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PRESCRIPTION DRUGS — ABUSE — OVERDOSE DEATHS 

Motion 

MR M.P. WHITELY (Bassendean) [5.53 pm]: I move — 

That this house condemns the Minister for Health and the Minister for Police; Emergency Services for 
failing to take action to prevent illegal doctor shopping and pharmacy shopping for the abuse of 
prescription drugs and notes with deep regret the death of 52 Western Australians in 2011 from 
suspected prescription drug overdoses. 

Mr P.T. Miles interjected. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: Does the member want to listen? 

The ACTING SPEAKER: I remind the member for Wanneroo that he is on three strikes. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: I will give members a summary of my argument and then go through it in greater detail. 
The Minister for Police will have an opportunity to respond. I will take a considerable amount of time to go 
through this. If I take 52 minutes, it will be one minute for each reported death that relates to this press release 
that came out on 18 November by the police media unit that states — 

… there have been 52 reported deaths linked to the suspected abuse of prescription type drugs during 
the same period. 

That is between 1 January and 18 November. If that report is accurate, we need to be incredibly concerned. 
Given that some 12 days have passed since then, we can expect that the death toll has probably risen. There have 
probably now been 54 or 55 deaths that are suspected to be linked to prescription-type drug abuse. 

Later I hope to get some more comprehensive details on the figures from the Minister for Police. I believe that 
the Minister for Health should be here for the full duration of the debate because he needs to hear what is said. I 
have respect for the Minister for Health and think that we have worked in a collegiate fashion on a lot of issues. 
However, I am disappointed with the way he seems to have dropped the ball on this issue, despite me raising it 
with him more than two and a half years ago. At that time I raised with him the need to have a database linking 
information about prescriptions of potentially abusable drugs—generally schedule 8 drugs—so that pharmacists’ 
computers could talk to one another. I raised that in the estimates hearings on 28 May 2009, which is more than 
two and a half years ago. I will go through what the minister said on that occasion in a moment, but he seemed to 
acknowledge the problem. I also raised it with him privately outside the chamber, thinking that he would take 
ownership of the issue. This is an issue that needs cooperation between the state and federal governments. I have 
been trying to drive this issue as a back bench member of the opposition. Of course, I do not have the same 
status as either the Minister for Health or the Minister for Police. I do not attend ministerial conferences or have 
the ear of the federal Minister for Health and Ageing in the way that a state minister, of whichever political 
persuasion, does. I do not have the capacity to drive it and I am disappointed that those ministers have not driven 
this process so far, given the scale of the problem, which even surprises me, to be honest. I am disappointed that 
those ministers have not taken on that responsibility. 

I will make a brief reference to when I first raised this issue with the Minister for Health. As I said, I raised it 
with him on 28 May 2009, some two and a half years ago, during the estimates committee hearings when I asked 
a question about a project to enable the better sharing of information between doctors and pharmacists for 
schedule 8 prescriptions. The Minister for Health clearly understood what I said and he responded by saying — 

It is obviously an area of concern. Despite the responsibility of pharmacists falling within the federal 
domain, I had planned to raise it at our next ministerial conference with the federal minister. It is 
certainly something we have got to resolve. From all appearances, the proper transfer of information 
from one pharmacy to another is not occurring and that is allowing people to go out and buy drugs of 
that sort without proper checks. 

That is a very clear and unambiguous statement that the Minister for Health understood the problem and that he 
intended to raise it with the federal health minister at the next ministerial conference. I had conversations with 
him after we had that exchange. I certainly understood that he would take ownership of the problem. As I said, 
we have worked collegiately on a number of issues, including when we were on committees together, and I am 
disappointed that that has not happened. I raised the matter with the minister on other occasions, too, I think, but 
I certainly raised it with him again on 25 May 2011, after there had been some media reports on the death of a 
mother of seven in Geraldton from the abuse of methadone and some other drugs. She had been a doctor 
shopper, and there was some media coverage in The West Australian on that. I raised the issue with the minister 
in Parliament and said — 
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It may take some cooperation between state and federal governments, but all that needs to happen is for 
pharmacists’ computers to be able to talk to each other so that when somebody has a script filled faster 
than it could possibly be used, assuming that there are adequate identification processes in place, it can 
be identified that the person should not be prescribed further drugs to avoid potential abuse. 

I also said that it needed to be done across the board with all prescription drugs not just opioids, which some 
people have concentrated on. I was disappointed and surprised on that occasion when the minister said I needed 
to talk to the federal health minister, Hon Nicola Roxon. I thought that the state Minister for Health actually gave 
an undertaking on that day to talk to Hon Nicola Roxon; I thought the minister said that he would talk to her. 

Dr K.D. Hames: I am pretty sure I did have those discussions. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: On rereading Hansard the next day, I realised that was not what the minister said; he told 
me that I needed to talk to her. I have spoken to Hon Nicola Roxon’s office through the Australian Labor Party’s 
federal member for Fremantle. I used her good offices to talk to the health minister’s office. But I do not have 
the capacity. I would love to have the capacity to go over there. Delegate me with the authority; send me over 
there, in a bipartisan manner as a representative of this Parliament, to speak about the urgent need to solve this 
problem and I will do it. But I do not have that status. I am an opposition backbencher. The ministers, between 
the two of them, have the authority and the status to do this. I wish it had happened two and a half years ago. It 
did not. People have died from prescription drug abuse. It is an Australia-wide problem. A slow process is in 
place, which I found out about today through Melissa Parke’s office; I got some information on that today. I will 
talk about that a little later. It seems to be a stepped process, Minister for Health, in which in the first instance 
some sort of scheme will be set up that captures the information, but it will not be shared amongst pharmacists’ 
databases on a day-to-day basis, so it will capture the extent of the problem without actually dealing with it. 

Dr K.D. Hames: The federal government is working on it. There are issues of privacy to that. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: It is. It has come up with a paper. 

Dr K.D. Hames: It is progressing. It is not like nobody is doing anything. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: I am going to talk about it in greater detail. This is why the minister should stay. A 
proposal is out for public comment that is going to kick off on 1 July 2012. As far as I can tell—I only got the 
information just before I got up to speak, just by coincidence, from Melissa Parke’s office, even though I have 
been chasing it for a number of months through her office—it seems that there is a two-step process. The first 
step in the process is to have a system, kicking off on 1 July, that collects the information. The information will 
be collected to see whether we have a problem. If that confirms that we have a problem, real-time sharing will be 
allowed somewhere down the track. That seems absurd to me, because we have a problem now. We have a 
problem, as is highlighted in the media release from the police. It states — 

… there have been 52 reported deaths linked to the suspected abuse of prescription type drugs during 
the same period. 

