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INTERVIEW WITH JUDITH COLLINS (REDACTED)

JUDITH COLLINS (SWORN)

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

Q. Ms Collins and Mr Cooke, thank you very much for being here. There
are a few matters | thought | would cover at the beginning. First
Ms Collins, your affidavit, thank you very much for providing that. It has
informed me as to where you stand on the issues and initially | had
thought it was going to be necessary for me to interview you earlier in

the piece, but that has obviated that need. The second thing is the
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question of the forensic analysis of communications. | know that both of
you were concerned about the wide time range that | adopted initially.
Unfortunately, at various stages of the process as | understand it, there
have been hiccups, but on the information currently available nothing of
major significance has, as | understand it, emerged from that analysis.
As you are aware that analysis has been taking place beyond me, so
that it is only relevant material that has come to my knowledge. The
next thing is the question of emails. | understand that Victoria gave you
a copy of emails from Mr Slater | think yesterday, which we w_i'llj_ Wa_nt_ to

discuss with you. Have you got those emails?

MR COOKE: =)\ 3

Yes, there are some that you haven't, obtalned from Mr Stater htmself who
produced them. Victoria also |dent|ﬂed a couple that have come from the
forensic search | think as weli that were Iess_ obwo_lu‘sly relevant than the ones
from Mr Slater. But yes we have Afterl r.t{et wfth Victoria, | did meet with
Ms Collins yesterday so she has been shown them and had an opportunity to

comment Gm them

)T THE HON L CHISHGLM
"'-We W|II obwously be discussing them as we progress through this interview.

,.._The next matter concerns transcripts. As you will be aware we have been

"--___"'recordlng and transcribing the evidence as it is presented. At this stage we

25

30

) “have not completed the transcripts for Mr Graham or for Mr Slater but the

relevant parts of Mr Slater’s transcripts have been transcribed, and | will be
talking to you later on about them. Those transcripts are available for you to
look at. Unfortunately because there are some areas of suppression to be
covered, once we get a breathing space, it would be necessary for you to look
at them here. So, you are welcome to look at them anytime. | understand
that Mr Graham’s transcript and Mr Slater's transcript will be completed by
tomorrow so if you want to make arrangements you are welcome to spend as
much time as you want to looking at them. The next thing is, we had planned

to complete all the interviews before we spoke to you, and with the exception
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of Ms Odgers that has been completed. Ms Odgers is overseas. She has
indicated as | understand it that she will provide us with information. Whether
that will transpire is perhaps in the lap of the gods. Victoria, you have told her

that we are completing the evidence this week, haven't you?

MS CASEY:
| have, but | haven’t given her a drop dead timeframe for that.

THE HON L CHISHOLM: _ .
So, whatever comes in from her will be passed on to you but glven the'_ \
information we have got at this stage | doubt that- what she says is gomg to
alter things particularly. The reason for gotng to her in‘the first place was to
explore whether there were efforts by a group fncludmg her o~ undermine

Mr Feeley as a first step in thlngs

MR COOKE: T =N >

It is useful to get these transcrlpts and y thlnk we have previously discussed
the potenttal for Us to have submrssmns on a draft report. | just wondered
whether there was-any, and it maybe that the interview itself would be useful,

0. know whel‘e the tnqmry is coming from but whether there might be an

b_efore yourcome to formulate the first draft.

'QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

Q. Yes and that is you're right as | see it and that was something that | was
going to cover. It might be that we go through, | can alert you to areas
that would be of interest. We will certainly come back to that issue.
Another matter | wanted to mention is the draft report issue. | had
indicated during our telephone conference, that | will do my level best to
complete a draft before | went in to hospital for a bit of surgery on the
11" and intend to do that so that hopefully you will have the draft report
by the 7" and you will be able to comment on it. You are going

overseas shortly Ms Collins?
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| am going tomorrow night, and | am back on Monday morning.

MR COOKE:

To be realistic about getting any submissions to you, realistically you will have

been formulating ideas in your mind already, but it would be helpful no doubt if

we are going to give you submissions pre the report to get them sooner rather

than later.

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

Q.

>

o »

Certainly from my point of view and at the end of the dtscussmn I thlnk I ) '

will be able to give some indicators as to where I thlnk the matter IS

heading in my mind. So, we will dlscuss that later shall we, As far as
the process that we will adopt today 1s concerneci bath Vlctorla and |
will obviously be asklng quest»zons but at least l;jurmg the initial part of
the interview VICtOIfa‘ W|Il be taklng you through the history of matters
that are of mterest te us I wnII ask questlons ‘where it seems appropriate

for me te de so E)ut by and ]arge Mctona will be asking questions. |If

__...you want a break af any tlme just sing out. The other thing that | have
=X _':-f?;-_r:,"got for you is.a Ilst of all the people that have been interviewed. | don'’t
20 know whether you have been given this?
: X d on__g-lfnow.
Ialn Rennie you will know, Sir Maarten you will know, Jared Savage at

> the Herald.

Yes | know who he is but | don’t think I've met him.

Simon McArley was at the SFO and acted as director after Mr Feeley
resigned. Helene Quilter you will know.

Yes.

Fran O’Sullivan you will probably know at the Herald.

Yes. | know all these people. | don’t know Jared Savage personally but
| certainly know who he is, and | have no doubt spoken to him at some
time in the last twelve years.

Apart from that we have also issued notices to various people requiring

them to provide information and that has avoided the need to interview
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them. Again if you want any information about the people who have

been approached, Victoria can tell you rather than taking time up now.

MR COOKE:
It is no so much the people really, it is just if there is any stuff that has come

out of that approach -

MS COLLINS: P
That | need to answer or deal with in some way, that is what | need tqj_"kgb_w.

