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APPOINTMENT OF MR PETER CONRAN — CENSURE OF PREMIER 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont — Leader of the Opposition) [10.23 am] — without notice: I move —  

That so much of the standing orders be suspended —  

The SPEAKER: Is the Leader of the Opposition speaking to the PPC report? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: No.  

The SPEAKER: Do other members wish to speak to the report. Given there is no-one, the Leader of the 
Opposition has the call. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: Thank you Mr Speaker, I appreciate that. I move —  

That so much of the standing orders be suspended as is necessary to enable consideration forthwith of 
the following motion — 

That this house censures the Premier for misleading the house in relation to the appointment of 
Mr Peter Conran and in particular in relation to his knowledge of the composition of the 
selection panel that appointed him. 

I am prepared to argue why a suspension of standing orders is necessary in this circumstance. I do understand 
that there might be acceptance from the government that this motion can be debated, and I seek some guidance 
from the Leader of the House whether he wishes me to argue for the suspension or whether we can deal straight 
away with the substantive motion.  

The SPEAKER: Before the Leader of the Opposition continues, he will need to deliver a signed copy of the 
motion to the Clerk. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: On the understanding that the government will allow the suspension of standing orders, it 
will not be necessary for me to advance my argument on the substantive motion.  

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys — Leader of the House) [10.25 am]: The government is happy to give the 
opposition the opportunity to debate the issue it wants to suspend standing orders for. However, I will seek to 
amend the motion, in the same way members opposite did when they were in government. In accepting that 
amendment, the opposition will get two bites of the cherry: the equivalent of two matters of public interest. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: We won’t oppose that amendment.  

Amendment to Motion 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I move — 

To insert after “motion” —  

and the debate proceed in accordance with the time limits of a matter of public interest 

That means that each side will be allocated half an hour to speak. 

Amendment put and passed.  

Motion, as Amended 

Question put and passed with an absolute majority. 

Motion 

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont — Leader of the Opposition) [10.26 am]: I move — 

That this house censures the Premier for misleading the house in relation to the appointment of Mr Peter 
Conran and in particular in relation to his knowledge of the composition of the selection panel that 
appointed him.  

Parliament is the centrepiece of our system of accountability. It is the Parliament’s job, firstly — 

Point of Order 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The clock is showing 60 minutes. This debate is being run as an MPI so each side should 
be allowed 30 minutes. 

Debate Resumed 
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Mr E.S. RIPPER: Parliament is the centrepiece of our system of accountability; we know that. It is the 
Parliament’s job to hold the executive accountable. It has been confirmed to us by a royal commission report on 
accountability in Western Australia. Telling the truth in Parliament is absolutely essential for Parliament to play 
its role in holding the executive accountable. We also value very much the institution of Parliamentary privilege. 
Parliamentary privilege, the right for members to raise issues without fear or favour in this house, is put at risk if 
people use that privilege to mislead the house, whether it be through incompetence or recklessness or whether it 
be deliberate. It is particularly important that these rules be adhered to, in fact championed, by the Premier. The 
Premier is the most prominent member of this house. The Premier is the person the public most recognise as a 
member of Parliament. The Premier is the standard setter for government ministers and for his backbench. When 
there is an issue of the Premier misleading the house, that issue needs to be handled with the utmost seriousness 
and urgency.  

I want to remind people very quickly what we are dealing with here. We are dealing with a political appointment 
to a very senior public service position; namely, that of Director General of the Department of the Premier and 
Cabinet. We are dealing with an appointment of a person, Peter Conran, who, on the evidence of his own 
curriculum vitae on the internet, has served in three federal electoral campaigns for the Liberal Party at Liberal 
Party headquarters working on policy matters. He has served also as the cabinet secretary to John Howard. The 
Premier has tried to pretend that that is some sort of public service position; that he is just a public servant. I ask 
the Premier: if that is the case, why is Deidre Willmott, his chief of staff, the cabinet secretary to the cabinet of 
Western Australia? Why has he abandoned the practice of the Gallop and Carpenter governments of having an 
independent public servant as cabinet secretary? The Premier has shown by the appointment of Deidre Willmott 
as cabinet secretary that he regards that position as a political position. That was the position that Peter Conran 
occupied with John Howard and, before that, he was explicitly an adviser to John Howard in his office. I would 
be interested to know whether Mr Conran worked for a Labor government at any level of seniority. It would be 
interesting to have an answer to that question. However, there are two more important questions; firstly, Mr 
Conran’s appointment and, secondly, the propriety of the process and his appointment. That goes directly to the 
composition of the panel, to any influence that might have been exercised by the Premier or his chief of staff on 
the composition of the panel, and to the knowledge of the Premier and chief of staff of the composition of that 
panel.  

Quite frankly, Western Australians would find it very difficult to believe that it was an accident that the panel 
comprised a former leader of the parliamentary Liberal Party, a former chief of staff to a Liberal Party minister, 
and a former office-holder in the extra-parliamentary Liberal Party who is the brother of Noel Crichton-Browne. 
The people of Western Australia would find it very difficult to accept that having a panel that includes Barry 
MacKinnon and Peter Browne is an example of honesty and integrity in government and an example of proper 
process. The panel comprises a junior director general, a former leader of the parliamentary Liberal Party and a 
former office-holder of the extra-parliamentary Liberal Party, who is also the brother of Noel Crichton-Browne. 
If that is not bad enough, now we find that there were two panels. That was panel two. Panel one comprised 
Cheryl Gwilliam, a relatively senior director general now, John Langoulant and Peter Browne, who is still on the 
panel. What happened was very interesting and it is set out in the following answer to a question that was 
provided in the upper house — 

The panel comprised Cheryl Gwilliam, the Director General of the Department of the Attorney General, 
as chair; Peter Browne; and John Langoulant. She — 

That is the Commissioner of Public Sector Standards — 

notified Mal Wauchope, the then Director General of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet, of 
this panel. She also phoned and left a message with Deidre Willmott, the Premier’s chief of staff, to this 
effect. The following week, both Cheryl Gwilliam and John Langoulant advised that they were no 
longer available due to interstate commitments. The commissioner then formed a second panel 
comprising Jennifer Matthews, Peter Browne and Barry MacKinnon.  