The Western Australian Coroner thinks there is a problem, because he wrote to me in response to a letter I wrote 
to him about the death of the mother of seven. He wrote back to me and said that this is a problem that he is 
encountering time and again. This should get the minister’s attention: the president of the Australian Medical 
Association backed my calls for a real-time drug register being put in place as matter of urgency. It is not often 
that the AMA jumps in behind the cause of a Labor backbencher. Lenette Mullen from the Pharmacy Guild of 
Australia has backed the call.  

Dr K.D. Hames: Member, without discounting what you’re saying because I think it is important, just because 
people have an overdose of prescription drugs does not mean that they have been prescribed too many. You can 
go and buy a legitimate bottle of Panadol and it will kill you—one bottle of Panadol. You can have a packet of 
digitalis, for example, which is very toxic. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: This is why the minister needs to be here for the whole time. The mother of seven, who 
had a pattern of prescription drug abuse, had a brother-in-law who highlighted the problem to authorities, to 
Medicare Australia and to the state and federal police. He could not get anybody to take it seriously. He 
predicted that a tragedy would happen. Lo and behold, a year later a mother of seven dies, and seven kids are 
without a mum. Another media report described a boxer with a prescription drug problem who died. Other 
reports have come into my office about people who have had deaths in the family associated with prescription 
drug problems. The minister is right: it might not — 

Dr K.D. Hames: What I am saying to you, though, is that you don’t have to go and get too many drugs. You 
wouldn’t pick those people up, because people can get one bottle of digitalis legitimately, and it will kill them. 
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Mr M.P. WHITELY: It is absolutely possible that someone could die from a drug overdose having had drugs 
dispensed to them in line with therapeutic dosages, but it is far more likely, when Lenette Mullen is saying —  

Dr K.D. Hames: Where is that evidence coming from that it is far more likely? Where is that evidence? 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: Of course it is far more likely. Commonsense tells us that if we have a problem with 
doctor shopping — 

Dr K.D. Hames: That’s not what my commonsense tells me. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: The evidence is dead bodies, minister. The evidence is the mother of seven who died. The 
evidence is the expertise of people like those from the Pharmacy Guild saying that we need to do this. Honestly, 
is the minister blind? 

Dr K.D. Hames: You’re not listening to what I am saying. That is like saying that if you find someone dead on 
the road, the evidence shows that they were hit by a hit-and-run driver. You cannot extrapolate someone dying 
associated with drugs with them getting too great an access to drugs. You cannot do that. It is not legitimate. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: The coroner wrote back to me and said that this problem is widespread. He had written to 
the Commissioner of Police—I am going to go through all this in detail; this is why the minister needs to be 
here—and said that this is an ongoing problem. It is not Martin Whitely making this stuff up. I do not have some 
sort of magic wand to get the Pharmacy Guild, the WA Coroner—the Victorian Coroner has made similar 
calls—the Western Australian president of the AMA and the editorial writer from The West Australian to say 
that we all need this to happen. I do not have a magic wand that can do that. I think if I had a magic wand that 
had that sort of influence, I would be somewhat more elevated than the position of a lowly opposition 
backbencher. If I had that sort of influence, frankly, I think I would be somewhat further up the food chain. 

It is happening, minister. The point I was going to make was that we do not know the nature of those 52 drug 
abuse deaths. I hope the minister will be able to provide some information. Some of them may have been 
suicides with dosages that were in line with normal prescribing practices. That is tragic, but it will always be a 
problem and a possibility. That is why the police issued a statement about prescription drug abuse. Some of 
them — 

Mr R.F. Johnson: The main reason for that statement was that some very bad heroin was out there. That was 
their main concern. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: Has the minister read this statement?  

Mr R.F. Johnson: Yes. I didn’t on the day because I was on leave. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: Let me read it — 

… there have been 66 suspected drug overdose deaths, 14 of which are suspected to be heroin related. 
Additionally, there have been 52 reported deaths linked to the suspected abuse of prescription type 
drugs … 

Is the minister going to worry about 14 deaths from heroin and not worry about 52 deaths from prescription drug 
abuse? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: It said suspected. They do not have the evidence because they do not have the expertise. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: They have not had a coroner’s report. They have said “suspected to be heroin related” for 
the 14. In regard to the second question, the press release states — 

Although police have no evidence to suggest there is currently a “bad batch” of heroin in circulation … 

That flies completely in the face of what the minister just said and indicates that he has not even read the press 
release.  

The Minister for Health has left the house. I think it is outrageous that we have lost the Minister for Health. 
Fifty-two people have died, and the report that has been provided to me via an email sent from the senior media 
liaison officer for WA Police states that in 2010 there were 14 deaths suspected to be heroin related—this is last 
year—and 108 reported deaths linked to suspected abuse of prescription drugs. If there were 108 last year and 52 
this year, that is a total of 160. That is getting to road toll proportions. As I said, if the minister is going to say 
that it is not a problem and he thinks, “I am dismissing Martin Whitely’s comments, because Martin Whitely is 
on the other side of the Parliament and I do not respect Martin Whitely,” that is fine, but do not dismiss the 
concerns of the president of the Western Australian AMA; do not dismiss the concerns of the president of the 
Pharmacy Guild; and do not dismiss the concerns of families whose loved ones have died, and we know have 
died, because of it. Do not dismiss the concerns of the Western Australian Coroner. It is not just me. Write me 
off as some sort of irrelevant fruitcake if you like, but it ain’t me. Other people with far more influence and far 
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more expertise are saying this is a problem. They are saying, “We need the solution that has been identified by 
Mr Whitely.” 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I certainly don’t dismiss anything that those people say. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: They are saying, “We need a real-time prescription drug database; we need the sharing of 
it.” If the Minister for Police is going to pretend that there is no problem and if he is going to say that the 
14 deaths that are suspected to be heroin related are somehow the focus of it, but that 52 reported deaths linked 
to the suspected abuse of prescription-type drugs are not, he should do the maths. Do the maths! There have been 
nearly four times as many deaths linked to the suspected abuse of prescription-type drugs. And, as I said, 
according to an email from the senior media liaison officer of WA Police, last year there were 108. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: When did you get that? 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: This information was passed to me, and I am happy to show it to the minister. The author 
of the email is the senior media liaison officer for WA Police. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: What’s the name? 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: The name is Ros Weatherall. The email is in response to an inquiry by a journalist who 
followed up on this issue and wanted to know what was going on last year. So, we are not off to a good start. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: What, the journalist gives you a copy of the email? 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: They showed me a copy of the email. That is not the big concern here. Whether a 
journalist showed me a copy of an email is not the big concern here. The big concern is that 160 people are dead. 
That is the big concern. Some of them may have been tragic suicides whereby they have intentionally overdosed 
on a properly prescribed level of drug. Some of them may have been—who knows? We do not know. Some of 
them certainly were unintentional deaths caused by prescription drugs—usually a cocktail of prescription drugs 
and sometimes in conjunction with other drugs. There is the mother of seven from Geraldton. There have been 
media reports about this matter, and this is why it is so frustrating and why I get so angry. I hope the minister is 
listening to me now. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: But you’re always angry with me. I’m used to it, I can assure you. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: I am trying not to be angry with the minister. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: You’re always angry with me. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: I tell the minister what — 