THE HON L CHISHOLM: 0 P, |
Certainly | am intending to try and flag for you iSsU’éS"of"ééncer,nias'\ Ihave "go-t
to do under the Act anyway. It is_I--eés',_i__e_eh.."‘S‘_'a_"Id."' .than--_-,ddﬁeffl‘h “Sdme ways
because this is an evolving prqcéss. butl will qQ'-‘m_y-,._'beéft'to flag the things

that are of concern.

MR COOKE: AL A
You dld ask |n that telephone dlscussmn we had earlier about whether there

2 are any other people we, would suggest. The only thing we thought about,
20,
' the__lgtn_d __of_rel._atlonsmp that Ms Collins usually had with her chief executives in

and we havent done really anything to progress it, is if you wanted to know

-tgrfnﬁ"s‘--.\,_bf their relationship and how she dealt with issues of concern and that

: _sdr’t'-' of thing, there are other former chief executors or chief executives who
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30

“could be interviewed in that connection. People like the Secretary of Justice,

Andrew Bridgman and there are others. They are kind of peripheral in a way
because it really depends on whether in approaching the terms of reference,
you want to go into whether it would have been likely for Ms Collins to have
done this sort of thing, in which case there may be relevance in talking to her
other chief executives to see whether that would surprise them or be
consistent with the way she dealt with things. But | just mention that as one
avenue we have thought about and we can give you some names if

necessary.



THE HON L CHISHOLM:
| can understand why it has been raised. | doubt that it is going to be a pivotal
matter as far as | am concerned. It is something that we can perhaps come

back to at the end. Tentatively though, | don’t think it is going to be —

MR COOKE:

| guess that is the view that | took too. That you are going to be more
interested in the direct evidence and the obvious questions that arise,
including those that were in Ms Collins’ affidavit but | just menhoned that

10 because —

THE HON L CHISHOLM: = b\ 77\
Yes. Are there any other prehmmary matters that should be adcled'?

1 e i, R

15 MS CASEY: SRR P g _
Just to clarify two as;)ects We talked about the transcrlpts for Mr Slater and
Mr Graham but all the’ transcrlpts fOr that full list will be available.

\ N

£3 MS CQLL]NS \
20,¢ :_\_,When W|II that be; v. Cmna

THEHON [; CHISHOLM:

- | have checked this morning and tomorrow morning we should have the

' “Graham and Slater transcripts, which as | understand it are the only
25 outstanding ones. While | have been looking through them, they haven't been

checked for spelling —

MR COOKE:
The other aspect of that is in a sense, we are expecting them not to mention
30 Ms Collins much if | can put it that way, and | presume that they are quite long

interviews.
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And the redactlon is for the confidentiality order.

25

30

THE HON L CHISHOLM:

Yes. To the extent that they are, well might be pivotal, we will be talking about
them during this interview, and | think you will have a fairly good impression
by the end of the interview as to the areas that might be of concern and like
these things so often, you explore many avenues but in the end it comes

down to narrow issues.

MS COLLINS:
Can | ask, Commissioner, any of the other transcripts that relate to! or refer to

me, am | able to see those, because | haven’t seen any transcnpts

THE HON L CHISHOLM:
Any you like yes.

MS COLLINS: Ry
Are they available toda‘ly?_-"" N

MS CASEY CR\RNY
In- therr unredacted form I think so

“THE HON L CHISHOLM:

| have made some suppression orders as we have gone, but there is going to
have been a careful analysis to suppress other things and so the redactions
are suppressions that have been made. When we were interviewing Mr
Slater, who had provided a lot of email traffic basically, he originally provided
a redacted copy and | said that we needed unredacted copies so that | could
make the decisions. We have more or less worked our way through these
suppression orders that will be made there but you are welcome to all the

transcripts that are available today.
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MR COOKE:
Is that going to mean that they will be provided in unredacted form though?

THE HON L CHISHOLM:
Yes. | think they have got to be because you have to know what the

information before me is.

MS CASEY:

The last one was you mentioned that we are still getting matenal |n from

Ms Odgers, but there is still some other material that is comlng m .lJust Want__ (

to make it clear that the forensic report is not fuliy completed yet\ as| 1;"

mentioned to Francis yesterday. We still have bLts and pieces c:ommg m from
Mr Slater and Mr Graham and there are. a COUp[e of outstandmg sectlon 20
notices. While the intention is fo- have 34l the ev;dence ln by the end of this

week, and, it was certalnly to ha\re |t aII in; bejore today we haven't quite

achieved that.

MR COOKE _ _
Has there been any progress about Mr Slater's phone call records? What you

_.'.,-MS CASEY

We have issued another notice to try and find more relevant phone numbers.

25

30

MS COLLINS:

| thought about that issue Francis, when you raised it. | woke up this morning
and thought about it. | thought it might be an issue where, isn’t there a system
where if you can phone through a computer that it doesn’t necessarily and |
just know there is something and | don’t know what it is called but, | know that
| have got a friend who recently rang me from a no caller ID and she said | am
ringing you from my computer and it saves me money. Don’t expect me to

know these things but | am just —
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THE HON L CHISHOLM:
The analysis has been much slower | am afraid than we had expected.

Initially | had hoped that we would have all the information and then we would

interview, but it simply wasn’t possible.

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

Q.

