidence people 
have in government but also over all members of Parliament.  That is something that the Premier must address, 
and he must address it sooner rather than later so that the people of Western Australia can have confidence in 
their government. 

MR J.A. McGINTY (Fremantle - Attorney General) [3.18 pm]:  Mr Acting Speaker - 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Is Brian a friend of yours? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  A well-known fact! 

I rise to make some concluding comments in this debate.  I do so notwithstanding that what I will say has been 
said many times, particularly by the Premier, because questions were posed by way of interjection from 
members opposite during the course of this debate.  The Premier has handled this matter as the public would 
expect of him; that is, to show no tolerance for inappropriate behaviour.  The Premier quite properly categorised 
Messrs Burke and Grill as cancerous and malignant.  The leader of the government in the Legislative Council, 
Hon Kim Chance, described them as toxic.  I, and I am sure the overwhelming bulk of the members of the Labor 
Party in the government, share those descriptions.  They are people who have set out to destroy, and by their 
actions destroyed, the careers and reputations of their friends and supporters.  The point has been made time and 
again that real friends do not do that to their friends.  That is the strong view represented by the government side 
in this debate.  It is about very important standards.   

The Premier has, in just over 12 months as Premier of this state, taken strong action when it has been required.  
He has sacked four ministers.  That is a remarkably strong stance. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  A remarkable achievement.  What else was he going to do?   
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Mr P.B. Watson:  What did you do?   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I will come to what the Liberal Party do in these matters.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman):  It is not appropriate for the member for Albany to engage in 
cross-chamber discussions, and the same applies to the Leader of the Opposition.  The Attorney General is on his 
feet and I ask members to hear his comments in the same vein as the member for Greenough; that is, in silence.   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The Premier, unfortunately, has found it necessary to sack four ministers because of their 
behaviour.  That is not something to be proud of.  I am proud that the Premier has taken such strong action when 
the circumstances demanded that he do exactly that.  He has said to one person who grievously misbehaved that 
he should leave the Parliament, and he did.  I refer to the former member for Peel.  In addition, two members are 
now former members of the Labor Party because the Premier demanded and got their resignations from the 
Labor Party.  The Premier has driven one former Labor Premier of this state out of the party and he has also set 
in train the removal of Julian Grill from the Labor Party.  That is the track record of somebody who is 
determined to deal with this matter.  He is doing it in a proper way.  It is about standards.   
I will give one factual example of where the opposition side of politics was found wanting when confronted with 
a similar situation in government and I refer to the behaviour of the former member for Albany, Hon Kevin 
Prince.   
Mr J.A. McGINTY:  It is a case of how government handles issues of misbehaviour by its backbenchers.  In 
June 1993, Kevin Prince was a Liberal Party backbencher and he had a commercial interest in that he was a 
partner in the Albany law firm of Haynes Robinson.  The government of the day, through then minister Graham 
Kierath, announced changes to worker’s compensation laws that put a cap on the ability of injured workers to 
pursue common law claims.  Kevin Prince tipped off his law firm in Albany that this change would be made that 
day.  As a result, the law firm managed to lodge nine writs in the Albany Courthouse before the new laws came 
into effect.  One law firm in this state was advantaged over every other firm.  Kevin Prince defended that by 
saying that he had a fiduciary duty as a partner in that law firm.  He seemed to place that above his duty to the 
people of this state as the elected member for Albany.  What happened?  Kevin Prince was censured by the then 
Liberal premier, Richard Court, for using confidential government information to tip off his law firm for its 
commercial advantage.  Six months later he was promoted to the ministry.   
Mr R.C. Kucera:  To police minister, no less.   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  He ultimately became police minister on 25 January 1994, a little over six months after 
30 June 1993, which is when he misconducted himself, and was censured by the Premier.  I raise this as an 
example to make this point: not every misconduct demands the ultimate sanction.  Every misconduct needs to be 
condemned and then assessed on its own basis to determine the appropriate measure of penalty.  The penalty 
metered out by Richard Court to Kevin Prince was censure, followed by a promotion.  The Premier must look at 
all the circumstances.  He stood in Parliament today and described the factors that led him to make his decision 
about Hon Shelley Archer, whose conduct, I think, we all condemn.  It is not a question of whether she should be 
condemned or censured.  Rather, the question is: what is the appropriate penalty?  I have made these points to 
illustrate the fact that these are difficult issues for anyone to confront.  The Liberal Party confronted them when 
it dealt with Kevin Prince some 13 years ago.  The Premier has had to confront them because of the actions of a 
raft of people, including Hon Shelley Archer.  People should not necessarily conclude, just because a person 
involved in misconduct has not been hung, drawn and quartered down St Georges Terrace, that there is any 
support for that person’s conduct.  It is a question of what appropriate penalty should be employed.  As all 
members will be aware, the Premier has diligently turned his mind to this question with a view to determining 
only one thing; that is, how he should strive to establish and maintain appropriate standards of propriety in this 
Parliament.  I think he has done that.   

Question put and a division taken with the following result -  
Ayes (23) 

Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.H.D. Day Mr J.E. McGrath Mr M.W. Trenorden 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mr B.J. Grylls Mr P.D. Omodei Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr M.J. Birney Dr K.D. Hames Mr D.T. Redman Mr G.A. Woodhams 
Mr T.R. Buswell Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr A.J. Simpson Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Dr G.G. Jacobs Mr G. Snook Mr T.R. Sprigg (Teller) 
Mr M.J. Cowper Mr R.F. Johnson Dr S.C. Thomas  
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Noes (28) 

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

 

            
 

Independent Pair 

Dr E. Constable 
Question thus negatived. 
 
 