Mr R.F. Johnson: You’re the most abusive person in this Parliament as far as I’m concerned. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: The minister gets upset at the way I ask a question. I get upset when 52 people die, and I 
said, “This is going to happen.” 

Mr R.F. Johnson: And you think I don’t? 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: Two and a half years ago I said, “This is going to happen”, and nothing gets done. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: When did you say that? 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: I just read out the Hansard extract of when I raised it with him. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: But you said you raised it with me. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: I have raised it with the minister as well and I will come to that. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Yes, and I’ll come to it as well because I’ve done a bit of homework on that, sunshine! 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: I raised it with the Minister for Police on 28 May 2011. The Minister for Police is the 
Leader of the House. I have raised this issue with him at least eight times. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: No, you haven’t. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: With Parliament at least eight times. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: No, you haven’t. You have misled Parliament because you haven’t done that. You show me 
because I’ve done a search of Hansard to find out whether that’s true or not. You said you’ve approached me at 
least five times. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: No; three. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Directly. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: I said three. 
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Mr R.F. Johnson: You haven’t. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: I have. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members! 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: I have spoken with the minister. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: You tell me when. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: The minister has acknowledged me by interjection 

Mr R.F. Johnson: You tell me when. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: The minister has actually contributed to the debate three times. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: You tell me when. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: I will give the minister one. I only kept one. I printed them all out but I only have one on 
hand here. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: You find them, because I’m going to accuse you of misleading Parliament to say you 
approached me directly. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: Let me go on. Let me find it. In fact I laid out the whole solution to the issue, and this 
was on the back of significant media reporting of this issue. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I’m sorry; when did you raise the issue with me? 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: I raised it on Thursday, 26 May 2011. The minister was in the house when I raised it. He 
got upset that I had insulted him again, and I insulted him because I was actually fed up with no-one taking this 
issue seriously, like I am fed up with that now. So, it was on 26 May 2011. If the minister wants me to go 
through and show him the at least eight occasions I have raised it in Parliament — 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Yes. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: I do not think anybody in this place would not acknowledge the fact that I have raised the 
issue of prescription drug abuse probably 40 times since I was elected, and at least eight times. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: You made out that you raised it with me in a serious way. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: I have raised it with the minister three times. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: You’ve raised it with me or you’ve written to me? 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: I have raised it with the minister in Parliament. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: You show me that. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: That is what we are doing right now. I have raised it within Parliament. I can go through 
the contents of my speech. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Quote the Hansard when you’ve raised it with me—not with the Parliament, but with me. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: All right. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Just because you make a statement in this house doesn’t mean — 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: You will not like it. You were insulted by it — 

I had hoped that the Deputy Premier would be in the chamber, — 

Again he was not at the time — 

because I know this is going to go floating over the head of the Minister for Police and that he will not 
get any of this stuff, but the Deputy Premier has the intellect to understand; there are some other 
members in the chamber who might comprehend what I am on about. 

And I went through it in great detail. It is a very detailed speech. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: So you call that raising it with me? What an absolute insult! 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: Okay; does the minister want me to quote the speech? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Yes. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: All right. I spoke at length for about 30 minutes. 
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Mr R.F. Johnson: You didn’t raise it with me. You raised it in a speech in the house. You didn’t raise it with me 
as the Minister for Police, did you? 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: I have raised it. You are the Leader of the House. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Did you raise it with me as the Minister for Police? No, you didn’t. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: I tell you what: I have, but let us not worry about that. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Let’s not worry about that because that’s the truth. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: Let us worry about this media report that was produced on 18 November 2011, which 
refers to 52 reported deaths linked to suspected abuse of prescription-type drugs. It highlights that there were 
66 suspected drug overdose deaths, 14 of which were suspected to be heroin related. Anybody worth their salt, 
with that number of deaths, would have read this press release. I asked the minister a question in the chamber. 
He was completely unaware of the issue. That is not the first time this has been raised. The police also raised this 
issue with the minister or raised this issue in the media via a press release. Bear with me a minute. I will go 
through the media reports. I have to hand immediately the media reports. There is an article headed “Prescription 
drug addicts use doctors like dealers”, which was in The West Australian and was part of a two-page spread on 
the issue by Adrian Beattie on 11 April this year. It quotes me, it quotes Lenette Mullen and it quotes others. 
There is an article on 13 September this year headed “Coroner supports call for drug register”. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: That’s not raising it with me. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: I have raised it with the minister. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: No, you have not. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Why don’t you just listen now, minister? Let’s just draw a line in the sand. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I just want the truth in this place, and I’ve had enough of his insults over the years. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: I have raised it with the minister. Look, why does the minister not care more about the 
52 families — 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Your question to me was the first question you’ve asked in three years. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: Why does the minister not care more about the 52 families who do not have one of their 
loved ones with them tonight than he does about his ego? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: It’s not my ego that it’s about. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: Anybody worth their salt would be on top of this issue. The police raised this issue in a 
media release on 18 November. They also raised it in July. At the time in July there had been 33 reported deaths 
associated with the suspected abuse of prescription drugs. By November there were another 19 and it was up 
to 52 reported deaths. Anybody worth their salt would have been onto it. Anybody on their game would have 
been onto it. The point is that the minister is not up to it and he is not onto it, and everybody in Western 
Australia knows it, and that is why it is so frustrating. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: That was the first question you’d asked in this house in three years, and that’s after The 
Sunday Times expo called you the laziest member in this place. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: Can anybody accuse me in all good faith of not raising this issue in this place on a 
number of occasions? I have raised it at least eight times and on most of those occasions you, as Leader of the 
House, have been in here. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Not with me you haven’t. You tell the truth. You’ve not raised it with me at all. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: If you are away with the fairies, that is not my fault. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: That was the first time. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: I have raised it and the minister has acknowledged it. He has interjected on me at least 
three times, and I can show him where that is. But that is not the issue here and the minister is showing just how 
self-obsessed he is. Fifty-two families this year and maybe 108 families last year do not have loved ones with 
them tonight. The report, according to police, is 160 families in the last 23 months who do not have loved ones 
coming home tonight, and the minister is worried about his ego. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: No, I am not. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: If the minister was on top of his job, he would be on top of this problem. 
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Mr R.F. Johnson: I just want the truth about these things. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: Everybody else knows it is a problem. Everybody else accepts it is a problem, from the 
editor of The West Australian down. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I know it is a problem 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: The Minister for Police is completely and utterly in denial and the other minister, the 
Minister for Health, is off having dinner with his family. I tell you what: there are 52 families that are not having 
dinner with all of their family tonight, not like the Minister for Health who had to leave the chamber to have 
dinner with his family. This is how serious the Minister for Health takes this issue. This government has one 
competent person and he is carrying the rest of the government members—one competent person carrying the 
rest of them and it shows. He cannot be across everything. I have actually raised this issue in the chamber when 
the Premier has been here. But that is a bit too harsh—he should be able to delegate some things to people. But 
look at who he has to delegate them to: a minister that is not up to it and another one that is off to dinner. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: You’re a disgrace. The first question you asked in three years was the one you asked me last 
week. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: The minister cannot be seriously arguing — 

