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McGOWAN GOVERNMENT — TRANSPARENCY 

Statement 

HON MICHAEL MISCHIN (North Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [5.16 pm]: I myself 
have a matter to raise regarding this morning’s debate. It is in respect of, again, an example of the lack of 
transparency and the sort of treatment that legitimate questions get from this government. 

On 15 May, I put a question to the Premier—quite a lengthy one, I accept. That was eventually put on notice on 
16 May—over a month ago. I asked for some detailed information. The question read — 

I refer to the increased allocation in the State Budget to the Governor’s Establishment to meet  
“strategic advocacy and diplomacy outcomes”, and for additional staffing to host functions and hospitality 
based events, conferences and seminars, and ask: 

(a) on what occasion or occasions did the Premier discuss this role for the Governor with 
Hon Kim Beasley AC and what was said; 

(b) what precisely are the “strategic advocacy and diplomacy outcomes” the Governor is meant to 
achieve; 

(c) who determines those objectives and who will decide if those objectives have been met and by 
what performance criteria; 

(d) was any advice sought or received from the Solicitor-General or State Solicitor or otherwise as 
to the proposed role and its compatibility with the doctrine of separation of powers between the 
Governor and the Executive and, if not, why not; 

(e) if any such advice was received, will the Premier table that advice and, if not, why not; 

(f) is there a business case or other needs analysis to support the additional allocation of funding 
and, if so, by whom was it prepared and when will the Premier table it; 

(g) if there is no such business case or analysis, how was the amount and purpose of the funding 
determined; and 

(h) that the Premier provide a breakdown of how the additional $1.4 million will be spent, and 
specifically, how much is to be spent on: 

(i) staff, including their roles and titles and pay levels; 

(ii) hospitality-based events; 

(iii) conferences; 

(iv) seminars; and 

(v) food and beverages? 

I was seeking specific information. This was the response I received — 

(a)–(g) The Premier meets regularly with the Governor and the decision to ask the Governor to take on 
an enhanced role was the Premier’s. 

All right. No detail — 

The Premier and the Governor had a number of discussions about areas in which Western Australia 
could be promoted and where his strengths might lie. As a former federal education and defence 
minister, obviously international students and defence industries were important. 

There is no specificity about strategic objectives, or how they are to be achieved, or how the money that was 
required is to be calculated. The answer continued — 

It is the view of the Government of Western Australia that it would be extremely beneficial for the 
Governor to have an enhanced role to promote the state, given his profile, international connections and 
expertise. 

That may be right. It continues — 

This follows on from what other states have done; namely Victoria, New South Wales and Queensland. 

Once again, no answer to the specifics; I am supposed to look up what New South Wales, Queensland and Victoria 
have done and guess what is in the Premier’s mind and what our Governor is meant to be doing. It goes on — 
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When the Governor was asked to fulfil the role, it was requested that he undertake a similar role to the 
Governors of other states. 

Thanks very much. I want to know what this Governor is doing, not what the Governors in other states are doing. 
It continues — 

His priorities are available online. 

I thought we had rules about looking up stuff online in answer to a parliamentary question. It continues — 

They include WA defence industries; rare earths and battery minerals trade; cultural development; 
tourism and international students; agricultural and rural industries; and the Indigenous community. This 
is on top of his constitutional, civic, community, ceremonial and other duties. 

There is no information on business cases, how the money was arrived at or anything of that nature. That is an 
example of the sort of transparency, openness and accountability that this government is so proud of and sets as 
a gold standard. I will remember that one in future. 

I return to Hon Alannah MacTiernan’s explanation given a little earlier. It was utterly grotesque. What triggered 
my comment was information I had received as to her performance at an event, and I understand it was an 
embarrassment to others to hear her try to compare her tribulations to those of Gallipoli veterans — 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: You missed the point! 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: As for the point — 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: You missed the point entirely! 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order, members! Other people have had an opportunity. You may not like what you are 
hearing, but you are expected to listen to it quietly. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: What triggered it was the grotesque comparison of some efforts she was putting in 
as being like the Battle of the Somme, for heaven’s sake. I can imagine that, after working late as a minister, a job 
she took on voluntarily—she would have been digging holes on the Mandurah railway link and forging rails 
together and all the rest of it—it must have been tough stuff to come back to her office and compare her inspiration 
to continue under those difficult circumstances with what veterans had to put up with for about six months at Gallipoli. 
Leaving even that aside for a moment — 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Leaving that aside for a moment, the idea of comparing her lot with what happened 
on the Somme is simply absurd. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: That was the whole point! 

Hon Peter Collier: Everyone missed your subtlety, I’m afraid! 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: That was the whole point! 

Hon Peter Collier: Listen to the President! 

The PRESIDENT: Yes, and perhaps you might as well, so that there are no further interruptions and this member 
can finish his contribution in time. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: The whole point of this morning’s debate was to point out the failings of this 
government in respect of its unwillingness to provide information. We got sidetracked into various other things 
about cabinet confidentiality, what the last government did and idiotic stuff like that that has nothing to do with 
this government’s performance. It is this government that has that responsibility, and not one of the points I raised 
about the behaviour of ministers during Committee of the Whole; misleading second reading speeches; inadequate 
answers to parliamentary questions, whether on notice or without notice; or misleading statements to the public in 
media releases was contested at all. Instead, there was an attempt to deflect the questions. The minister knows that, 
and it is once again an example of why the points I made were sound. 
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