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MICKELBERG CASE, MINISTER FOR HEALTH 

1090. Ms SUE WALKER to the Attorney General:  

I refer to the joint judgment of Chief Justice Malcolm and Justices Ipp and Wheeler in the 1998 court of criminal 
appeal case of Peter Mickelberg v the Queen, which states -   

At the time of the trial there was no issue, based on the evidence of the kind now before this Court, that 
the notes had been fabricated.  It was only after the experts had provided their reports that the evidence 
of Kucera on this question became important.   

Will the Attorney General concede that but for the evidence of the then assistant police commissioner Kucera 
and Mrs Holt, Peter Mickleberg’s evidence that he had been beaten and that no notes of interview had been taken 
may well have been accepted?  

Mr McGINTY replied: 
I move immediately from the hypothetical question the member posed to a very practical one.  Does the member 
support her leader who told an untruth to the people of Western Australia yesterday when he said that a member 
of Cabinet by clear fact was present during the interview when a prisoner was bashed?  Does the member 
support her leader in saying that?  I give the member a pat on the back for being honest.  Nobody could possibly 
support the Leader of the Opposition with that false and scurrilous statement that he made on the Channel 10 
news last night.  It was disgraceful and was designed for nothing other than a base political purpose.  If people 
are prepared to tell defamatory untruths to the broader public, they deserve to be condemned for it.  I 
congratulate all the Liberals sitting opposite who today refused to back their leader, because he was 100 per cent 
in the wrong.   
A government member interjected 
Mr McGINTY:  We are not proposing to take away that right yet.  Today the Mickelbergs held a press 
conference.  At that conference they asked whether the Government would be prepared to provide a reward for 
corrupt police officers who come forward to now tell their story.  This Government is not in the business of 
providing financial rewards to corrupt police officers or anyone else who is corrupt in order to come forward and 
tell their story.  We will not be part of providing money to people to buy their stories.  
The SPEAKER:  I am sure a lot of thought has gone into questions in relation to this matter; however, it is 
important to restate that opinions or legal opinions should not be sought or asked of the Attorney General, nor 
should he be asked to comment on what a judge might or might not have thought was inappropriate.  Questions 
within the Attorney General’s department and scope of interest are, of course, allowed.  I am sure that a lot of 
thought has gone into these questions, but I ask members to bear that in mind.   
 