Mr R.F. Johnson: You’ve never brought it up with me. You wrote me a letter when I became the minister 
saying that you wanted to cooperate and you wanted to know my chief of staff and my liaison officer, because 
you wanted to work with me. All you have done since that day is insult me and come out with outrageous 
comments. If you seriously wanted to work with me, you would talk to me in a serious and responsible way. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: What does the minister think this place is? I have raised the issue of prescription drugs in 
Parliament eight times. He is the Leader of the House. He has been in this place most of the time. On at least 
three occasions, he has participated in it by way of interjection. I have said those things because the minister has 
been in here and he has done nothing. I have raised it with him previously and he has done nothing. By 
8 September 2011, I was at the end of my tether, and the majority of the 160 people I have referred to had died. 

I will try to return to the script a little. Hopefully, if the Minister for Health is not off doing something else, he 
might read the transcript of this speech. Perhaps the Minister for Police might sit back and listen. Whether or not 
he likes me, perhaps he might listen to what I have to say and to the concerns of families who have lost loved 
ones. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I have met plenty of those. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: There is a joint responsibility for this issue at a state and federal level. That is absolutely 
clear. It requires cooperation between state and federal authorities. But what it requires is a driver; it needs 
somebody from Western Australia who is prepared to drive this issue. Without a high-profile driver—it has to be 
a minister and preferably a senior minister—it simply will not get into the sorts of forums in which it needs to be 
discussed. We have a major problem in Western Australia. It is recognised by the State Coroner, the president of 
the Pharmacy Guild of Australia and the president of the WA branch of the Australian Medical Association. All 
those people have backed the calls for this sort of approach. It is also a joint responsibility between the Minister 
for Police and the Minister for Health. It is in part the responsibility of the Minister for Police because trading in 
diverted prescription drugs is a criminal offence; in fact, if a person sells or uses schedule 8 drugs without a 
medical prescription, there is a fine of up to $2 000 and the person may receive a prison term of up to two years. 
Anyone convicted of selling or an intent to sell diverted schedule 8 drugs faces a fine of $100 000 or a prison 
term of up to 25 years. That is certainly the case for dexamphetamine, and I think it is the case for all schedule 8 
prescription drugs. Some of them are far more worrying in terms of diversion than dexamphetamine. The 
Minister for Police has a responsibility because the police have highlighted it as an issue in their press releases. 
As I have said, they highlighted in a media release on 18 November. They also highlighted it in a report titled 
“Drug deaths prompt police warning” in The West Australian of 27 July 2011. I would think that the police 
minister would at least be aware of police warnings. If the police are trying to make the community aware with a 
press release dated 18 November entitled “Community Awareness: Illicit Drug Overdose Deaths”, one would 
think that at least the police minister would be aware of it. Hopefully, he is aware now. It is in part his 
responsibility. It is in part the responsibility of the Minister for Health. It is also in part the responsibility of the 
Minister for Mental Health, because the Minister for Mental Health has oversight of the system involved in the 
prescription of psychotropic drugs. Many of the drugs I am talking about are mental health drugs subject to 
diversion. Some of them are painkillers, which would typically fall under the bailiwick of the Minister for 
Health, and some of them are mental health drugs. There is a joint responsibility amongst all three ministers. The 
reason I have framed this motion as criticism of the Minister for Police; Emergency Services and the Minister for 
Health is that they are the ministers I have raised the issue with in this house on many occasions. I am happy to 
outline them. I am happy to drag in that great swag of speeches that I have made in the past. It is a joint 
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responsibility of both those ministers. When were they informed? As I have read out, the Minister for Health was 
informed on 28 May 2009 in the estimates process. The Minister for Health clearly articulated the problem and 
the solution. I then had subsequent discussions with him outside the chamber. I thought he was helping to 
progress the issue. I certainly raised it with him again on 25 May 2011—three days short of two years later. It is 
disappointing to see that somebody I have a bit of respect for has done absolutely nothing on this issue. 

As I have said, I have raised the issue in this house at least eight times and at least three times in the verifiable 
presence of the Minister for Police because there was an exchange during those debates. If somebody in this 
chamber is talking about a serious issue of the diversion of drugs, which comes under the minister’s portfolio, 
one would expect the minister’s ears to prick up. I reckon he should have been aware of it on more than those 
three occasions. We know he is the Leader of the House and he should have been awake to this issue, which I 
have spoken about many times. 

There have been a number of newspaper articles. If by some miracle it was missed and the ministers failed to 
comprehend what was going on from my numerous speeches in the chamber, The West Australian produced a 
report on 11 April 2011 that referred to the death of a mother of seven in Geraldton. This piece by Adrian Beattie 
titled “Prescription drug addicts use doctors like dealers”—that should get the minister’s attention if nothing 
else—states — 

Addiction specialist Dr George O’Neil says he is seeing more and more people addicted to prescription 
drugs. 