After a phone message to Deidre Willmott there was the mysterious disappearance of two members of the first 
panel and the sudden appearance of Barry MacKinnon on the second panel. I do not think that the public will 
find that a very credible approach to the proper process of the appointment of the panel.  

Clearly, we are concerned about what knowledge or influence the Premier and his office might have had on this 
matter. I asked a question about that. I specifically asked the Premier on Thursday, 27 November, by way of 
interjection, the following question — 

Did you know the composition of the panel beforehand?  

The Premier answered — 
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No; I did not know the composition beforehand. I had no role in who served on that panel.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: I made it very clear.  

Mr E.S. RIPPER: That is what the Premier said. He did not make it very clear. The Premier was asked — 

Does the Premier seriously expect the people of Western Australia to believe that a selection panel 
dominated by former Liberal Party leader Barry MacKinnon and Noel Crichton-Browne’s brother, Peter 
Browne, was ever going to do anything else but parachute Mr Conran into this position?  

As the Premier answered the question, I asked by way of interjection — 

Did you know the composition of the panel beforehand?  

The Premier answered no. That misleading of the house, which I will demonstrate in due course, also occurred in 
the upper house. The Premier was asked the following question through the leader of the other place — 

Was the Premier involved in any discussions about the make-up of the selection panel?  

The Premier answered — 

No. The Premier’s chief of staff was kept informed of the composition of the selection panel but 
provided no comment or input.  

The Premier answered once here and once in the other place that he had no knowledge of the composition of the 
panel, and in the other place he implied that it was only his chief of staff who had been kept informed of the 
composition of the panel.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: Leader of the Opposition — 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: I will let the Premier interject in a minute.  

I come to the critical point, because the answer provided in the upper house yesterday states — 

On 28 October 2008, the commissioner met with the Premier and his chief of staff under section 45(4) 
of the Public Sector Management Act and notified him of the panel.  

We have evidence from Hon Norman Moore’s answer in the upper house that the Premier was advised of the 
composition of the panel beforehand.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: I told you that last week.  

Mr E.S. RIPPER: What the Premier told us was that he had no information. Does the Premier want me to go 
back to the question? It is as follows — 

Did you know the composition of the panel beforehand?  

The Premier’s answer was no. The Premier has misled the house, and that is a very important issue. That is 
illustrated in the numerous quotes from the Premier in which he tried to say that the process has been honest and 
conducted with propriety.  

I quote from the Hansard of Thursday, 6 November, to again show the hypocrisy of the Premier — 

That position will be filled by the Commissioner for Public Sector Standards. Advertisements have been 
placed, a panel will be formed, interviews will be conducted and at some stage a recommendation will 
come to me and cabinet. The Opposition has difficulties with a government that handles issues with 
propriety and due process, something the Leader of the Opposition does not understand  

I understand the need to be truthful to this Parliament; I understand the need to take care with accuracy in 
statements a person like the Premier might make to this Parliament; and I understand that the Premier has misled 
the Parliament. He needs to apologise to this house and the people of Western Australia for his misleading. He 
misled us in general when he talked about the process being conducted with propriety; he has misled us, in 
particular, by the way in which he answered a question about his knowledge of the panel composition and the 
timing of his knowledge of that panel composition in this place; and he has misled the Legislative Council by his 
answer there that he did not know about the composition of the panel.  

This is important because the Premier has a defence against the accusation that he sought to influence the 
composition of the panel, if he can say that he did not know about the composition of the panel beforehand. How 
can the opposition argue that the Premier had some influence over the composition of the panel, if he says that he 
did not know about it beforehand? In fact, the Premier did know about it beforehand. He was briefed at a 
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meeting on 28 October and, presumably, he had the opportunity to say to the commissioner, “That’s okay, I 
agree with that. I have no concern about that. Go ahead; I approve.” He could have protested about the 
composition of the panel. He could have said to the commissioner, “I don’t think there will be public acceptance 
of that panel.” He could have said, “A panel comprising Barry MacKinnon and Peter Browne will look like a 
political panel.” The Premier has to take some responsibility.  

Why is this important? It is important because we need to respect the institution of Parliament; and we need to 
ensure that people are truthful in what they say in this place, otherwise the role of Parliament in holding the 
executive accountable is compromised. It is also important because we know the nature of this government. It is 
a government that, to be kind, has a very long tail; it does not bat very deep at all. The Premier is virtually 
emperor. The Premier, as emperor, does not appear to let the Minister for Transport do very much. The Premier 
certainly does not let him do very much with regard to any port. The Premier, as emperor, does not let the 
Minister for Education answer a question without a quick little note being passed between them before she rises 
to her feet. The Minister for Local Government is not even allowed to neuter cats; the Premier has to take over 
that issue for him. The minister is not even trusted with legislation for the management of cats without the 
Premier intervening. This is a very centralised government, with the Premier occupying a very important 
position, particularly because of the weakness of his cabinet. 

Secondly, we have had not just any old appointment in the public sector; this is an appointment to the number 
one department in the public sector. This position is the director general of that department—the most senior 
appointment in the public sector. This position has not gone to an impartial, independent public servant; it has 
gone to someone with a political record. 

The third reason I think it is particularly important is that this represents a breach of the government’s contract 
with the people of Western Australia. This government specifically campaigned on the issue of honesty and 
integrity. I quote from The Australian of 6 September—election day — 

Opposition Leader Colin Barnett was sticking to his message — insisting the Liberal Party provided the 
only opportunity for “honest government”. 

“There is a sharp difference in standards and ethics between the Liberal team and the Labor Party,” Mr 
Barnett said. 