The plan of the broad structure for this morning is | was just going to ask
you a few general questions about your ministerial office in 2011 and

then talk about pre the election and the appointment of Mr Feeley and

the performance management as a general toplc Then focus on the'_--,:-

events of October 2011 when the champagpe’ir cadent broke and then-f“"

turn to discussing Mr Slater. You took ____Lg_\p_‘the-._lr.:p_le..of M_l_r]_ister-.gf-Pphee in
November 2008 — Pre L\ A AN T

Yes, it is either that or |t |s early December, lt IS Imrnedlateiy about two
weeks after the electzon What happems Js there is a caretaker role
immediately after’ the election, and se [ would have been appointed,

from memory 1 tl'nnk ths eIeCtian was the end of November 2008, in

IWhICh casé it would have‘been early December. It is about two weeks
for appomtments o\ happen
\“Can you e_xp}_:_;lin in general terms how you structured your ministerial
. q’ﬁ_icé_;':;;‘j\"qttfi'é.ulérIy with focus on relationships with the media?
..‘3“F__.'c‘;r a'start | wasn't responsible for the SFO at that stage. | had one

press secretary, Stefan Herrick, and | see that you have interviewed
him. | had to get staff, so | didn’t have Stefan straight away, he came
and saw me. He was recommended by someone in the
Prime Minister’'s office and he came to see me | think in December,
possibly January. | had never met him before and he said he heard |
needed a press secretary and he was well qualified. He clearly was well
qualified although he hadn’t worked in the press gallery that | can recall.
He had worked in the Dominion Post and been a features editor at one
stage. He had come back from Singapore and he had taken another
degree or something at Victoria University. So, that is when | got the

call. He came in. My senior support person was [REDACTED]
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I (REDACTED)

Basically the media would be either with Stefan speaking to them or me
and because | had six years of experience in opposition with no press
5 secretary and | was used to dealing with the media, particularly in

Parliament, many of them would feel free to contact me directly. N

Q< ltdoes. When we'spoke to Mr Herrick, he talked a little bit about, well
N\ we ag_s\ké‘d;_jh_i‘f_‘_r:):‘_faﬁout what the arrangements were in making sure that
e youtalkad to him when you spoke to a journalist. How did you see that

\cycieof things —

| thought he was a very qualified and good person, Stefan. He is
someone who | would talk to about whether or not | should discuss
25 various things. But there would be times when | would just make my
own call because | might be in house and | might get a message saying
someone needs you to ring them there, but he would often receive calls

and if people couldn’t get hold of me, they would get hold of him from

the media. FRBIERBICIO)
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He said he advised you and | think if | am recalling this right it was usual
that you would report back to him or let him know when you had spoken
to the media on an issue.

Exactly right, normally. It makes sense to do so. | mean there is no
point in having experts if you don't take any notice of them but also if |
didn’t tell him what | had said then he couldn’t then be prepared for
follow up questions. The other thing to explain it, | don't know if Stefan
would have explained it, but when there is a talking point, an ifssqe that
is going to become an issue, he would normally prepare me _I"t:é:lking
points. Talking points would be the sort of things it'ié' bes-t'"tb try and. '_
stick to, try not to go off over in that direction, that ‘cauld be bad, and hej'f \

would try and do that. That was reaIIy heipfui and that is some{hmg that
| have always had and that would:be- normal in a mrmsters of‘frces The
Prime Minister has it, various' thlngs you might) recall recently there was
some comments m the medla about sonme talklng pomts that the Prime
Minister was belng prepared by Ftarelgn Affalrs and it had been sent to
the Journahst and said SO- that was the day’s story about, you know. So
clearly you heed o have those | think too, sometimes you get sort of

g '__'__'wourid up in |ssues so it is good for someone else to be sitting there
20 N\ '-_"'-gomg.. Thesg_afe the main issues, please stick to those”. That is what

we would do. "It is a bit like what Francis is going to try and do today.

dUES.TIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

25

30

N,

Q.

Just before you leave that topic, the 19" November 2008 is in your
affidavit so that is where —

Is it? In which case that will be what it is. 19" November. The election
must have been the end of October then. Whatever it must have been
then. | would have checked that.

Yes.

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

Q.

| have just noted, you weren't initially responsible for the SFO? That

came in later?
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The SFO was a bit of one of those little unloved orphans at that stage.
We had had the then Government in 2008, the Labour-led Government
had decided that the SFO was going to be merged or got rid of frankly to
become part of OFCANZ. OFCANZ was being set up as part of a
Government-wide attack on organised crime and very serious crime. |
think in general that whole idea, not necessarily about the SFO, but
about OFCANZ is a good idea, so it involved Customs and all sorts of
people. That was set up. The Bill getting rid of the Serious Fraud
Office, as | have said in my affidavit, was introduced to the House in

early 2008, it had its first reading and it went to select commlttee From __

memory it came back or was about to come. back whatever date that'

was. So it was going to be got rid of l was not at that. stage the
spokesperson for Police, Correctlons or anythlng to do thh Justice. |
was the spokesperson for Weifare m the oppoSitlon so thxs was not my
area, but it was certamly an area that I theught st ‘would be really foolish
to get rid of the powers that the SRO hasN S0 anyway, we took over as
GovernmenL We had sald ln the Tf[rst readlng of the Bill, "Well we don't

_ necessarlly support gettmg rid of |t of the SFO” and basically when you
R -'_'_.._"'a_re,m opp05|t|on gomg for things like that, you are going to pick on
20 O

"7h|ng_s,. ,S.q-wgwerent convinced that we needed to get rid of it. We

camé“;li_jnt_b_iéd\'\/ernment and the SFO went to the Attorney-General, as in

Z'-.._téfm's" 6f his responsibility. Now that was completely normal and

standard because it had always from memory been with the
Attorney-General. Michael Cullen had been the Attorney-General in the
last Labour Government and he was convinced he should get rid of the
SFO and there were lots of reasons for that. One, they are small,
secondly, they are based in Auckland, they hadn’t built up relationships
very well with other agencies and they were seen as not really as
effective as they could have been. But they also had a very small
budget, so they just did not have the ability to do all the sorts of things
that are needed for Government. Grant Liddell was in charge of the
SFO at that stage. | didn’'t know him and | don’t really know many of the

Wellington-based lawyers. So he was Wellington-based | think being
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Crown Law or something, but | didn't really know him. | knew pretty
much most of the Auckland ones but not Wellington. | remember the
Attorney-General came to see me in early 2012 and said, “Would you
mind taking over the SFO?” — sorry 2009. [REDACTED]

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:
Q. [REDACTED]

MS CASEY:
You have actually morphed into the second question.
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QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:
Q. It was just making the point that you weren't initially Minister responsible
for the SFO.

