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MR JEFF PALMER, COMPENSATION 
Statement 

HON JOHN FISCHER (Mining and Pastoral) [5.50 pm]:  I asked a question of the Premier during question 
time yesterday about the intent of an ex gratia payment to Carnarvon fisherman Jeffrey Palmer.  Unfortunately, 
as is usually the case with the answer provided, it was typically wishy-washy, as is the Premier who directed it.  I 
can assure the Premier that I did not have my tongue in my cheek, as he surmised, and the fact that he thought 
that that was the case is a good indication of the shallowness of his inception.  However, I wish to make some 
comments about the High Court’s decision and the effects of this case.   
I have no doubt that honest and fair-minded Australians would regard the decision of the High Court figuratively 
correct but totally lacking in commonsense.  This case exposes the perverted thinking of a morally corrupt 
Government.  Although recent cases expose the Government’s reluctance to be accountable, the Attorney 
General and the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries must at least be guilty of lacking commonsense 
and what could certainly been described as fair play or decency in this case.  The denial of justice to Jeffrey 
Palmer has been well documented by the Supreme Court decision and the many editorials and backup news 
items that have been published over the past four years.  Quite frankly, none of these do any credit to this 
Government. 
Several other issues arise from this distressing case to which I wish to bring attention.  I would like to know what 
happened to the fishery officer who watched Jeffrey Palmer place his craypots in the prohibited area?  I would 
like to know whether this person is still in a position of authority with the Department of Fisheries or whether he 
has been promoted?  This officer watched the action being taken, indeed as Jeffrey Palmer waved to him, and 
therefore I question his moral integrity and fitness to be in a position of authority.  The circumstances that took 
place were virtual entrapment, and to conclude that Jeffrey Palmer made any mistake other than that of fact is 
incomprehensible.  I shall forewarn the minister that I intend to ask the Commissioner for Public Sector 
Standards to investigate this incident and to inquire whether the Department of Fisheries has any other 
complaints resulting from officious authoritarians trying to impede and entrap unsuspecting citizens or whether 
this was an unfortunate one-off - a monumental lack of commonsense!  I shall also inquire whether the 
Department of Fisheries is now capable of exhibiting the correct advice to those people who, through their desire 
to remain lawful, approach the department with trepidation for advice.  I would like to know what we are paying 
these people when they get it wrong, and are they accountable for the mistakes they have made?  The opinion 
expressed in The West Australian editorial of 18 June this year that no minister has had the gumption or the 
decency to stand up for the individual in the face of an obdurate and overbearing bureaucracy, hands very little 
credit to those involved.  Regardless of protests from this Government, this view is enhanced by the comments 
of Professor Greg Craven reported in The West Australian on Friday 18 June as follows -   

“A citizen has been misadvised and paid a significant penalty and that is a very distressing situation,” 
he said.  “I would not say he is a scapegoat, but he is a victim and Fisheries should be blamed for that.”   

Unfortunately, I see no accountability at all, but, as I said, I intend to check up on it.  As I have mentioned, it is 
my view that fisheries should be investigated for its actions in this case and whether the Commissioner for 
Public Sector Standards has the teeth to look into it or, for that matter, the willingness remains to be seen.   
The other issue I raised in yesterday’s question time that the Premier appeared unable to perceive was that of 
responsibility and the moral ability to accept its position.  Jeffrey Palmer has had at least five years of his life 
turned upside down and destroyed because he accepted as correct the advice proffered by the Department of 
Fisheries after approaching it three times to try to obtain it.  The High Court has ruled that incorrect advice is not 
an excuse and that what occurred was a mistake of law and not a fact.  On that basis, therefore, surely the recent 
protestations of innocence by the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, Michelle Roberts, should be 
treated with the contempt and disdain that they deserve.  Her excuse for lack of responsibility for the recent 
prison escapes from the central court building were based on the claim that her department had not given her the 
correct advice and that she had not been informed of reports detailing the inadequacies of the prison guard 
system; therefore, she could not be held responsible and should not need to resign.  That is the complete opposite 
of the position forced through by Jim McGinty in Jeff Palmer’s case.  Quite clearly, this Government accepts one 
set of accountability rules for itself, and it thumbs its nose at any necessity to be held responsible.  Although 
coming under the same set of rules, this Government destroys the lives of citizens as and when it suits.  This 
episode clearly indicates that the Gallop Government has let down the people of this State by abrogating its 
responsibility to ensure the operation of a fair and just judicial system.  I certainly hope a lot of voters remember 
that when we come to the next election.   
 