The Premier did not tell the people that he was going to make a political appointment to the director generalship 
of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet. Again, on Saturday, 9 August, at the beginning of the election 
campaign, he is reported as saying that he would emphasise honest government and integrity throughout the 
campaign. That is the Premier’s contract with the people of Western Australia. He has breached his contract with 
the people of Western Australia. He has breached his obligations to this house. He has compromised 
parliamentary privilege. He owes this house an apology. He owes the people of Western Australia an apology. 
Whether or not he apologises, this house should censure him for his reckless and incompetent, and perhaps even 
deliberate, misleading of this house on the important question of when he knew about the strange political 
composition of the selection panel that resulted in a very political appointment to the most senior position in the 
state’s public service. 

MS A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (Armadale) [10.42 am]: I think it is important to distinguish between an accidental 
misleading of Parliament, in which a member may incorrectly state something based on some information that he 
or she has been provided with, and a categorical assertion about material within the member’s own knowledge, 
particularly in circumstances such as these. This assertion was made in a response to a question asked during 
question time. Question time is the critical instrument that the opposition uses to call the government to 
account—to ask the government to explain its decisions and actions. For a misleading answer to have been given 
is of course — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Can you just explain to me, because I’m not sure from the Leader of the Opposition, what 
exactly you’re accusing me of doing? I’m not sure what you’re saying. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: We are saying that the answer the Premier gave us in Parliament to the question of 
whether he knew beforehand the composition of the panel—that is, the panel that selected the Director General 
of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Yes, I did and I answered that last week. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: No; the Premier said that he did not know the composition. He said that quite 
clearly. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I made it very clear that Ruth Shean came to me and told me who was on the panel. 
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Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: The Premier did not. In his comments in a subsequent discussion, the Premier 
acknowledged that he knew the composition of the panel when he signed off on the selection process and when 
he signed off on the recommendation that was made to him. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: The Commissioner for Public Sector Standards informed me of the panel, as she is required to 
do. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: The words are here in black and white. The Premier said quite clearly that before 
that time—that is, before he was presented with the recommendation—he was not aware of the selection panel. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: That’s correct. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: The Premier’s statement to Parliament effectively was that he was aware of the 
composition of the selection panel only once it had finished its job. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: No. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: Quite clearly from this response, he knew the composition of that panel before it 
started its job. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: The Commissioner for Public Sector Standards, Ruth Shean, came to me, as is normal 
practice, and informed me of the selection panel. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: That is not what the Premier said in Parliament. He said that he had had a 
conversation with Ruth Shean — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: That is what happened, as happens normally, and they then went away and had their 
interviews. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: No; the Premier acknowledged that he had had a meeting with Ruth Shean and that 
at that meeting he had discussed the sorts of qualities and skills that he would like in the chief executive officer. 
He did not say that at that meeting he also discussed the composition of the panel. Indeed, the statement he made 
led us to believe, and would have led anyone to believe, that he did not know the composition of the selection 
panel until the panel had done its job. That is a critical difference. The Premier allowed this process to go 
forward with this particular panel.  

This has to be seen in the larger context. The Liberal Party came to government towards the end of September. It 
appears that the selection panel was chosen early in October. We presume that at some time in the first week of 
October a notification was given of the vacancy. The critical meeting at which the job description was decided 
did not take place until 28 October. Under the act, the commissioner must speak with the relevant minister and 
get the data for the job description. That took place on 28 October, yet only three weeks later a final appointment 
was made. Where was the advertising? Where was the culling by the selection panel? Where was the 
engagement of an independent recruitment company? How long did the interviews take? This has been an 
unbelievably short process. Yesterday the Commissioner for Public Sector Standards tabled an outline of the 
procedures for the appointments of the chief executive officers of Kimberley TAFE, the Perth Theatre Trust and 
the Rottnest Island Authority. None of those positions is anywhere near as senior as this position, yet it took 
months to go through the formal process of advertising for those positions and completing the appointments. The 
commissioner’s document indicates that normally an external recruitment agency would be involved. None of 
those processes was followed in this case. In under three weeks, from the time in which the job description was 
settled, an appointment was made to this position. Within those three weeks the position was advertised, the 
hundreds of people who no doubt applied for this widely advertised job were culled, interviews were undertaken 
and a selection was made. 

Point of Order 

Mr P.B. WATSON: The member for Riverton is making comments from a seat that is not his own. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I ask the member for Riverton to move back to his seat if he wants to speak. 

Debate Resumed 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: The credibility of this process has been compromised so much more by the material 
we received last night from the commissioner. First of all, the commissioner actually convened the selection 
panel before she knew what would be in the job description, which is an unusual thing in itself. She also had 
constructed a panel that presumably knew when the interviews would be held. She rang the office of the Premier 
and left a message with the chief of staff; she certainly spoke to someone in the office of the Premier. Suddenly, 
within a couple of days, two of the panel interviewees found that they had unexpected interstate obligations! 
Does that not defy belief? Now we are being told that Barry MacKinnon had to be brought in because the 
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Premier had to have someone who had been an elected official and understood the relationship with elected 
officials. However, there was no elected official or party operative on the original panel that the commissioner 
had constructed before she spoke to the Premier’s office. Why did the sorts of skills that the commissioner 
thought were relevant suddenly change a week later, after the outbreak of the Ebola virus on the panel? 

Can members imagine what would happen if a Labor government appointed Peter Dowding and Carmen 
Lawrence to a selection panel for the appointment of the Director General of the Department of the Premier and 
Cabinet? Can members imagine the furore that would have followed? This is absolutely ludicrous, and the more 
information we get, the more difficult it is to believe that all these things could have been a completely fortuitous 
coincidence. This process has been concertinaed and compromised at every level. There needs to be a thorough 
investigation into this matter. 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe — Premier) [10.51 am]: To return to the comment made by the Leader of the 
Opposition, yes, Parliament plays a role in ensuring accountability. That is quite proper, and if the Leader of the 
Opposition thinks that this is somehow an inappropriate or compromised process, he should by all means raise 
the matter, as he did last Thursday in question time. The only disappointing news I have is that nothing has 
changed. My answers will be as they were last week. Here we go again; I am happy to repeat. 