“Prescription drug addicts use doctors and pharmacists in the same way as heroin addicts use street 
dealers, … 

It goes on to highlight that seven Western Australian doctors are under investigation for overprescribing 
painkillers. It then quotes me saying — 

“Pharmacists need a database where they can see instantly if someone is getting drugs faster than they 
could ever use them,” … “Those people will be the dealers.” 

It attracted considerable media attention not just in The West. It has been reported many times by Paul Murray, 
the journalist from 6PR, who is absolutely awake to this issue. Then there was the article on 13 September 2011, 
which states — 

State Coroner Alastair Hope has backed calls for a central register to curb abuse of pharmaceutical 
drugs and revealed police were investigating “inappropriate prescription of addictive medications” in 
WA. 

The State Coroner knows about it and he backs it, but apparently the Minister for Police does not. It goes on to 
say — 

Mr Hope wrote last month to Labor MP Martin Whitely and one of his constituents, whose sister-in-law 
died of a drug overdose, outlining his concerns. 

The woman, who is not named for privacy reasons, was addicted to codeine, Valium, dexamphetamines 
and the powerful sedative Stilnox. 

That is a sleeping pill — 

She died last September from an overdose of methadone prescribed for her addiction. 

There was another drug in her system as well. If the minister did not catch any of my speeches, any of the stuff 
on Paul Murray’s program or any of the articles that I have spoken about, perhaps someone in the government 
might have twigged to the editorial in The West Australian of 14 September 2011 entitled “Time for action on 
central register of prescriptions”, which backs my call for a central register of prescriptions in real time so that 
pharmacists will know who is being dispensed prescribed drugs. It deals with the problem. It is a beautiful 
solution because it deals with the problem of doctor shopping without having to strangle it in the doctor’s 
surgery. If there is a bottleneck, people simply cannot get their drug prescriptions filled. The article goes on to 
state — 

The Pharmacy Guild of WA has also spoken out strongly in favour of the idea. 

That was from an editorial in The West. I also wrote an article for The Weekend West of 17 September 2011 
entitled “Tragic script will be repeated”. I said in the article, which was about the death of the mother of seven in 
Geraldton — 

Her autopsy revealed that “methadone was found at fatal levels and promethazine (commonly found in 
fenurgen) was found at toxic levels”. 
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She had previously engaged in prescription and doctor shopping and pharmacy shopping for a range of 
prescription drugs, including Stilnox. As I said, her bother-in-law highlighted this to police and highlighted it to 
Medicare, but nobody would take him seriously. This was about a year before the woman died. 

In the article, I talk about the need for this new system, and I talk about some of the attractions of prescription 
drugs as an alternative to illicit drugs. The first attraction is that they are cheap, usually subsidised by taxpayers 
through the pharmaceutical benefits scheme. Secondly, the fact that they are used for therapeutic purposes can 
lull some people into a false sense of security; they may think that those drugs are inherently safe, because they 
have been prescribed for medical purposes. Thirdly, another real attraction in abusing prescription drugs is that if 
people are caught with heroin or ecstasy, or even marijuana—any illicit drug—on their person, they cannot come 
up with a credible explanation. But if people are caught with packets of Stilnox or packets of dexamphetamine, 
or packets of any of the opiods, they can say they got them for legitimate medical purposes. So, it gives a sort of 
legal protection to abusers, because it is not as easy to prove that they are using those drugs for illicit purposes as 
it would be if they were caught with heroin on their person. 

The article also highlights the fact that earlier in the week, the WA President of the Australian Medical 
Association, David Mountain, made a similar call. I conclude the article by saying — 

Now that the AMA, the Pharmacy Guild and the Coroner have joined the call for simple common-sense 
reform, surely governments must act. 

And we would hope so. But apparently not. 

I turn now to an article written by Colleen Egan on 30 September 2011. The article is headed, “Prescriptions 
probe after boxer’s death”, and it states in part —  

The death of a promising Muay Thai boxer from a methadone and prescription pill overdose is being 
investigated by the WA Coroner and police.  

Former apprentice carpenter Adrian Westlund died in March, two months before his 23rd birthday, from 
a toxic combination including the anti-anxiety drug Xanax and methadone, which is used to treat drug 
addiction. 

The article then quotes the deceased man’s father, and it is quite a disturbing read. It also quotes the State 
Coroner, Mr Hope, as saying — 

“Unfortunately, in recent times this office has become aware of a number of cases of methadone 
overdose,” …  

So, the coroner is absolutely aware of the problem.  

We can argue about how many times I have raised in this chamber the issue of prescription drug abuse. I can tell 
members that it is at least eight times, and I think it is more than that. We can argue about how many times the 
Minister for Police has been involved in interplay with me. I am happy to go back and prove that it is three. But, 
if it is not, if it is two, I still think there is enough evidence out there that the minister should know. The minister 
should be aware of this. The police are aware of it, the coroner is aware of it, everybody under the sun is aware 
of it, except for the minister. Everybody who reads The West Australian is aware of it, everybody who listens to 
Paul Murray’s radio program is aware of it. I do not know whether the minister has media monitors.   

One of the things that I was hoping to get some sort of guidance from the minister on is the number of deaths and 
the nature of those deaths. As I said, the media report says that there have been 66 suspected drug overdoses, 14 
of which are suspected to be heroin-related; and, additionally, during the same period, there have been 52 
reported deaths linked to suspected abuse of prescription–type drugs. I found this press release of 18 November 
somewhat ambiguous, and this was the substance of my question to the minister the other day. The question I 
asked was: does the 66 suspected drug overdoses include the 52 reported deaths linked to suspected abuse of 
prescription drugs, or is the total in fact 66 plus 52? The report that was in the paper yesterday by Daniel 
Emerson I read as meaning that there were 66 deaths, of which 52 were suspected prescription drug–type deaths. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Correct. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: So, I got clarity. The minister said he was going to give the house the information at the 
close of business last Thursday, and that did not happen. I thought the minister would give it to me after question 
time yesterday, and in fact I got up and raised a point of order and invited the minister to give me that 
information, and that did not happen. But apparently Daniel Emerson knows better, and he tells me that 52 of the 
66 deaths are linked to prescription drug abuse.   

What I would like to know is: What is the nature of those deaths? How many of those deaths are attributed as 
intentional, but tragic, suicides, and how many are accidental overdoses? How many of the people who died 
have a history of abusing prescription drugs? How many of them are like the case studies that I read out, and that 
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the media had no trouble getting their hands on? How many of them are like the number of emails that I have 
been sent from family members of deceased, who have outlined their particular circumstances?  

