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MEMBER FOR FORRESTFIELD — FREEDOM OF INFORMATION DOCUMENTS — TABLING 
Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [2.48 pm] — without notice: I move — 

That so much of the standing orders be suspended as is necessary to allow the member for Cannington 
to move the following motion forthwith — 

That the house directs — 

(1) the member for Forrestfield to deliver to the Clerk by 19 March 2015 — 

(a) the documents referred to by the member in his speech on 24 February 2015 
during the second reading debate on the Criminal Law Amendment (Home 
Burglary and Other Offences) Bill 2014, which he said he obtained under 
freedom of information; 

(b) a copy of the application or applications he made to obtain the documents 
under freedom of information; and 

(c) a copy of the response or responses and any decision by the relevant agency 
or agencies with respect to the application or applications under freedom of 
information; and 

(2) that any documents received by the Clerk from the member for Forrestfield as a result 
of the house’s direction above be deemed tabled in the house. 

I have moved this motion because of the unusual circumstances of the behaviour of the member for Forrestfield. 
In considering whether we should suspend standing orders, we need to consider the unusual behaviour at the 
time. Normally, when a member quotes from a document, they name the document and perhaps give the date of 
the document, and they provide it to people. They name the document and the date so that people know that they 
are telling the truth. Unfortunately, the member for Forrestfield would not name the document that he had in his 
hand, he would not name its date, and he would not provide it to any person. In considering whether we should 
suspend standing orders, I will note the words of the member for Forrestfield. He said — 

… the wannabe police minister presided over this disgraceful document … 

The member for Midland, who is the person the member for Forrestfield is accusing of having presided over this 
“disgraceful document”, assures me that she had at no time been responsible for any submission containing the 
matters that the member for Forrestfield spoke of. In considering whether we should suspend standing orders, it 
would appear that the member cannot justify the claims he made. This house needs to protect its privileges to 
ensure that its privileges are used appropriately. I remind members, in considering whether we should suspend 
standing orders, that in the last Parliament a similar issue arose. In fact, it arose in respect of my behaviour. What 
did I do at the time? Firstly, I provided to the chamber the documents that I was relating to. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Swan Hills, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Also, Mr Speaker, as you would remember, when the government moved a suspension 
of standing orders to consider the matters that were related to me, I supported the suspension of standing orders, 
and when the motion was put forward by the government to refer my behaviour to the Procedure and Privileges 
Committee, I spoke in favour of the referral and voted for it. If the house is minded to suspend standing orders, 
this matter would not refer the member to the Procedure and Privileges Committee. 

Standing Orders Suspension — Amendment to Motion 
MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Leader of the House) [2.53 pm]: There is no way that the government will 
support the substantive motion but, to allow for debate, we will agree to 15 minutes for each side. I therefore 
move — 

To insert after “forthwith” — 

, subject to the debate being limited to 15 minutes for government members and 15 minutes for 
non-government members 

Amendment put and passed. 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion, as Amended 

Question put and passed with an absolute majority. 
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Motion 
MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [2.54 pm]: I now move — 

That this house directs — 

(1) the member for Forrestfield to deliver to the Clerk by 19 March 2015 — 

(a) the documents referred to by the member in his speech on 24 February 2015 during 
the second reading debate on the Criminal Law Amendment (Home Burglary and 
Other Offences) Bill 2014, which he said he obtained under freedom of information; 

(b) a copy of the application or applications he made to obtain the documents under 
freedom of information; and 

(c) a copy of the response or responses and any decision by the relevant agency or 
agencies with respect to the application or applications under freedom of information; 
and 

(2) that any documents received by the Clerk from the member for Forrestfield as a result of the 
house’s direction above be deemed tabled in the house. 

On 24 February 2015, the member for Forrestfield made an outrageous speech to the house in which he made 
false allegations about the Labor Party. He said that he was quoting from a cabinet submission that he had 
obtained under freedom of information. He said that this “disgraceful document”, to use his words, had been 
presided over by the member for Midland. The member for Forrestfield needs to be able to substantiate that 
allegation, and the easiest and, in fact, the only way that he can do that is to provide the document to the chamber 
so that every person in Western Australia will be able to see the basis of the claim that he has made. We will be 
able to see whether he was abusing the privileges — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Joondalup, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: We will be able to see whether the member was abusing the privileges of this house. 
We are not saying that he was abusing the privileges of the house, but we need to determine whether he had 
a basis for the claims that he made. Any proper reading of his contribution will demonstrate that he was making 
outrageous allegations against the Labor Party, particularly the member for Midland. He needs to be in a position 
to demonstrate the veracity of his claims, and the way he does that is to provide the document to the people of 
Western Australia through the Clerk of the Parliament. We are not seeking to have the member sanctioned in any 
way. All we are asking him to do is to show us the document. 