A. No, but | was very happy to take it over EJAICEIGREAIEN]

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

Q. My next question was starting on the process of anomtment of

10 Mr Feeley to replace Mr Liddell was to discuss the chaﬂenges that it was,_ %

expected he would have to deal with. So’ What the recognised:'ff - e
challenges would be at that stage. : :
A. [REDACTED]
15 QUESTIONS FROM THE. HON L CHISHOLM“‘- | \
Q. [REDACTED] 4 '
A. [REDACTEDl S
Q. You *wf'ote a\Sllth){ ggumpy Ietter saying when the vacancy was being

: ,qdvemsed ho one. told me that Mr Liddell wasn't going to apply, not a

2 'm\atter of huge moment but —
aX must have been told at some stage, | can’t recall that. [REDACTED]
\.,We had access to the whole of the State Services files and so the
% document on the top is one that triggers my memory so | think we have
/ got all the documents —
25 A. So you have got all the appointment stuff. So he was appointed, or a
letter was going, was it September 2009. So if | was grumpy to State
Services for not letting me know, fair enough.
Q. That was earlier in the piece, right at the beginning of the process and
the word “grumpy” is probably accurate, but it wasn’t a big issue.
30 A. It wouldn't be surprising if | got a bit grumpy if people don't tell me stuff.

Q. Your reaction related to not being informed, not to anything else.
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QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:
Q. From the State Services file, you won’t have seen this but there is a

helpful document that seems to summarise what —

Q - ___I;"Wa:é\‘.:;-ﬁ‘_l‘bfé interested in the reference to an identified problem of an

A '"-"'?'\.\_\_e'_'a:'_nﬁeﬁched culture.
A I\think that was accepted that was one of the problems and if you look at
some of the Hansards that | have talked about and referred you to in my
25 exhibits, there were comments made by then Government ministers, as
in 2008 Government ministers about some of the actions of the SFO.
They had had very bad press as | recall and they were certainly — they
were slightly, actually out of favour, which was a shame, and | wanted to
make sure we had them back in favour. The last thing | want is any of

30 my agencies failing.

Q. The second one is, “ministerial priorities” —

>

So these would be my ones.

Q. Presumably these reflect your concerns at the time.
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Yes.

The one after that is the performance expectations and the first one
again is, “establish the confidence of ministers”. | just wanted to check
whether as with the entrenched culture that was a recognised
pre-existing problem?

Well it certainly was to an extent. If you bear in mind that the Bill to
close the SFO and to actually get rid of them altogether was still on the

order paper until September 2009, | think it was from memory.

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

Q.

>

You have attached to your affidavit at page_@;;.df"’iﬁé -qttééhmepts.\wh@'f'

That is right.
This was only a tiny point,'--’fh\.r 1

November —

QUESTIONS FROM HON L CHISHOLM:

November whereas if we just can just check back in your affidavit —

Oh. s6 it wasn't. | think | have said September.

| think you said September

It should have been November.

That is fine. | just wanted to be sure that | had correctly interpreted it.
The other thing too is that the Bill on that exhibit, it shows a member in
charge as the Honourable Simon Power and it wasn’t Simon of course
who introduced the Bill. He was just there as the Minister of Justice; he
took over the responsibility for it. Thank you for that correction. So

anyway, even more so, November.
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QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

Q.

Again there is a second reference to reinvigorating the culture at the
Serious Fraud Office.

Yes. | wanted them to be the sort of agency and this is no different from
what | have said to every portfolio, | always wanted them to be the
agency or the ministry that people chose to go and work in because
they were a premier agency. “So now | have left the Police and | am
retired, so now | am thinking of a cushy job so | want to go to the SFO."
| wanted them to say ‘I am a top notch investigator, | want to spec;ahse

in financial crime, | want to go to the SFO because they are the best-__"-.,

practice agency that we have.” That is what A wanted I wanted peopleﬂ-"

to say “l am at the SFO and | am proud ef it,"\ cou[d also say that about

W\

every other ministry | had because that IS what I want-\ ..l_ want them to

do well. QL)) AN -
Reading this, one gets the |mpressmn that you werent starting from a
neutral platform WJth the SFO to get them up from there, it was actually

there was a lot of. negatlves

_There |s a reason that the prewous Government had decided to close
_ .%__-'."'the SFO That is an extraordlnary step to close an agency right before
20, 2N b "an electlon and the agency deals with serious fraud but even more so
; i?ecau\s_e_._that agency had powers to deal with white collar crime that we

%\ _\;t:m;id’ never get through in the post Bill of Rights era. | think about the

iesues | had getting the Search Surveillance Bill through when | was
Minister of Justice. That was extraordinarily difficult to try and get the
numbers to get that in the House and under MMP to bring in those
powers again would be absolutely, in my opinion, politically impossible.
We’'d have to do so many deals with every minor party in Government
that we would never end up with what we needed to do. So it was
extraordinary action from the previous Government. If that was us doing
it and we were the Government, they would have ripped us to shreds in
the House. | think what it does, is it reflects the problems that were
perceived at that time and which | think were clearly real to an extent but

| don't know what the extent of it was.
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Q. Okay, but serious problems identified?

>

Mr Feeley had a tough job.
Q. What did you see his role as being? What were you expecting from him
in that first year or so in terms of the culture and the working

5 environment?

25

20,/ QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:
Q. _ Thetiming?

Hewas in the old building, the Duthie White building. 1 recall them
t;.eing in the old building, and | think we might have had a morning tea or
: something.