There is also an email, which I am happy to provide to the minister, from Ros Weatherall, senior media liaison 
officer, WA Police, saying that, out of a total of 122 deaths, there were 108 deaths linked to suspected abuse of 
prescription drugs. So, there were 108 prescription drug deaths—this is in 2010—and 14 deaths suspected to be 
heroin-related. This is where the minister has dropped the ball. I think the minister understands the problem of 
heroin abuse. But it is a tiny fraction of the total number of deaths. It is tragic, and it should not happen, and we 
need to be doing something about that. But 14 is nowhere near 108. Even if only half of those are prescription 
drug abusers—although I suspect it is more than that, and the others are intentional suicides—we need to get on 
top of this issue. I have given the minister a very straightforward way of doing that—a way that everybody else 
seems to support. I guess what I would like when I sit down, in terms of clarification about the numbers, is 
information about what makes up the 66 suspected drug overdose deaths this year, and detail about the 52 
prescription drug deaths. I would also like detail about the 108 deaths in 2010 reported to be linked to suspected 
prescription drug abuse. WA Police also said they were unable to provide statistics for 2009. If the minister has 
any statistics about the problem in 2009, I would certainly appreciate that. There are 160 deaths that we need 
information about, and hopefully the minister is about to tell us lots of things about that.   

The other thing I want to discuss with the minister briefly is a process that is currently in train. After I had sort of 
given up on the Minister for Health when he told me to go and “speak to Nicola”, I decided to go through 
Melissa Parke’s office—I thank her office for providing this information, but it did take some weeks, dragging 
into months, to get it back from Canberra—and they told me about a program that is being proposed and is out 
for public comment. That program is called the electronic recording and reporting of controlled drugs initiative, 
and it is part of the Fifth Community Pharmacy Agreement. The electronic recording and reporting of controlled 
drugs initiative is supposed to roll out in July 2012, subject to any necessary legislation. I did not have a lot of 
time to read this information, because it came to me very late in the day, but from reading the public consultation 
paper, it would seem that this initiative will be a two-phased approach. The “Electronic Recording and Reporting 
of Controlled Drugs Consultation Paper” refers to phase 1 and phase 2. The paper states that stage 1 is — 

Establishment of an electronic system to enable nationally consistent recording and reporting of 
Controlled Drugs in all states and territories. This will assist State and Territory Health Departments to 
undertake their current monitoring of Controlled Drugs. Wherever possible this system will be designed 
to interface with any existing State or Territory Health Department monitoring and reporting systems. 
The system will enable real-time, secure reporting of Controlled Drugs within each jurisdiction. It is 
envisaged that the system will be designed with the capacity to allow monitoring of Controlled Drugs 
across states and territories in the future.  

That is somewhat ambiguous, particularly when we look at phase 2, which is headed “Prescriber Real-Time 
Monitoring and Pharmacy Real-Time Monitoring”. It states — 

A real-time electronic decision support tool for prescribers of Controlled Drugs, where the prescriber is 
able to voluntarily access a secure database to view the dispensing history for patients.  

A mandatory, real-time, electronic decision support tool for all community, public hospital and private 
hospital pharmacies when dispensing Controlled Drugs. The system would provide the pharmacist with 
real-time information from a database regarding previous dispensing episodes. 

I am a little confused as to what that means. I will certainly make inquiries but I would hope that those with far 
greater clout than me—those with ministerial status—would also be making inquiries because I am a little 
concerned. It seems like it is a two-step process and we only get to that real-time sharing that actually stops 
dispensing in phase 2 of the process. If that is the case, we need to be very much concerned about that. We need 
to go straight to phase 2.  

It is not enough to say that we are going to wait for the feds to do this. They need to be given a bit of 
encouragement. They need to be given a bit of a kick in the backside to get this thing rolling a lot quicker. If we 
look at the current rates, which is under one a week this year and more than two a week last year, and average 
that rate to about one and a half a week, by the time phase 1 is put in place, we can expect another 60 Western 
Australians to have died from prescription drug abuse over the next seven months. If we multiply that by the 
population of Australia, we could be talking about 600 people. As I said, not all of those deaths will necessarily 
be prevented by this system, but a big slab will be. I am asking for some effort that says this is a cooperative 
process between state and federal government. It needs to be hurried up and it needs to be implemented in one 
screaming rush because people are dying in the absence of this system. It is not just me saying that but also very 
senior people such as the Western Australian coroner, who was joined by the Victorian coroner. Actually, it was 
a separate call because the Victorian coroner had similar experiences. People such as the president of the 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 30 November 2011] 

 p10216b-10230a 
Mr Martin Whitely; Mr Rob Johnson 

 [11] 

Western Australian branch of the Australian Medical Association, Dr David Mountain, are saying the same 
thing. The president of the Western Australian branch of the Pharmacy Guild of Australia, Lenette Mullen, has 
been calling for this sort of commonsense approach to be implemented.  

I will outline what I find so frustrating about the quality of the drug debate—this was a large part of my speech 
that I referred to earlier—that has been led by the Minister for Police in this state. The government tries to outbid 
us by showing that it is tougher on drugs, but it is smart approaches that really work. One of the things that I am 
enormously proud of is the fact that when we smashed child prescribing rates for dexamphetamine because we 
put in place tighter accountability controls, we had a decrease of about 60 per cent to 70 per cent in prescribing 
rates of amphetamines to children. We saw a 51 per cent decrease in the self-reported rates of amphetamine 
abuse in 12 to 17-year-olds. I primarily wanted that change put in place because I did not think it was good for 
the kids being prescribed willy-nilly but it had an additional benefit of preventing the diversion of these drugs. 
This data comes from the Australian secondary school alcohol and drugs survey. The 51 per cent fall happened 
over 2002 to 2008. It happened primarily because we had a robust debate and, secondly, because we put in place 
smart, tighter accountability measures. It is the sort of smart policy that has an effect. We can point to it and say 
there were somewhere between 8 000 and 12 000 fewer kids on prescribed amphetamines in Western Australia 
as a result of that system and there was a massive fall in the number of kids abusing because of the introduction 
of that system. There is more data in that survey that highlights the fact that most of the amphetamine problem 
amongst teenagers in Western Australia was not related to methamphetamine. Eighty-four per cent of the kids 
who abused amphetamines in the past 12 months—this is from the 2005 ASSAD survey when prescription rates 
had already begun to fall—had abused ADHD prescription amphetamines; that is, either Ritalin, which is 
classified for the purposes of reporting as an amphetamine, or dexamphetamine, which is an amphetamine. Most 
of them abused that, not methamphetamine, not the illegal form of amphetamine, although it is worthy of note 
that methamphetamine is an ADHD drug in the United States. This idea that somehow they are different is a bit 
of a myth. Smart policies address drug issues.  