It is very unusual that words from a document are included in Hansard when no-one knows what the document 
itself is. Otherwise, a member could leave the chamber, type out a document, walk back into the chamber, quote 
from the document they have created, claim it to be something that it is not, and, because the document is then 
provided to Hansard, it is shown to appear to be quoted from a document, even though the member themselves 
created the document. It is not the job of Hansard to decide whether the document is original or whatever. We 
must therefore have proper standards in this chamber. If a member quotes from a document, that document needs 
to be able to be identified by the chamber itself; otherwise, we are opening the chamber to abuse of privilege. 
A member could create something that does not exist, walk into the chamber, make a claim about the document, 
speak on the document, and give the document to Hansard so that it is included in the Hansard record, yet the 
document only ever existed in the member’s own hand. That cannot be allowed to be the practice of this house. 
We must have standards. We must have protection of the great privileges of this chamber. This chamber is given 
extensive privileges because we need to be able to act without fear of consequences beyond the chamber. It is 
very essential that we protect the privileges of the Parliament. That is a protection of the people of this state. In 
the last Parliament, I used that very right in respect of a matter in the electorate of the member for Collie–
Preston, when I was able to say things about a person in his electorate that I would not have been able to say 
outside the chamber. It is an important privilege, but it needs to be used in a proper manner. The proper manner 
is that, when a member quotes from a document, they name the document and provide the date, and, if 
challenged, provide the document as well. It is clear that this document was not a cabinet submission of the 
member for Midland, yet that is exactly the claim that is made. I read again the words of the member for 
Forrestfield — 

… the wannabe police minister presided over this disgraceful document … 
That was the allegation made by the member for Forrestfield. The member for Forrestfield needs to be able to 
come to the chamber and provide to us this document that he says he obtained under freedom of information, so 
that we can look at the context of the words that he quoted. It may be that he was quoting specific words that 
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were in the document, but that is not the question. The question is: what was the context and was it in fact 
a cabinet submission that the member was quoting from? Perhaps—I can only speculate, because I have not seen 
the document the member has quoted from—it was an attachment to a cabinet submission.  

An attachment is not a cabinet submission; it is an attachment to a cabinet submission. Did the member himself 
obtain the document through freedom of information, or did somebody else? That is the challenge I made to the 
member on 24 February. Was it somebody else’s FOI application that was then given to the member for use in 
the chamber. We need to know these facts because the member cannot come in in this way and use the privilege 
of Parliament. As I say, it is very important that we allow privilege; it is a very, very essential part of the 
functioning of Parliament, but that puts obligations on us to act in a particular way. One of those obligations is 
that we are honest at all times. If the member can justify what he said, let him do it. No-one is condemning him 
at this point. Let him give us these documents. This is not an unusual request. I do not understand why the 
member did not provide a copy of the document to the opposition on 24 February 2015, because that would have 
then put the matter beyond any discussion. The only reason we are dealing with this matter today is that the 
member has behaved in such a way that we have not been able to verify any of the comments he made in the 
chamber, and there are many comments I can go to. 

There were claims that the Labor Party was releasing prisoners from jail. That is an interesting issue. I asked my 
research officer to examine a number of pieces of legislation that were amended in 2003 that related to people 
going to jail to see whether any of those amendments were reversed in either the last Parliament or the current 
one and we were unable to find any act of Parliament that reverses those decisions. If the member was discussing 
amendments to legislation in 2003—I do not know—when he said the Labor Party was releasing people from 
jail, so is the current government. The current government is doing exactly what the former government did. Any 
criticism made of the Labor government is a criticism of the Liberal government. It is easy and cheap for 
a member to come in here, hide what he is doing and make false and misleading allegations, if he is not prepared 
to provide the evidence to back up his allegations. It is very easy to do that. The member made it clear that he 
was quoting from a cabinet submission. He did not say he was quoting from attachments to a cabinet submission. 
He also said in this place on 24 February — 

… behind the closed doors of cabinet, their true colours come out, and now, 10 years later, we can see it 
in black and white. It is a disgrace. 

Let us see it in black and white. That is all we are asking. All we ask the member to do is exactly what he said he 
wanted to do in his own speech on 24 February 2015. There can be no reason to vote against this motion. There 
is no sanction on the member. There is no condemnation in this motion; it simply asks him, to use the vernacular, 
to put up or shut up. That is all that is being asked in this motion. 

MR N.W. MORTON (Forrestfield) [3.04 pm]: I rise to make some brief comments in relation to this motion 
before the house today. I just want to ask the member for Cannington: If I do have these documents and if I did 
obtain them under freedom of information in accordance with how things should be done, is he going to resign? 
Is he going to apologise? 

Mr J.M. Francis: Put up or shut up, to use the vernacular! 

Mr N.W. MORTON: Exactly! 

The SPEAKER: Minister! 