25 Q. Yes, there has been reference —

A.  So there would be something like that. We would have had something,
and | can remember being taken around these corridors. It was a bad
floor plan for them because they were on two floors and | recall, | could
be wrong, | recall that they had a floor separating the two floors. It was

30 a very unsatisfactory arrangement. Very hard to build a team with that.
He took me around and | remember having a chat to him

- | remember seeing him there. | also remember going to his
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new office — when he shifted, he told me he wanted to shift the offices
and | thought that was an excellent idea to get it on to one floor plan,
and he moved to the bottom of Queen Street. | am not sure which
building it is now, but it is right near the ferry and it is a large floor plan
and he had everyone on one floor and it seemed to be better. | opened
the offices there for him. There is even a plaque. It's probably still there.
When you're Minister of Police you get plaques and even Corrections. |
think | went there twice to that one. | think I recall them saying they had

never had a minister visit them before. | think that is what\l'ne\cett'- and

that is actually part of my operation as a minister, was a!ways to go aut. \

and see what | call the front line troops and to- get a feel but also to let-
them know that | am there and that | care for them and am on. their sude

basically. "y ,' < ,' \ '

Did you get any feel as to a. change of atmosphere durlng your second

and third possibly vnszts in, the new bmlding?

| thought it was. much better in the. new bu:ldmg | can’t remember when

they shifted. buudmgs but. It felt better | recall | think it was in the

Second wsd ‘that het had by that stage the extra staff that the Police had

- lent hir because he had real problems, well he told me this. He would
_ think’ lt Was mostly once a month for him, for our monthly meetings.

-"‘come and see me at least once a month, sometimes twice a month, |

"-i"'ﬁ'*Every other agency had weekly meetings with me, except Veteran's

Affairs which | think was every two weeks. So we always had these
meetings on a Monday, sometime or whatever, | would try and fit in with
him because he had to travel from Auckland. But he would tell me
about the fact that he had some staff he had inherited who he felt were
not up to the mark. | am not going to say who they were, but |
remember a couple of names. | think you probably know that. But he, |
think he felt that he had inherited some difficult characters, some of
whom had been there for a very, very long time and who were not going
to be co-operative in changing the way they did things. So, | recall him
talking to me about this. He seemed to get on very well with Simon

Moore, and | always got on very well with Simon Moore. | should say
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His Honour. He was friendly with him. He was also friendly with
Mike Bush who is now the Police Commissioner and Mike was the
District Commander for Police in Counties Manukau, which is my area.
My electorate’s in there and | had a lot to do with Mike and he was a
really good person. Basically | think really, Adam used his contacts and
probably my contacts through Police by urging the Police to help to

improve the staffing, and he did have, | think, real problems.

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

Q.

A.
Q.
A

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM
Q. )
A.

You refer to particularly in that first visit that it was a unhappy—— c
Everyone was happy and friendly to me. Q@5 M

Tensions —

That is what Adam said to me and I could see that he would be rlght SO
| think he came into a very factionalised place [REBACTED]

[REDACTED}

A thmk Somebody had applted for |t | think | know who it was but | am

e _.'.'not certam about that and it is too difficult to try and remember all that

't'lme back But e had a hard job and it was as you would expect with

'-3:_-;3"-\f‘rpm outside it takes a lot to build up trust and respect and | think that

> wasa tough job.

And essentially he was brought in to change the office?

Absolutely, Commissioner. He was brought in to make this the agency
that it should have been and that it was set up to be and to reinvigorate.
| mean these are the words “reinvigorate”, so a positive thing, trying to
make it the one that as | said everyone says, “I want to go and work for

the Serious Fraud Office, they're the best people to be involved with™

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

Q.

| think | can sense the answer already but were you happy with the

appointment?
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Absolutely.

Did you know him, or of him before?

| don't think | knew him at all. | see, from, you know, it was just Mike
and | went through his CV again recently, is that he had been with the
Eden Park Board, but he also had a background in insolvency. | don't
think | had ever met him before. If | had, and | say that because | meet
people all the time, and | am sometimes not sure whether | recognise
them, but | don’t think | ever met him before. Py

With that mandate going in, it would have been expected --_-th',a_t-';:thzere

were going to be employment staff issues?

Of course, but it's also a way of how you deal With them ‘and it |s a way'-- o

of making sure that, | would have thought IOOK you go inas a Mmlster
and sometimes there are |ssues w1th people that you |nherrt but there
are ways of managing them: In his \casé of course he was going to have
a tough time, because: he had- people who had been there a long time
and who knew probably alot more, than he did about various things and

had contacts and thlngs that he mlght not have had. But he had some

_,ex(:ellent contacts Wlth people like Simon Moore, he had excellent
z 'ﬁ:"contacts with people like Mike Bush, he was now at a table with chief

20 O A\ .-executlves he was in a good position | think to make the changes but

he talked fo me at some stage and | am sure at that meeting when | first

went in to the office about the fact that he would have to change some
b staff.

And he was talking about senior staff?

| think he was talking about senior staff. | don’t think we talked about
the receptionist. | think we were talking senior staff and most of the
people at the Serious Fraud Office seemed to be senior. | don’'t mean
that in a — that's the nature of the beast. You're dealing with serious
fraud. I'm just saying | don’t mean it as a pejorative statement about the
SFO, I'm just saying those people there had been around for a while.
What was your impression of how well he was handling that change

process?
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A. Because | only went there on a couple of occasions, or two or three
occasions | relied mostly on what he told me. His staff were not people
that | had very much to do with, although you know you obviously see
someone somewhere at a function or whatever, but they didn’t ring me

5 or have direct lines of contact with me. My view was you just can't do
that anyway. | think what | was getting concerned with at one stage is
that | got really concerned when there were clearly leaks happening and
that's normally a sign of a very unhappy work environment. You have

, got to deal with those sorts of things pretty quickly. You have got to get :
10 rid of the troublemakers, frankly, and then bring the other people back _
on board and occasionally that means,. nnrmaily in any< work‘_'_"
environment as | am sure you know, |f your have go’t trouble it Wlli be one:
or two people leading it, and other people erl be takrng t\helr cue from
them. That was certalnly somethmg that he d;sCussed W|th me.