I am very disappointed that the Minister for Health is not here to respond. Frankly, I think he will be the one who 
is most likely to drive it. I asked him about it two and a half years ago. I thought he understood. He seemed to 
indicate that he understood. I had private conversations with him that indicated that he seemed to understand. I 
made approaches to him on a number of occasions. Clearly, he failed to do anything. Nonetheless, the Minister 
for Police is here. I want to hear his response. I want clarity around those 52 reported deaths. I appreciate that 
there would not have been coroner’s reports so we will not have final figures at this stage, although we should 
have them for the 108 deaths in 2010. Maybe it is a case of optimism over experience but I would hope that the 
minister would have those details at his fingertips for the 108 people who were reported in that email in 2010. 
What were the circumstances of the deaths? What drugs were involved? Were they recorded as suicide attempts 
or were they accidental overdoses? That is the sort of information that I expect the minister to have at his 
fingertips. I will sit down and give the minister 15 minutes to provide that information.  

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys — Minister for Police) [6.46 pm]: I want to make it quite clear from the 
outset—I know I speak for the Minister for Health and everybody on this side of the house—that we deeply 
regret the death of any individual, particularly when it is due to the effects of drugs. Whether those drugs are 
illegal drugs or prescription drugs, to me it is just the same. The death of anybody through drugs is very serious 
and a very sad occasion. Some people get addicted; some people take illegal drugs and they die. Some people die 
from prescription drugs. That is equally a very sad affair and one that obviously we as a government regret. The 
Minister for Health will obviously say a lot more about that. The issue of prescription drugs, provided legal 
prescriptions are given, obviously comes under the Minister for Health more than it does the Minister for Police. 
The Minister for Police deals mainly with illegal drugs and the capture of those. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: Doctor shopping is not legal and abusing prescription drugs is not legal.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No, but if we have evidence to deal with that, we will deal with that. We need the 
evidence for that. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: The coroner has said — 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I will come to — 

Ms M.M. Quirk: What offence is it?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I think the member for Bassendean quoted the offence from the book that he had. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: This is the book I quoted from. It refers specifically to dexamphetamine, and I got this from 
state government information. It says that anyone found in possession of or using dexamphetamine without a 
prescription may be fined up to $2 000 and will receive a prison term of up to two years. Anyone convicted of 
selling or intent to sell dexamphetamine illegally may receive a fine of up to $100 000.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: That is without a prescription. That is illegal.  
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Mr M.P. Whitely: People are selling them.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: That is an illegal thing to do, obviously. Those people are breaking the law under the 
Misuse of Drugs Act and they will be charged and, hopefully, convicted. We are talking about prescription 
drugs. I thought the member was saying that these people had these prescriptions from doctor shopping; they 
were getting one lot of prescriptions from one doctor and getting another from somebody else. The inference the 
member has been giving is that he believes they have been overdosing on those drugs. Am I right in saying that?  

Mr M.P. Whitely: Sometimes they overdose on drugs they’ve got themselves; sometimes they buy others; 
sometimes they sell.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Absolutely, but the inference I have drawn is that they are overdosing.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: It is not what I said; it is what the police said. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: It is what the police have said—suspected overdose. They are not confirmed until the 
coroner has carried out his investigations. They are the facts. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: What about the specific case I read out? They’ve been confirmed by the coroner. He has 
written to the police commissioner.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: He has not written to me. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: I presume it is the police commissioner. I quoted in my speech what the coroner said. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Let me just get that straight. The member has been making points. A lot of this is 
something certainly the Minister for Health will be taking up. He regrets that he is not able to be in the chamber. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: He’s having dinner with his family. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: If the minister was here and not me, the member for Bassendean would have left him 15 
minutes maximum to address almost an hour of his speech. Does he think that is reasonable? 

Mr M.P. Whitely: It was about 52 minutes — 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: He will come back afterwards. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: — which is one minute per person who has died. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I think the member’s comments are disgraceful when he puts the blame on members on 
this side.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: I would have left more time. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: He normally puts it on me, and that is okay. Let us get to the truth. The member referred 
to the press release put out by the police media on 18 November. I did not actually see that press release; I was 
on leave. I was not even in the country on that day, so I did not see it. I did not see the article in the paper.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: What about the one in July, then? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Which one? 

Mr M.P. Whitely: A similar press release was put out in July. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I probably saw it in July. But in the first question the member has asked in three years, 
and as usual the way the member asked his question when it has anything to do with me, he asks it in a very 
belligerent way.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: I thought you’d know. I assumed that anyone across their brief would know. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: He should not assume anything, should he? Why does he not ask a question? 

Mr M.P. Whitely: With you, I was wrong. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member is being rude again now. He always does that. I expect that from him. This 
was the first question the member has asked in this Parliament in three years. It was in retaliation, somehow, to 
try to prove he is not the laziest member in this chamber because of what The Sunday Times wrote about him. He 
thought, “I hate that; who can I take it out on?”  

Mr M.P. Whitely: I am not very lazy; there’s a book I wrote, have you actually even finished a whole book; 
have you read a whole book? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Where did the member write it; in this house?  

Mr M.P. Whitely: It has formed a huge part of my parliamentary work.  
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member is here to represent people. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: I do not think anyone seriously accuses me of being a lazy member of Parliament.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The Sunday Times did. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: That’s not the issue here.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member has asked one question in three years. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: The dead people are the issue here. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: He asked one question in three years.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: You being asleep on your watch is the issue here. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: He tries to blame someone else, preferably me, for his misgivings, his inadequacies and 
his laziness, quite frankly. He only ever gets up to spout off and hurl abuse across the chamber. He makes very 
little contribution to this chamber, I have to tell him, and he has misled this chamber. I will quote him and tell 
him when he did it.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: I said it at least eight times and three times to you.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: With me directly?  

Mr M.P. Whitely: Yes.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: With me directly?  

Mr M.P. Whitely: Yes, you were actually involved in an exchange with me. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: He has never ever written to me in relation to — 

Mr M.P. Whitely: I said it in Parliament. I said that I have raised it eight times in Parliament. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: You said you have brought this up with me directly on three occasions. That is an absolute 
misrepresentation of the truth.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: Are you going to provide the data? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member can give me the question he wants answered—it is a detailed one—and I will 
do my best to give him the answer.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: Do you mean you’ve come in here again without the information?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Did the member forewarn me that he wanted to know details from a year ago? 