Mr N.W. MORTON: I am flattered that the member for Cannington has wasted so much time inquiring about 
what I get up to, the research I do and the research I did before the speech I gave on 24 February. I am happy to 
go into detail about that speech because from my point of view it makes for interesting reading. I recently 
received from the member for Cannington a copy of the letter he sent to the Information Commissioner 
requesting documents through FOI on all of my FOI requests. I understand he has paid his $30 and the 
documents will come to him in due course. I hope he enjoys the reading when it arrives, as there was a stack of 
papers! 

In the spirit of goodwill, I have a letter acknowledging the freedom of information application I made. It is dated 
3 February 2014 and addressed to Mr Nathan Morton—that would be me. It details some of the submissions 
I asked for. I will just go through some because I think they make for interesting reading. The letter starts — 

Thank you for your application under the Freedom of Information Act 1992 (FOI Act) — 

Apparently the member for Cannington is the only person who can use FOI in this place, but I will get to your 
terminology in a minute, too, champ! 

The first dot point of the letter reads — 

• All Cabinet Minutes — 
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Point of Order 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I think the member used the phrase “I will get to you, too, champ”. Only yesterday, 
Mr Speaker, you advised one of our members, the member for Victoria Park, that he needed to refer to people in 
this house by their electorates. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Forrestfield, can you please refer to members by their electorate and not as 
“champ”. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr N.W. MORTON: Thank you, Mr Speaker, for your guidance. I note the member for Cannington’s face 
going red, so I will refer to him as the member for Cannington and not “champ”. I do apologise to the house. 

Getting back to the first dot point in the letter — 

Mr P. Papalia: What are you reading? 

Mr N.W. MORTON: I am happy to lay it on the table, member for Warnbro. I will get to that. This is my 
contribution—you can zip it. 
The first dot points reads — 

• All Cabinet Minutes relating to the strategy for reducing the rate and cost of imprisonment … 
That was the document I referred to in my speech on 24 February. The next dot points reads — 

• All Cabinet Minutes relating to voluntary severance proposal … 
That is for the old Department of Conservation and Land Management officers. The next dot points reads — 

• All Cabinet Minutes relating to withdrawal of government services from regional areas … 
Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen! 

Mr N.W. MORTON: Once the documents arrived, they certainly made for some interesting reading. I am 
happy to lay the document on the table. Referring to the motion, it was moved by a member who has been in this 
place for many more years than I have, yet in his own motion to suspend standing orders he asked me to table the 
documents. I am flattered once again, member, but I am not a minister of the Crown, so I cannot table 
a document in this house, but in the spirit of goodwill I will lay it on the table. 

[The paper was tabled for the information of members.] 

Mr N.W. MORTON: I think the point has been made. The documents were obtained correctly. The documents 
were obtained by me. The letter of acknowledgement shows that. If the member for Cannington had asked me 
nicely, perhaps I would have provided the documents in detail, but because he could not, because he slurs my 
character in this place, he can wait. I am glad that he wasted $30 of his electorate allowance to ask for documents 
that I obtained readily and freely under freedom of information. I think I have made my point. There is no case to 
answer here. This is a ridiculous motion. I do not want to waste the time of Western Australian taxpayers in this 
place any further. 

Point of Order 
Mr P.T. MILES: Mr Speaker — 
Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Mandurah! 
Mr P.T. MILES: Our side of the house listened intently to the member for Cannington, his allegations and the 
reason for the suspension of standing orders. We are not getting the same cooperation from the Labor Party on 
this matter and I ask that you call them to order, Mr Speaker, so I can hear the member for Forrestfield in silence. 
The SPEAKER: Members of the Labor Party, I call you to order! 

Debate Resumed 
Mr N.W. MORTON: Thank you, Mr Speaker. That may mean a couple need to be ejected! 

Moving on, the point has been made. I do not want to waste the people’s time any further on this matter. 
The motion before the house is ridiculous. It is scurrilous and it is typical of the member for Cannington, who 
thinks that everyone but him is involved in a conspiracy. If it were left to the member for Cannington, I probably 
faked the moon landing and I probably have Elvis locked in the Liberal Party room! Here it is before the 
house—and you can wait, member for Cannington. 
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MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [3.09 pm]: I would like to make an observation. It appears that the 
government is not prepared to answer the questions we have raised. For the benefit of the member for 
Forrestfield, I point out that if he reads the resolution, it does not ask him to table any documents; it asks him to 
give the documents to the Clerk. I will read paragraph (2) again, because he has not read it. It reads — 

that any documents received by the Clerk from the member for Forrestfield as a result of the house’s 
direction above, be deemed tabled in the house. 