15 N\ N\ §
QUESTIONS FROM THE HQN 1 CHISHOLM S
Q. Are these [eaks [ater in the preCe‘?l
A. I_Well\there are Ieaks Iater [n the piece, | can’t remember quite when the
"---"j"_;_'leaks all started bqt the stuff around the champagne thing, that was
20 X _i?f-clearly [eaked out of there.

va. ___..___But you are talking about at an earlier stage are you?
A N\\e I-am not necessarily. It is hard to tell because | wasn’t taking notes
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QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:
Q.

you
Adam Feeley said\ |

Because we have the SSC files, it can help with a few notes probably,
but just to clarify you knew how tough the role was that he was going

into, and you knew how tough the environment was. Were you happy

with the way he handled the staff issues? Do you think — N

| could only see initially, until this whole thing came\out pubhcelly. the. Co V

champagne stuff, | could only see what he told me; or only hear what heﬁ'ﬁ =

told me really and what | saw when I went there So | backe& him on
making the changes. There was. 110- way that ! would evér héwe sald to
Adam Feeley, You should net get r‘id of thts pereon ever ever in a
million years. Never WOu‘Ed Neagde said ! Weli you should employ this
person.” WhaiL 1 dld say is You need td\te"}k to the Police, | will talk to

the Comrfﬂsssene;. '~I-" WI|| seeilﬂ there }s somethlng they can do to help
i But”l would \net-{have done anything on individuals. So if

Ay

.-mé “| have got rid of this person, or | am taking

,___,;.‘.‘dlscapllnary actnon agamst this person” or whatever, | don't know if he

\'md you have just got to do it. | am always very aware particularly as

X M;nlster of Police of section 16 of the Policing Act which is something |

had printed off and on my desk, behind my desk, under glass | should
say, and anything, | can’t get involved, | can't do that. | can’t be
involved with individuals and | used the same thing for him.

I 'am trying to get a sense of whether you thought, you used the phrase
before that if there are going to be staffing issues it depends how you
managed them.

| think it is always best if it can be managed under the radar, but it is not
always possible to manage things under the radar. That's the other
thing, particularly if you have got people in staffing positions who have

built up long relationships with others and who are going to never accept
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that they didn’t get the job that Adam got and who are going to be
completely undermining him from day one. My impression from what he
told me, and what | later saw was that's exactly what happened.

Q. So every expectation would have to be that that was going to take a
while.

A.  Well he was restructuring, and the restructurings are often designed to
do exactly that.

Q. We have got here a copy of his first performance review dated
30 November 2009 to 29 November 2010. Feel free to sklmihrough it,

but the page | want to refer you to in particular is thé"*'ééqi‘q;%‘df‘r:to last

page. i o
A. Whatis that me saying — \ \
Q. [REDACTED] P )\
A.  [REDACTED] | .:. N

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON v CHISHOLM O > i
Q. [REDACTED] 2O
Al thought he did really weil NC

\ N

'__fQUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

Q. $o you refer there to the restructure of the SFO, including moving out

25

some senior staff.

"\ ' backed him.
And it sounds like you were championing him but also pleased with him.
A. | was really happy. He was doing what he had to do, but it is always

difficult when you are making those tough calls he had to make.

Q. You would have said he'd had a good year but a very hard year?

A. It was a hard year for him but when you are making changes that is
what happens. So he had to also (inaudible 05:51:12) all of this stuff.

Q. On the next page you talk about the role of the SFO has reflected
positively, that is coming up for the next year —

A. | wanted him to see that, to have that.
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And then people development, continue to work on training and

development.
I'am sure | did, | took him round some of the media to try and introduce
him at the start, to try and soften them up for him. The SFO have been

5 a whipping boy for the media for a long time.
9(2)(a)
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b __\_/:?T"he next’ on@ S, thls is a meeting with you.
VAT Whokne*wthey had all these little meetings.
-\ThIS i 2 draft record of a meeting so | am not sure that we have ever

LR seen a final and this looks like it is starting to be in preparation for the —
'I ) “A.  That is the same one to what you have had before, isn't it?
25
MR COOKE:
Is that different from the one in your affidavit?

MS COLLINS:
30 Thatis a differentone. The 1 May is the only one | had.

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:
Q. The one in your affidavit is 2011.
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A. ltis the only one | had in the file.
Q. We were short of this one.
A, | didn’t have this.

5 QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

Q.  For the record this is headed, “draft record of a meeting”. It is a meeting

with the Hon. Judith Collins on 23 September 2010 and it discussed

Mr Feeley's performance, that it could not be better, had to take on

some big issues, the restructure — : *{";"\ s

10 A.  Soitwas on a monthly basis that he was reporting to me\\ B
Q. You say in the second paragraph “that there 45 a dlﬁe}ent feel @ the
SFO” so that would reflect that you had.- haq gi Jeést a eeand \{ISI'E by

AN AR o OS>

that point. A Y

__"_'\.\\\ ,/ '//\.\\\/.
A. | am sure | had three welts\ \l\\am suref t]'}ere \Was one at the

»\

15 Duthie White bundmg(t,am sur‘e’t ere wag» Ee\ope where | opened the
b
building and ther@ﬂwﬂ Qea plaque”(ecxirdm that and | am sure | went

| cinat gn c;(>ath>say fpr cent\am that it was three, but | am sure it was, and
A \h'uat @ould be thremflm%s\ more than they'd ever had from any other
20\/’;\ il \ Mfﬁlster; R \ . \ \
b "'__.-‘\ \\‘\_-/ | : \\ - o
\$V

another &lnle\for— rlnl(s or ser(aeil'hng\l\iw\h them. | am sure it was three.

f"

QUES“JIQNS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

/-\ L2

,Q \ \'hls reference to a “different feel” would have arisen from your

,-—\\\\\. ]I (_/\)

f \--'\-) observations or from what Mr Feeley told you as far as you can now
75 recollect?
A.  lthink this would be after he has dealt with some of these bigger staffing
issues.