I would like to comment on a couple of matters before I turn to the appointment of Peter Conran. The Leader of 
the Opposition said that the government had somehow gone backwards and that we now have a political cabinet 
secretary in Deidre Willmott. Deidre Willmott is the cabinet secretary and she is an outstanding person. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am delighted that Deidre Willmott is both chief of staff and cabinet secretary. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: I don’t know that she is. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The member displays a lot with her interjections. 

I also point out that the head of parliamentary services in the Department of the Premier and Cabinet also attends 
cabinet meetings and records cabinet decisions. Are members aware of that? 

Mr E.S. Ripper: I don’t attend your cabinet meetings.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: What is the Leader of the Opposition’s point? 

Deidre Willmott, as my chief of staff, attends cabinet meetings and holds the position of cabinet secretary. She 
attends the entire cabinet meeting and at times I ask her to comment on issues, particularly of a legal nature, 
which she does. Usually, Mr Nick Hagley—who has served governments of different persuasions—also attends 
formal cabinet meetings and records cabinet decisions. Does the opposition have a problem with that? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: “Usually”? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: He has been away on leave for the past two weeks, so someone else has deputised for him. 
Does the opposition have a problem with that? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: We need to get clarity from you, because you do not tell the truth. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Where is the member’s problem? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: There’s no problem. We want information. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order, member for Armadale! 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members, let the Premier finish, please! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Do members have any idea what happens at the federal level? Usually, the Prime 
Minister’s chief of staff, the head of the Department of the Prime Minister and Cabinet and, often, the heads of 
major agencies will all attend cabinet meetings. What is the opposition’s problem? That is what happened under 
the Howard government, and I presume that that is what happens under the Rudd government. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Get to the point. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The Leader of the Opposition raised this matter; I am trying to tell him what actually 
happens. He came into this chamber and raised this as though it were some kind of major issue, and I am 
pointing out that my chief of staff—who is also cabinet secretary—attends cabinet meetings, and that the head of 
parliamentary services also attends cabinet meetings. What is the opposition’s point? 
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Mr E.S. Ripper: Come back to the matter of telling the truth in Parliament. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Okay; is that what the Leader of the Opposition thinks this is about? If he wants to test 
truthfulness, he can go down that path. If he wants to go down that path, he can go down that path. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: We have gone down that path; we’ve moved a motion to censure you. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I have all day. 

The opposition seems to have a problem with the composition of the panel. Jenny Matthews is an experienced 
public servant. She does not work for one of the bigger agencies, but she has worked at both federal and state 
level. The opposition described her as a junior public servant. What an insult that was to Jenny Matthews. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: I didn’t describe her as a junior public servant. I described her as a junior DG. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: He used the word “junior”. What an absolutely condescending approach that is. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: Junior director general! She is a group 2 CEO. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Jenny Matthews is an experienced public servant at federal and state level, and she has 
played major roles in local government and regional development. She is an extraordinarily talented person, and 
the Leader of the Opposition put her down as some junior person. He should know a lot better than that. That is 
his attitude to the public service; it comes through again and again. He then — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Self-righteous and pompous. Get to the point. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I do not go around insulting public servants. That is the difference. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: It’s a fact, it’s not insulting. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The member thinks it is a fact that Jenny Matthews is a junior, does she? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: She is a junior CEO. She is a group 2 CEO of six months’ standing, and we are talking 
about a group 4 position. Never before have I seen a situation in which a relatively—it is relatively—junior CEO 
chairs a panel to select someone who is two levels higher. I have never seen that. That is just unbelievable. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Does the member have a problem with Jenny Matthews? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: We are asking what you knew. You are trying to avoid the question: what did you 
know? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I cannot get a word in. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order, member for Armadale! 

Mr M.P. Whitely: You invited the interjection. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I have barely spoken. I have been on my feet for five minutes and I have barely spoken 
two paragraphs. 

I think Jenny Matthews is a very competent person and very experienced. I think she is suitable. The choice of 
Jenny Matthews to chair the committee was not my choice at all. It was the choice of the Commissioner for 
Public Sector Standards. I had no input at all in the choice of chair of the committee. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: Did you know the panel had changed? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: No; let us turn to the second member of the committee. The opposition criticised the 
appointment of Mr Peter Browne, who is a long-time public servant under successive governments. He was an 
outstanding Director General of the Education Department, and a leader in education who is respected, admired 
and regarded as a friend in schools from one end of the state to the other. If any opposition members have any 
doubt about that, they should go to any random school in their electorates and ask the teachers what they think of 
Peter Browne. They should do their own test. I would be very surprised if they did not say that he was a fantastic 
director general and a fantastic teacher and educator throughout a long career. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: It sounds to me like you did select the panel! It sounds like you got your panel. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order, member for Armadale! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I did not suggest or appoint Peter Browne.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I did not! Is the member for Albany accusing me of appointing Peter Browne to that 
committee? 
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Mr E.S. Ripper: We’re accusing you of misleading the house. Get to the point. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The Leader of the Opposition has no idea what he is on about; no idea at all. 

I think Peter Browne is a fantastic person, a fantastic educator and an outstanding leader of the school system in 
this state. 

Mr R.H. Cook: Get to the point. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am trying to. I have 23 minutes left. I wish I had hours. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: “Truth”, coming from the Labor Party, is a term members opposite should not use. The 
third member was Mr Barry MacKinnon. He is a former politician, a former Leader of the Liberal Party and a 
former minister under Sir Charles Court.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: If we had put Carmen Lawrence or Peter Dowding on a selection committee, would 
you have thought it was appropriate? 