Mr M.P. Whitely: I asked a question the other day. I reminded you about it yesterday. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No; he did not; he never mentioned the details he wanted for the last year. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: People are dying and all you can worry about is your little ego. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Here we go; here we go; and the member for Bassendean is doing nothing about it at all. 
He has not been making any real contribution.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: You are a joke and everybody in Western Australia knows you’re a joke. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: If the member wanted something to happen, he would act responsibly and talk to the 
Minister for Health, whose portfolio this matter comes under.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: Which I did in estimates in 2009.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member just abused the Minister for Health for not being here. He abuses me all the 
time; that is fine. Let us not get away from the fact that the member for Bassendean has misled this Parliament. 
He did not bring this up with me on any occasion.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: Tomorrow I’ll go through and drag them all out.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The first letter he sent me was to congratulate me on my appointment and he said, “I look 
forward to a positive working relationship with both yourself and your staff.” 

Mr M.P. Whitely: I didn’t realise you were a complete idiot. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: He referred to my chief of staff and my liaison officer and said, “If you wish to contact 
me, blah, blah, blah.” I thought at the time, “That’s fine; that’s a good letter; I hope he’ll work with me.”  

Mr M.P. Whitely: I thought you might be more competent than you are. 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I looked to see what questions the member has asked on notice. I have to tell him that I 
cannot find any.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: Let’s assume I’m evil and hopeless; I agree; I’m evil and hopeless. Let’s get past that and 
you can tell me the details. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I cannot find any. The question he asked the other day was the first one in three years.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: I’m evil, lazy and hopeless—done. What about the 52 people who died? Let’s get onto them. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Yes, he is hopeless, certainly; I am happy to say that. Did he ever write to me about any of 
them? No, he did not. I went through my Total and Information Records Management program to find out 
whether the member for Bassendean had brought it to my attention. I was concerned that if he had brought 
something as serious as this to my attention and I had done nothing —  

Mr M.P. Whitely: You’re in the Parliament. You’re the Leader of the House.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member did not say that. He said he has brought it up about six times, I think it was, 
and at least three times, if not five times, directly with me—directly with me. What does the member think 
people assumed by that; that he moved a motion; asked a question of me or even spoke to me in the corridor 
about those issues? None of that happened, so he did nothing.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: No; I’m lazy. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: He should apologise for misleading the Parliament. He should find them; he will have a 
job. I have had my people going through the whole of Hansard to try to find out where he had directly brought 
up the issues with me rather than mentioning it in Parliament in the hope I might be sitting in my chair and could 
hear what he had to say. That is what he obviously relied on. Is that not stretching the truth just a little? 

Mr M.P. Whitely: What about 26 May?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member should be honest with himself and with the Parliament and not mislead it.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: We’ve agreed I’m evil and lazy, what about the 52 people who died?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Yes, that was absolutely tragic.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: What did they die of? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am saying that I will look into that and I will do whatever I can, because this has to be 
done nationally. We already track certain drugs that are components for illicit drugs in clandestine labs. It is 
called Project STOP. Is the member for Bassendean aware of that? There are 551 pharmacies in WA, 36 of 
which are not currently registered, so 93.5 per cent are compliant in using Project STOP to record 
pseudoephedrine sales.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: Yes, but the problem is broader than pseudoephedrine. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I know it is. We are doing it on pseudoephedrine because that is the component people are 
getting through pharmacy shopping to make illicit drugs in clandestine laboratories. That is what is being put in 
place at the moment, and we have been concentrating on that. Do not say that we have been doing nothing.  

Ms M.M. Quirk: Minister, is there any capacity to broaden out STOP? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: There may well be, and if we can, we will, of course, do that.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: As evil, lazy me suggested years ago, but anyway, go on! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: He is such a charmer! He has a very black soul, I have to say. He says very little good 
about anyone.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: I do. I actually quite like the Minister for Health, but I’m disappointed in the Minister for 
Health. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: From the comments the member for Bassendean has made tonight, one would not think 
so.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: I am very disappointed in him; he has sat on his hands and done nothing. He deserves a slap. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: He will listen; he will read — 

Mr M.P. Whitely: You’re not up to it; that’s the truth. Everyone in Western Australia knows you are not up to 
this job. 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON: And the member for Bassendean is lazy; he is bone idle, and he has made no contribution 
in this house for the past three years. He has made about five speeches. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: Five speeches? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: A lot of it has been about ADHD and I accept that is a very serious issue. I thought, “I 
commend you for that, because you’ve taken that issue very seriously.” It is a serious issue. But then he starts 
going into other areas and starts insulting and maligning members on this side of the house, particularly me, but I 
have got broad shoulders. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: You’re the issue, here! Don’t worry about the 52 people who died this year or 108 last year! 
You’re the issue! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I worry about everyone who dies; I hate to see anyone die prematurely.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: You’re just not up to this, honestly. You are not smart enough. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Here we go, “You’re not up to this.” These are the responsible words from the member 
opposite. The member who asked his first question in three years—the question he asked me the other day. His 
constituents have every right to ask: “What have you been doing for three years; why don’t you ever ask any 
questions?”  

Mr M.P. Whitely: How long is it going to take you to answer it? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Do the members’ constituents not ever bring questions to him and ask: “Can’t you ask this 
in Parliament; can’t you find out about this?” 

Mr M.P. Whitely: I’m a shrinking violet; what was it last Monday? Oh—front page of The Australian and page 
5 of The West Australian.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: He has one question; he never asked it. When his party was in government he asked 
question after question. I have never seen such a string of dorothy dixers. But, hang on a minute, he did not write 
those did he? His ministers did. He was a prolific dorothy dix questioner, I have to tell members. I have looked 
at the list; it is a huge number. He asked anything and everything. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: This is what you have researched. You have researched my questions, and you’ve got that 
wrong. You haven’t bothered to find out about the 52 people who died. “Oh, let’s put all our efforts into finding 
out how many questions the member for Bassendean’s asked; let’s not worry about the 52 people who are dead.” 
How many more will die before you get the chop? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: This is the sort of person who is asking the question tonight. Quite frankly, this man is a 
disgrace; he is a lazy disgrace and we are doing a lot more on this side of the house than he ever did on his side 
of the house —  

Mr M.P. Whitely: Rubbish! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: — trying to keep people alive and away from drugs—yes, predominantly illicit drugs, but 
if we can do the same with prescription drugs, we will do that. We will do a lot more than the member for 
Bassendean will ever do.  

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
 