Q. Butdo you think that was your impression —
I think that is me.
30 Q. Ratherthan his.

>
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C))

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:
9(2)(a)

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

Q. This reference to being “too active in the media” was covered when we
talked to Mr Rennie and Ms Quilter —

A.  What did he say?

30 Q. There had been an issue about his media activities in the sense that he

was too involved and you are coming —
A.  Yes.
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Just before we go to this, do you remember there was an incident to do
with the select committee, where Mr Feeley apparently mentioned that
he would be charging someone the next day?

| can’t remember that.

You don’t remember. This apparently attracted some —

That might have been it. | actually can’'t remember that. It was a long
time ago.

Victoria has got the reference to that.

Can | have a look? ~ NG

This is an SSC file note dated 20 December 20’10 and U'NS‘IS agam not
a meeting that you were at but SSC Fépmrtmg your fEe‘dback »

That must have been out here ;-ha( he hust have sald somethmg in
Select Committee of- an\arrest “the foilomng f:lay That was very

unfortunate. Ipan‘t eveh'temember‘tha’t but that would not be helpful to

I am jumping right through 2011, and we will come back to events not

tied with 2011, | just want to jump through to the performance review at
the end of 2011.
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This is November, this is the one that we were due to have —

Around October | think.

| can tell you when we were due to have it. | was due to meet
Helene Quilter on the 5 October at 11.30 am.

And that was right in the middle of the champagne incident?

And that was put off, it was delayed until November which was the right
thing to do.

| think | will probably go through the October stuff now and come back to

this. | wanted to touch on as we pass, there has already been reference

to Anita Killeen. Were you aware of the issue around the forgeti email (C

and her criminal charge in November 20117 ¢ .=_ e

| can't tell you when | knew about it, but I dld know about |t at SOme:"
stage. | think she had name suppress:c:nn K * W

The charge wasn'’t suppressed ANRNAT N LY

She had name suppress;on 50" I WI|| have heard frOm probably Adam,
but it would have been very hush hush ‘given that there were

suppressmn orders\ I am- sUre that 'she would have had suppression

Ol‘dEKS

) '-'i:x"‘ZQctuaﬂy not over the conviction.
Nb but wheh she Was belng charged.

\
\ b ‘. Y

. QUESTIGNS\FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:
There might have been interim suppression and ultimately there was

suppression of the medical evidence and her name suppression if there
was an interim suppression would have —
It would have been very hush hush and it would have been from Adam,

he would have told me what was going on.

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

Q.

It is the context that | am interested in exploring because the
background to this was a forged email to discredit Mr Feeley, which
from a senior staff member is quite an extreme —

Extraordinary thing to happen. Absolutely outrageous.
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Q. So heis still in quite an embattled position.

A.  Yes but | don’'t remember exactly when that was. Can you help me with

Q. Yes. The email was provided as part of the series which linked to the
5 champagne.

A.  So that was before the champagne?

Q. After.

A.  After the champagne thing. So when was that if you dont rnlnd me

asking questions? > —
10 Q. The charge was November 2011 | think and the forged emaﬂ‘appears tﬁ..___ (&

\ J \ \ \ - N

have been late October.

Q. Itwould probably have beenat the oveﬁap pomt \
15 A.  Yes. He would have mld me | ﬂ'—Hrfk s0 m@z‘thlr‘\g \

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L”CHlSHOl:M
Q. The emali was allegedly\wr{ﬁen by Mr Feeley on the 26 March 2010 and
":.25\11 came to laght Sha\was in Court in October 2012. | have a feeling it

207 ___j_was abouf NOVember
"'--f.:rA:"' n 201\1’? i

- AN Just bear in mind that that was right during the election campaign. So
J 2 what happens in that sort of — once Parliament is dissolved and you're a

25 minister and you have got chief executives who are doing things, then
the contact between you tends to dry up. So | presume that Adam would

have told me something, but | can't tell you exactly what it was or when.
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will have told me | am sure but | can't tell you when, where or

someone’s told me. Did he recall telling me?

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

Q.

It was more to get to the sense that extreme measures were being"'
taken, it was an extraordinary — K :__ AN W

It was a very difficult time but l cant te[l you when\l knew I am just
saying | presume he would have told me It Wouldn f have been though
when things were, he would have been Ver\y careful about not telling me

about mvesttgations 1 would have‘thodght

So ‘that turﬁs to the Ieaks that glve rise to the champagne issue. You

""'-'-:"'mention’ed before ihat 3\(0u regard leaks as a bit of a concern.

f‘-\_____""lt is not gqu_. .__A__s,a mlnlster if | can explain some politics —

. |I. I:- -.\_ ..'-_.‘."_..I ¢
-QUESTIONS 'FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

¢ Q _ﬁ'_-.

Remember that ultimately once | report any information including the
transcripts, except to the extent that they are suppressed will be subject

to the Official Information Act. | am not trying to curtail what you are

saying but | just want you to be aware of that.
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QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:
Q.

Given what you knew of the state of the organisation, while the leaks
were regrettable they perhaps weren't surprising?

It was actually pretty regrettable and surprising in a way because Adam
had already been working on the restructuring, so he had already
restructured out a lot of people who he felt needed to be restructured
out. So he had taken steps. It was actually pretty awful to have that
happen. | only knew about this leak | think it was on the 30 September

when the Herald rang me, or rang Stefan, | can't remember but it was
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QUESTIONS FROM MS\C’AS{EY’

Q.