I was very fortunate to have the benefit of the advice of the Clerks when I was preparing my resolution. 
I understand that a backbench member of Parliament cannot table papers, which is why the resolution is 
specifically couched in the particular form that it is. That was to facilitate — 

Mr N.W. Morton interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Forrestfield, I call you to order for the second time. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: We know that ordinary members cannot table documents, but we want these documents 
as part of the permanent record of the Parliament. A backbench MP putting a document on the table is not 
including it in the permanent record of the Parliament. The only way that he can do that is to have the second 
part of this resolution carried. I also point out — 
Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Premier, I do not need any assistance from you. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Further, I also point out that we are actually after the cabinet submission that the 
member for Forrestfield claims to have; he says that this is a cabinet submission of the member for Midland. 
That is the nub of the issue. As far as I am aware, and as far as the member for Midland is aware, the member for 
Forrestfield is not quoting from a cabinet submission of the member for Midland. If he has a document, he 
should provide it to us. He has provided only one part of what we have requested and is continuing to hide the 
balance. We are not making an allegation; we have to ask: why is he hiding the document? Is it because the 
cabinet submission is not a cabinet submission of the member for Midland? Let us understand this. If the 
member for Forrestfield has a cabinet submission from anyone other than the member for Midland, he has 
misled the house, and perhaps even deliberately misled the house. That is an important issue that we will only be 
able to determine — 

Withdrawal of Remark 
The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, you cannot accuse someone of deliberately misleading the house. 
Member for Forrestfield, if you call out again I am going to call you to order for the third time, and if you do it 
again after that, you will be out. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I withdraw that the member for Forrestfield misled the house deliberately. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: He may have misled the house; we will only know that when we have seen the 
document. Why is it that the member for Forrestfield has not provided the document in question, which he said 
he quoted from? What is the reason? He has already spoken in this debate, flamboyantly as he usually does, but 
he has not shown us what the document is. It is true that during the debate I made a proverbial bet, and my 
proverbial bet was wrong. I made a proverbial bet that the member for Forrestfield had not made the application; 
I thought somebody else might have. That is fine; I got that wrong. Now I would like to see the documents that 
the member referred to in the paper he has laid on the table. Why is it that he will not — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Premier, I call you to order for the second time. Member for Carine, I call you to order for the 
first time. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Why is it that he is not prepared to provide the truth to the chamber? What is it that he is 
afraid of? Why is it that the member will not provide the cabinet submission? 
Mr J. Norberger interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Joondalup, I call you to order for the second time. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Fundamentally, this is about respect for the Parliament. We have an obligation in this 
chamber. 
Mr F.A. Alban interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Swan Hills, I call you to order for the second time. 
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Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The second-raters who do not understand their obligations in this place are deeply 
troubling for the future of the Parliament. This Parliament must be treated with respect, and today that has not 
happened. We have not had respect. The fundamental issue here is: let us see the cabinet submission that the 
member quoted from, because if he does not table it, he must have a reason for hiding it, and we do not know 
why. I will bet members why he is hiding it: because it is not a cabinet submission from the member for 
Midland, and that is the allegation the member for Forrestfield made. He said that this was a document presided 
over by the member for Midland, and that is what we need to substantiate. How did he make that allegation? 
As he has tabled one document, let us see the rest. Let us see the member for Forrestfield prove the allegation he 
made about the member for Midland. 

Division 
Question put and a division taken with the following result — 

Ayes (14) 

Mr R.H. Cook Mr D.J. Kelly Ms M.M. Quirk Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Ms J. Farrer Mr M. McGowan Mrs M.H. Roberts Ms S.F. McGurk (Teller) 
Ms J.M. Freeman Mr P. Papalia Ms R. Saffioti  
Mr W.J. Johnston Mr J.R. Quigley Mr P.C. Tinley  

Noes (30) 

Mr P. Abetz Ms W.M. Duncan Dr G.G. Jacobs Mr D.C. Nalder 
Mr F.A. Alban Ms E. Evangel Mr S.K. L’Estrange Mr J. Norberger 
Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.M. Francis Mr W.R. Marmion Mr A.J. Simpson 
Mr I.C. Blayney Mrs G.J. Godfrey Mr J.E. McGrath Mr M.H. Taylor 
Mr I.M. Britza Dr K.D. Hames Mr P.T. Miles Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr M.J. Cowper Mrs L.M. Harvey Ms A.R. Mitchell Mr A. Krsticevic (Teller) 
Ms M.J. Davies Mr C.D. Hatton Mr N.W. Morton  
Mr J.H.D. Day Mr A.P. Jacob Dr M.D. Nahan  

            
Pairs 

 Mr C.J. Tallentire Ms L. Mettam 
 Dr A.D. Buti Mr D.T. Redman 
 Mr F.M. Logan Mr R.S. Love 
 Mr M.P. Murray Mr G.M. Castrilli 
 Mr D.A. Templeman Mr V.A. Catania 
 Mr P.B. Watson Mr B.J. Grylls 
Question thus negatived.  
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