The SPEAKER: Order! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Barry MacKinnon is clearly a Liberal—in fact he was a Liberal leader. Did I suggest 
Barry MacKinnon for the panel? No, I did not. It would not have occurred to me, to be honest. It was a decision 
of Ruth Shean as Commissioner for Public Sector Standards.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: That was the interchange bench after Deidre had a set-to and had been given a red 
card. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I have one red card for the member for Armadale. I call her to order for the first time.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The Commissioner for Public Sector Standards wanted to know what sorts of qualities 
members of the selection panel should have. My view from the best of my memory — 

Mr T.G. Stephens: They should all be Liberals! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am just relying on memory because there was no written communication, but what 
would I look for as someone to be head of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet? I would look for someone 
with experience in the public sector at a senior level, someone with experience of dealing with policy issues at a 
senior level and someone who understands parliamentary systems and the political cycle and system. Those 
would be the sorts of qualities I would look for. I would want people on the panel who understand the role of a 
Premier, the role of a politician, the operation of Parliament, the operation of policy, administration and 
ministerial officers, and all those sorts of issues. Those are the sorts of qualities to be looked for in someone to 
head up the Department of the Premier and Cabinet. Those views were made known to Ruth Shean. At no stage 
did I suggest anything about the composition of that committee. 

Mr M. McGowan: You just said you did. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: No, I did not. I suggested the sorts of qualities I would look for and the experience I would 
want on the selection panel. 

Mr M. McGowan: On the selection panel? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: On the selection panel. I did not at any stage suggest the name of any individual. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: This is new. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I did not, because the Commissioner for Public Sector Standards will consult about the 
type of selection panel. The Commissioner for Public Sector Standards then selected a panel. Two applicants 
pulled out. I think that I perhaps knew she was thinking of John Langoulant. They pulled out for reasons related 
to their own activities, business and other commitments. It was nothing to do with me, not even within my 
knowledge. Ruth Shean then came back and told me the composition of the panel and asked whether it reflected 
the sort of composition I was looking for. I had no difficulty with it. The Commissioner for Public Sector 
Standards determined the composition of the selection panel for the position of Director General of the 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet. She informed me of the composition of that panel. Fine; I had no 
difficulty with it. That is it.  

Am I pleased that Peter Conran is head of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet? Yes, I am; of course I am. 
He is fantastic. I will tell members a story to fill in some time, as it is the last day of the sitting.  

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 
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The SPEAKER: Order, member for Albany! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: He is very ordinary.  

I will tell members how the Council of Australian Governments meeting started on Saturday. I do not think I am 
divulging any confidences. We sat down, as one does, around a square table with public servant advisers behind 
us. I was sitting opposite the Prime Minister. He looked across and saw Peter Conran behind me and effectively 
said, “Conran, what are you doing here?” The response from Peter Conran, as the meeting was about to start, 
was, “I am working for Western Australia.” The Prime Minister looked at me and said, “Oh, you have Conran 
working for you?” I said yes but that I was not yet sure which side he was spying for. The Prime Minister’s 
response was, “He spies for every side.” What does that tell us? It tells us that Peter Conran and Kevin Rudd 
have a long history of working together. That was a bit of humour and light banter at the start of the COAG 
meeting. What that tells us, as was demonstrated through COAG, is that Peter Conran has political connections 
through all states and all the federal bureaucracy. Do members know who played a critical role—probably the 
critical role—in Western Australia and all the other states getting an extra $750 million for emergency 
departments? It was Peter Conran. He went behind the scenes and negotiated that on Saturday morning. I made 
the call at the COAG meeting and the Prime Minister backed it up. That $750 million has gone into emergency 
departments almost solely due to the efforts of Peter Conran. That was day one of his working for Western 
Australia, which is not a bad return on day one. It was done because of his familiarity, relationships and 
friendships in Canberra right across the political spectrum. He worked with Kevin Rudd when Kevin Rudd 
worked for the Queensland government. They had worked on committees and knew each other well. There was a 
good relationship and good humour. That was very important for Western Australia.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: Can you clarify an issue? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: He is a Liberal, if that is what the member is accusing him of being. I do not know 
whether Peter Conran is a member of the party. I do not know and I have never asked him because I am not 
interested. However, here was this person, who members opposite think should not be head of the Department of 
the Premier and Cabinet, immediately dealing with a Labor Prime Minister and getting a direct result for 
Western Australia on his first day on the job. It was a fantastic outcome.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: Did you have two meetings with Ruth Shean? You had a meeting with her when you 
discussed the composition of the selection panel, did you, and then a subsequent meeting? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I will clarify that. I can remember relaying the types of skills wanted on the selection 
panel. Whether it was direct, face to face, I would have to check, but I certainly conveyed to Ms Shean the sorts 
of qualities I wanted, which included an understanding of politics, Parliament — 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: Did you — 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Let me answer. The member asked the question; she must let me answer it. Whether I 
conveyed that directly or through my chief of staff, I would need to check, but I certainly conveyed the sorts of 
qualities, which would include an understanding of politics, of government, of ministerial responsibilities and of 
the cabinet process. Those were the sorts of general comments I made. I certainly then met with Ruth Shean. She 
informed me of the composition of the panel. The advertisements had already been placed and the interviews 
would be conducted the following week. She said that there were several applicants. I do not know the names of 
the other applicants. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: Did you — 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Hang on! Interviews were then conducted and the recommendation came back and went to 
cabinet. Peter Conran was appointed. Where is the problem? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: It is because you have misled Parliament on two occasions.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I will be quiet now. The member can tell me how I have misled Parliament.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: It is because you said initially, and we have quoted it to you, that when you were asked 
did you know—we were talking about a time before the interviews took place—and were you aware of the 
composition of the panel — 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Yes, I was. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: — you said, “No, I was not aware of the composition of the panel.”  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I made it very clear. I have never denied that Ruth Shean told me the composition of the 
panel. That is what she does.  
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Mr E.S. Ripper: You did deny it. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am sorry; members opposite have got it wrong. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: You did. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I do not know whether members opposite misunderstood, but I have never, ever denied it. 
Ruth Shean came to my office and told me the composition of the panel. That is a fact. Our office records will 
show that.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Premier, let me quote it again.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Opposition members may have misunderstood. I cannot explain that. There was never any 
doubt in my mind about it. Why would I deny it? There is no reason. She came to me and told me the 
composition of the panel and I said that was fine.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: Why did you not correct the Hansard?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: It is because I said nothing wrong. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: It reads — 

Did you know the composition of the panel beforehand? 

