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LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL — McGOWAN GOVERNMENT MINISTERS 

Statement 

HON MICHAEL MISCHIN (North Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [5.27 pm]: I will not 
take up much of the house’s time. This morning Hon Peter Collier moved a motion along the lines that this house 
expresses its disappointment and grave concern at the ongoing disrespect shown by ministers of the McGowan 
Labor government toward the Legislative Council. One of the major theses of that debate was the lack of full and 
frank answers to simple questions put to ministers about matters of importance to members of this house and, in 
particular, about the current issues surrounding the contest between the executive and the Legislative Council on 
questions of privilege and the involvement of members of the government and their advisers and officers. 
I mentioned a question that I asked yesterday of the Attorney General. The answer that he gave tried to avoid 
a response. Members will recall that I asked — 

I refer to the Standing Committee on Procedure and Privileges’ inquiry into the potential contempt of 
Parliament by Department of the Premier and Cabinet Director General Foster and Acting Director 
General Roper. 

(1) Has the Attorney General or anyone in his office provided copies of correspondence from the 
President of the house to any member of the media? 

(2) If so, who did so, to whom were they provided, when and for what purpose? 

The response was — 

The Attorney General is not aware of, or privy to, correspondence from the President of the house to any 
member of the media. 

It is a lovely way of rewriting the question to give an answer that tells us nothing at all and avoids an admission. 
It tells us he has something to hide, because he did not say “No, I have not”; he avoided the answer. Let us have 
a look now at the question that was asked today, and how we are getting somewhere, albeit, again, that there was 
an attempt to avoid an honest answer and provide information. One can only assume from that that there is 
something to hide. The question today was framed around the Attorney General or his chief of staff providing to 
any member of the media a copy of correspondence from the President or the Clerk of the house pertaining to the 
matters of the inquiry; and if so, to identify each item of correspondence provided, when and to whom it was 
provided, and for what purpose it was provided. The answer was — 

The Attorney General has not provided any correspondence to the media that has not been tabled in 
a report from the Standing Committee on Procedure and Privileges. 

It does not say when he provided it, or whom he provided it to, and it certainly does not give the motive—the 
reasons why he provided it to a member of the media—and does not identify who that member of the media 
might have been. One draws from that the conclusion that he decided to leak a document, or someone to his 
knowledge has leaked a document, before it was published in the report and for some motive that he does not want 
to admit to. 

In case members need some further confirmation of that, the answer to the question relating to the chief of staff 
states that the Attorney General, although he has not asked, “believes” that his chief of staff has provided a copy 
of an invitation to her—what invitation?—from the President of the house, “to some of her former colleagues in 
the media”. Some of her former colleagues in the media? There is no indication of which item or items of 
correspondence, in the hope that we will not know. There is no indication of when, or whom it was provided to, 
or the reasons for doing so. One can only infer from that that there is something to hide. There is a rider to it, 
stating that the letter was not marked “confidential”. Thank you very much, but was it privileged? I suggest that 
that is an attempt at an alibi. Why is whether it was marked “confidential” material, when the chief of staff to the 
Attorney General provided to media members copies of correspondence from officers of this chamber to the 
Attorney General for his consideration? His chief of staff, he believes, handed over this correspondence to some 
of her former colleagues in the media. 

This is what I mean, members. This is why this government, particularly this Attorney General, cannot be trusted. 
He uses weasel words and gives half answers. It has taken two days to get this information and I tell members 
what; it will not stop. We will continue to probe into this, and the longer the Attorney General prevaricates, 
deceives and attempts to deflect attention, the worse it will get for him, because those chooks are going to come 
home to roost at some stage. He has a history of avoiding answering questions fully and frankly. Members opposite 
and the ministers might want to chat to him about his responsibilities as a minister and as the first law officer of 
this state, not only setting an example for other lawyers, and being the conscience of the government in 
constitutional matters, but also setting the standard for people such as the State Solicitor and his staff. We can 
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understand now the tone of the letter that was sent to our President, and to this chamber, on behalf of the director 
general, who was his client. 

Ladies and gentlemen, the show goes on. There is more to this, and we will get to the bottom of it. It may not be 
in this term of government, but one day what is going on will be accounted for. There was a Commission on 
Government after the last period of the Burke debacle, when this state was dragged into the gutter and Parliament 
was disregarded. That can happen again, and it will. 
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