You said —  

No; I did not know the composition beforehand. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Before what; before the selection?  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: Before the interviews took place. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The question was implying that somehow I was involved in the selection of the panel. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: No, we asked about knowledge. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I did not have any input into the formation of the panel, other than to comment on general 
sorts of qualities. That was the implication of that question. That is what the debate was about. I have been very 
open about it. Dr Ruth Shean informed me of its composition, as she will to any minister on any CEO 
appointment. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: Premier, today you have made a second revelation. You have made a revelation 
contrary to what you’ve said in this Parliament before, that you had no input into the composition of the panel. 
Today you have acknowledged that you had an interview or a discussion, direct or indirect, with her about the 
sort of person you wanted on the panel. That is quite different. You have said time and again that you had no 
input on the composition.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: This is ridiculous. The member has had her go. I will read from the Hansard of a whole 
week ago. The opposition is going through the same debate it went through last week. Last week I said — 

That is the panel. I did not choose the panel but I am aware of its composition. It was set up by Dr Ruth 
Shean as the Commissioner for Public Sector Standards.  

I was totally aware of it.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Premier — 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: This is absurd. I am going to keep going. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: I put the Hansard that we’re referring to in front of you. It is there in front of you. Pick it up, 
read it, and tell us why it’s not misleading the house. You’ve got it in front of you.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The Leader of the Opposition is getting absolutely ridiculous. This is absurd. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: It’s right there in front of you. Pick it up and read it.  

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition, I call you to order for the first time.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I cannot be responsible for how the opposition interprets my words.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: There it is. Pick it up, read it. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I cannot be responsible for how the opposition interprets my comments during a debate. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Did you know the composition of the panel beforehand? No. How do we interpret that?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Lest there be any doubt, I make it clear for the Leader of the Opposition that my 
comments were sought on the type of characteristics I would want amongst the selection panel, which I 
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conveyed to Dr Ruth Shean. Dr Ruth Shean then came to see me, as is quite proper, as the Commissioner for 
Public Sector Standards, and informed me of the composition of the panel. I thought I made it abundantly clear 
that she informed me of the composition of that panel prior to interviews being conducted. I do not know if the 
Leader of the Opposition is trying to imply this, but at no stage did I suggest that any person be a member of that 
panel. I had no role in the two people who withdrew from the panel. I did not even know that they were going to 
be involved. I think I knew John Langoulant’s name had been bandied around but I knew nothing about Cheryl 
Gwilliam. That is the reality. The reason the opposition thinks this is such a huge issue escapes me.  

The Leader of the Opposition made a comment about batting deep. This is an aside. It does not go to the main 
thrust of the Leader of the Opposition’s so-called argument. What has happened this week? At the beginning of 
the week, the government, at day 73 of its term in office, announced fixed four-year terms. This week we also 
finally put in place what needs to be done in Esperance and committed to fixing the problem. We have honoured 
our commitment to reintroduce the Surrogacy Bill into Parliament, not to the happiness of every member, but it 
has now passed the Parliament. The Attorney General has put the truth-in-sentencing legislation through this 
house. The education minister not only settled the teachers’ dispute but 93 per cent of Western Australia’s 
35 000-odd teachers voted in favour of it. That has just been four days’ work, and the opposition reckons that we 
do not bat deep. All the members on this side of the house who took part in the debate on the Surrogacy Bill 
from different perspectives displayed their knowledge as new members of Parliament and spoke with distinction, 
credibility, emotion and passion, and the Leader of the Opposition says that we do not bat deep. The opposition 
is re-running its matter of public interest. Who does not bat deep? It could not even come up with something new 
today. All it is doing is re-running its MPI from last Thursday. It is a very poor performance. I think the public 
will decide who bats deep.  

I know that the Leader of the Opposition has a problem with Peter Conran. That is fair enough. He does not like 
the guy. Peter Conran is an achiever, he is a long-time public servant, he has worked with the cabinet secretary in 
Canberra under John Howard and he is going to play a major role in this state. He is going to improve the public 
service and get decisions made. I know that the Leader of the Opposition hates the fact that for eight years he 
failed to make reforms to the public sector. The first decision we made as a government was to separate public 
sector management from Premier and Cabinet and establish Malcolm Wauchope as public sector commissioner, 
someone the Leader of the Opposition tried to imply in a nasty way last week had been pushed to one side. I 
went to the morning tea on Friday when Malcolm Wauchope formally changed roles. He is an outstanding public 
servant. He just happens to be a lifelong friend of mine, something that has never come into the public area, 
something neither he nor I have ever mentioned, whether it be Liberal or Labor governments in power. I 
mentioned it at the morning tea because he has been a lifelong friend. We have known each other since we 
played football together and went to school together from the beginning of our high school years. We lived about 
half a kilometre apart.  

Point of Order 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The motion moved by the Leader of the Opposition is quite clear. It refers to whether or 
not the Premier misled the house about the appointment of Mr Peter Conran. I would ask you, Mr Speaker, on 
the question of relevance, to get the Premier back to the point of whether or not he misled the house. The debate 
is not about who he played cricket with, who was best man at his wedding or who he grew up with and went to 
primary school with, although they are very interesting subjects. Although I am sure people are quite interested 
in who the Premier attended primary school with, the debate is about whether or not the Premier misled the 
house. He needs to get back to that issue because that is the relevant issue in this debate.  

The SPEAKER: I am sure the Premier will return to the substance of the motion.  

Debate Resumed 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I did not mislead this house at all. I made it very clear that I knew the composition of the 
committee. If that is all the Leader of the Opposition has got to wave around — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: It’s called the Hansard. That’s what it’s called. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: This has been an absolutely inept re-run of last Thursday’s MPI. Members should look at 
what we have done in seven days—Esperance, teachers, truth in sentencing and surrogacy. The Leader of the 
Opposition could not even come up with something new to talk about. I could think of about 20 issues he could 
have debated today. What did he come up with? A re-run of what he did previously!  

I have just received a little note. I will read it out. 

Mr R.H. Cook interjected. 
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Mr C.J. BARNETT: The Deputy Leader of the Opposition should not laugh at public servants. The note states, 
“Ruth Shean has called Deidre Willmott”—my chief of staff—“to stress that you did not discuss with her either 
the desired policies of the people on the panel and this was not discussed by … or the composition of the panel.”  

Mr E.S. Ripper: You said earlier that you had discussed those. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I conveyed some views. I did not discuss it with Ruth Shean. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: Mr Speaker, can I ask that that document be tabled? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Can I read it first? It states, “The meeting on 28 October, held at the request of Ruth 
Shean, was to clarify what the priorities of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet would be and the state 
government’s priorities for COAG.” 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: You said that there was an earlier meeting.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I said that I conveyed some views about the type of person — 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: This so-called MPI somehow implies that I did not know the composition of the 
committee. I did. Ruth Shean told me the composition of the committee. I knew it. The opposition should get 
back to some of the real issues that matter to Western Australia. There are lots of issues out there. Here we are at 
day 73 of our term of government trying to overcome seven and a half years of inaction by the former 
government. There is one issue after another.  

We could not even find the member for Cockburn in the election campaign. We looked for him. Do members 
know where he was? Was he in Sydney? I heard he was seen in a nightclub in Sydney. He was spotted. The 
Attorney General put out an all-points alert. It went nationwide, and he was found in Sydney. Was he in Sydney? 
The member should tell us whether he was in Sydney during the election campaign.  

Mr F.M. Logan: $9.6 billion. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Was the member for Cockburn in Sydney? 

Mr F.M. Logan: As the Minister for Energy, what did you do? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I heard that the member for Cockburn was seen in a nightclub in Sydney. 

Mr F.M. Logan: You did nothing. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The member for Cockburn was spotted. The Attorney General put out an all-points alert 
which went nationwide and they found him in Sydney! 

Mr F.M. Logan: It took $9.6 billion in government investment to fix up your problems. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Was the member for Cockburn in Sydney? Someone tell us. Was he there during the 
election campaign? 

Mr F.M. Logan: We had to put in $9.6 billion in investment. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Was the member for Cockburn in Sydney? Just answer it yes or no. Come on, yes or no, 
was the member in Sydney? 

Mr F.M. Logan: We had to put in $9.6 billion investment during the election. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Was the member for Cockburn in Sydney during the campaign? Was he there in Sydney? 
That is what I heard. 

Point of Order 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: Mr Speaker, the Premier has now been going for 26 minutes. He has not addressed the 
accusation of the opposition that he has misled the Parliament. He is continuing to debate irrelevant side issues, 
and I ask you to draw him back to the motion. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Mr Speaker, I did not mislead this Parliament. I knew of the composition of the selection 
panel. If the Leader of the Opposition misunderstood, I cannot help that. I knew the composition of the selection 
panel. I had no input as to the members of that selection panel. I took no part in the conduct of the selection 
panel. It was conducted by the Commissioner for Public Sector Standards, who made a recommendation that 
went to cabinet. Why does the opposition have a problem with the process? Do members opposite know how 
Kevin Rudd, the Prime Minister, appointed Terry Moran to run the Department of the Prime Minister and 
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Cabinet? He just said, “I’ll have him. There’s your job.” There was no process at all; none at all. We had a 
proper process. 

Point of Order 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: Can I ask that the document be tabled under standing order 157? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You can have it. 

The SPEAKER: It can be tabled if the Premier deems that he wants it tabled. However, my information 
suggests that a note delivered to a member speaking during a debate need not be tabled. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I have no problem. It is not an official document. It is a note from a staff member—if the 
opposition thinks that is important. 

[See paper 492.] 

Debate Resumed 

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Treasurer) [11.21 am]: I was not in the house last Thursday. I was on my way 
to the Council of Australian Governments’ meeting, which the Premier referred to earlier. I should say in support 
of the comment that Mr Conran performed admirably on behalf of Western Australia. However, I have 
subsequently read the Hansard that the now Leader of the Opposition is waving around frantically. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, members for Girrawheen and Albany! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I am talking about the Hansard that is the basis of this ridiculous motion. It states — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Did you know the composition of the panel beforehand?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: No; I did not know the composition beforehand. I had no role in who served on 
that panel. 

I have actually read that four or five times. I have read this motion, and this motion is not reflective of the 
statement made by the Premier. Perhaps the Leader of the Opposition can stand and explain to us what 
“beforehand” means. What is the concept of “beforehand”? To which specific event did “beforehand” refer? 

Several members interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: If the Leader of the Opposition wants serious information, he should ask proper 
questions. “Beforehand”—this is lunacy! 

Mr E.S. Ripper interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: “Beforehand”—lunacy. Whose hands? It quite clearly states — 

Mr E.S. Ripper interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Let me read it to the Leader of the Opposition. 

Mr E.S. Ripper interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, Leader of the Opposition!  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I will read it to the Leader of the Opposition. It quite clearly states — 

I had no role in who served on that panel. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: That’s correct. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: My view is that that is consistent information and is completely at odds with the motion 
that the opposition has put on the table today. The Premier has clearly outlined the proper process that he was 
engaged in with Ruth Shean. Under section 45(4) of the Public Sector Management Act, the Commissioner for 
Public Sector Standards is given an instruction that he or she should meet with the relevant ministers and seek 
information about the sort of person to be provided to the office. The Premier has outlined that. What is wrong 
with that? What the opposition is putting is a ludicrous proposition. 

However, I want to spend some time discussing this issue of “beforehand”. When I look at “beforehand” I look 
at events that happened before we came into government in relation to the Commissioner for Public Sector 
Standards. Members opposite may recall the former Commissioner for Public Sector Standards, Maxine Murray. 
Perhaps they would like me to table the document I have in my hand. It is Maxine Murray’s “Ten-Year Review: 
Three: CEO recruitment and selection in the WA public sector”. It was damning of the opposition’s performance 
in government relating to CEO appointments. Do members opposite know what it said? 
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Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, member!  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Do members opposite know what it said? 

The SPEAKER: Order, member! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: It said that we go through a process for appointing a CEO. Do members opposite know 
what they did? 

The SPEAKER: Order, Treasurer! 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [11.24 am]: Mr Speaker, it has become apparent during this debate that the 
Premier—and the Treasurer but particularly the Premier—has deliberately misunderstood and deliberately not 
answered the questions that have been asked of him on this matter. I will make it clear for members so that 
members understand exactly what has gone on here. The Premier answered a question in the upper house on 
Wednesday, 3 December—yesterday—in which he said — 

On 28 October 2008, the commissioner met with the Premier and his chief of staff under section 45(4) 
of the Public Sector Management Act and notified him of the panel. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Yes; correct. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Premier himself said on 27 November in this house — 

… I did not know the composition of the panel beforehand. 

That is what the Premier said. He misled this chamber in the answer he gave in the upper house. His statements 
are directly contradictory. He cannot come into this place, obfuscate and come up with all the red herrings in the 
world and avoid that simple point that he misled this house. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I did not. Do you know what? One interjection. I did not know the composition of the panel 
before Dr Ruth Shean told me the composition. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Premier has not explained that. The second point, Mr Speaker — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I have five minutes. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, Premier! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: There is a second occasion on which this Premier misled this house, and that is in this 
debate. It is probably very concerning for members of the government when the Premier gets on his feet, because 
every time he does, four or five different versions of events come out of his mouth. The second occasion on 
which he misled this house was during the debate on 27 November, a week ago, when he said — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I was aware of the composition of the panel. — 

That is another contradiction — 

I did not have any input into the composition of the panel.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: That’s correct. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: However, today he stood in this house and said that he had an input into the qualities and 
characteristics of the selection panel. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: That’s the law. Read the act. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: However, again, if the Premier will actually listen, in the upper house he was asked — 

Was the Premier involved in any discussions about the make-up of the selection panel? 

He answered — 

No. The Premier’s chief of staff was kept informed of the composition of the selection panel but 
provided no comment or input. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Correct. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: A moment ago he said he did have input. 
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Mr C.C. Porter: Get a dictionary. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: A moment ago he said he did have input into the characteristics and qualities of the people 
on the selection panel, yet he answered a question in the upper house saying he did not. Those are two 
misleadings of the house. Why would the Premier mislead the house in relation to these issues? It is because it is 
a very sensitive matter for the governance of Western Australia when the Premier appoints someone who has 
close connections to the Liberal Party to run the public sector of this state. Do members know the way the 
Premier went about doing it? Just so that it is completely clear, the Premier appointed Mr Peter Browne, former 
vice-president of the Liberal Party. 

Point of Order 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The member for Rockingham has clearly misled Parliament. I did not appoint Mr Peter 
Browne. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: You did. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I did not. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Mr Speaker, it is obviously a debating point against standing orders. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I did not appoint him. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Mr Peter Browne, a former vice-president of the Liberal Party—sure, a public servant and 
all that and Noel Crichton-Browne’s brother—and I might add a registered lobbyist for companies in Western 
Australia is suddenly the puppet master and is appointing the director general of the Department of the Premier 
and Cabinet. What does that say about lobbyists in this state? 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, Treasurer! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: It says that a lobbyist can appoint the director general of the Department of the Premier 
and Cabinet. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Who is the other person? He is a former leader of the Liberal Party, also a lobbyist; in fact 
he invented lobbying in this state. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Think of a new topic! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: He is a nice fellow. I like Barry MacKinnon, but he is a former Liberal Party leader and 
lobbyist. Two lobbyists appointed the director general of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet in this state. 
What does that mean for their clients when they, the puppet masters, are out in the community appointing the 
people who run the public sector of this state? What that means for their clients is a very important question that 
must be answered. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Understand the distinction. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Premier therefore misled this house on two separate occasions. Who knows? If this 
debate goes on throughout the day there could be numerous other occasions because every time the Premier 
stands he seems to misunderstand the question and comes up with all sorts of different versions of events. There 
has been a Liberal Party takeover of the public sector in this state. I want to raise one last point. I like Deidre 
Willmott. I appointed her to the Liquor Commission of Western Australia, by the way. However, the 
Commission on Government recommended that the cabinet secretary be an independent public servant. The 
Commission on Government recommended that, and we implemented that when in government. The Premier has 
directly and deliberately appointed a Liberal Party operative as cabinet secretary in this state. That is a direct 
breach of the recommendations of the Commission on Government. Although Deidre Willmott is a likeable 
person—admittedly, hard done by the Premier personally; perhaps there is some guilt involved in this decision—
it is, nonetheless, a political appointment. This is the takeover of the public service of Western Australia, and the 
takeover of the proper running of cabinet, by the Liberal Party machine in this state. The Premier should be 
ashamed. 

Question put and a division taken with the following result — 
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Ayes (27) 

Ms L.L. Baker Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr T.G. Stephens 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr F.M. Logan Mr P. Papalia Mr C.J. Tallentire 
Mr V.A. Catania Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan Mr J.R. Quigley Mr A.J. Waddell 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr J.A. McGinty Ms M.M. Quirk Mr P.B. Watson 
Ms J.M. Freeman Mr M. McGowan Mr E.S. Ripper Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Mr J.N. Hyde Mrs C.A. Martin Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr D.A. Templeman (Teller) 
Mr W.J. Johnston Mr M.P. Murray Ms R. Saffioti 
 

Noes (29) 

Mr P. Abetz Dr E. Constable Mr R.F. Johnson Mr A.J. Simpson 
Mr F.A. Alban Mr M.J. Cowper Mr A. Krsticevic Mr M.W. Sutherland 
Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.H.D. Day Mr W.R. Marmion Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr I.C. Blayney Mr J.M. Francis Mr P.T. Miles Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr B.J. Grylls Ms A.R. Mitchell Mr J.E. McGrath (Teller) 
Mr I.M. Britza Mrs L.M. Harvey Dr M.D. Nahan 
Mr T.R. Buswell Mr A.P. Jacob Mr C.C. Porter 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Dr G.G. Jacobs Mr D.T. Redman 
 

            

Pair 

 Mr M.P. Whitely Dr K.D. Hames 

Question thus negatived.  
 