O _Q:;._ _
N that 'L?ve Would be asked for comment. Real journalists would normally

34

one of us, and said this is one of these, surprise. It is not just a surprise
it is a surprise a week out from the election period but even more
importantly from my point of view | had the crime stats that were going
to be released on the Monday, which is the 3 October. My crime stats, |
say with absolutely no modesty whatsoever, were the best crime stats
we had ever had. It was a really, really good news story. There's no
false modesty. What you see is what you get, you know. It was my
shining glory, so the last thing we needed was leaks out of the Serious
Fraud Office talking about champagne being used that wasn t\ actually
owned by the person who was using it. It was a dlsésten} W}e were

going in to our last Question Time week for; Parliament before én:i -_-\__;-"

election where we had the opposition thmkmg -ihat they were gqmg to
take us out, and our brilliant story was getung deralled It was' r*ea]ly bad

and we had to close this down fast .

"~\

I'm JUSt gomg to Start stepﬁmg thréugh the narrative to the extent you
remember ltf 8o | Friday 3(} September -
> ‘A‘t son*je 1|me | doh’t know when

Ydu dldn tKan whefher the call came directly to you or to Stefan —

_I dant knaw but we got asked for comment, and that would be normal

b /\ \

o

rlng and say, “This is what | am going to do what do you have to say to

that?”

This was Jared Savage as you recall.

Yes that is obvious because he wrote the story so it would have been
him or somebody for him and —

He doesn’t recall that he spoke to you directly.

| doubt it. He probably talked to Stefan because | don’t think I've met
Jared. It is the ones you tend to work with particularly in the press
gallery or the ones that you knew beforehand that you tend to talk to.
[REDACTED]

Stefan Herrick would have spoken to you?
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A.  He would have spoken to me. So this was a Friday, and the worst news

stories come on Fridays in politics. It is a day, do you know what time?

@ Everybody is talking early evening.

10 Q. Mr Feeley actually may also have been in contact with= < \ ¢ \3¥
- \ L

#. 'He may well have as well. He may have begy téidl;? Jared 'Savage he

was going to write something, so may welr h“avg cbntacted hlrh or Tne f

|
\\ X ,.-"
2

don’t know but somebody.

15 MR COOKE: A\S)

26"-:, A

\ciuesnous EROM MS CASEY:

. x___\Ne have got an email that he, Adam Feeley, sent to Stefan Herrick,

e which actually helps with the time.

1 VA, Sothisis at night. This is so typical.

" 25 Q. For the record this is an email —

A. ltis really awful. Everyone has gone home and then the comment will
be the Minister's office wasn’t available for comment so that keeps it

going for another day.

30 MR COOKE:

So this is the email that is quoted in the paper the following day, isn’t it?
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MS CASEY:

Yes this is —

THE HON L CHISHOLM:

5 This is the statement.

MS COLLINS:

So he has gone and told them that.

10 QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:
Q.

15 Q.

This is the statement that Mr Feeley was proposmg to prowde to the,.-z'

media and referred to Stefan Herrick.

“This is what | am going to reply, uniess you have any other thoughts
Did Stefan reply? AN AN\
At the top of the ema|l is. Stefah S emall

“Hi Adam, | thmk you need to get your oWn advnce you might consider
adwsmg the State Ser\nces Commlssmn That is good advice.

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM

207 ¢ '-Q'\

he gave that advice. He does not recall whether he consulted with you

s

Stefan Herrlck said ihat he would have consulted within the office before

\S ::fnight have been with [REDACTED].

N Q But he was clear in his mind that he did consult.

 25’ A. The thing is in these offices everyone is working very closely together,
so you wouldn’t normally go off and, it is like me referring stuff to the
State Services Commission, | wouldn't do it without talking to
Wayne Eagleson or the Prime Minister or somebody or his press team
or something. You tend to tell each other what you are thinking so you

30 don’t end up getting blasted or whatever —
MR COOKE:

Would Stefan have been in Wellington and you would have been in —
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MS COLLINS:
He would have been absolutely in Wellington and | would have been in

Auckland or another part of the country. | mean this is 30" of September on a

Friday. HCIREIAE)

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:
Q. So the thing about consulting because it is a small office actually

probably couldn’t happen at that point? 5

LN

Look at the time limit. ERIEREEIE0) Ale

A.

MR COOKE Y A
Do you mean by]«tha‘i it wquld h‘&ve been regarded even at that stage as being
a Igmd\hf F’R dlsaster that the Prime Minister would need to know about.

.""'-'I'"QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

Q. What about itis a disaster?
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At this stage what did you think the story was? What did you th_iqk he

had done that was silly?
N

fThlg\is N\e Y, very
important and what he had done 15 he had shown a!adk of judgement

‘| l)

about taking the chamf)agne in- t«he first place t thought that was the

wrong thing to do .-I;_].-=can"'understand ho;hf it h;ppened but it was still
wrong. But |t wasnt probably éwt intent and it wasn’'t going to go
anywhere Bu\t I thnght |b was wrong that he had used the champagne

ahd made a fuss about itin the SFO itself. It actually opened him up to

;__:at"[ack from the varlous disgruntled staff members that he was already
i _ dealhg wlth 1 'shouldn’t say various, the few disgruntled staff members,
"""'.‘?_,-__b.e_gause not all of his staff were clearly disgruntled. There were a

éauple who really resented him. So | thought it was a foolish thing to

do, it was a mistake, but it was really bad to have given them, handed
them this. | didn’t refer it to the Police for instance. | didn’t think it was
in that territory, but | did think it was unwise. It was disappointing. He
had done such good work. We had got the SFO coming along well and
yes we were dealing with things but no one at that stage was saying to
me, no one in the Government were saying in bureaucracy, and | think
they were still saying it but in the Government, ministers weren't saying
to me we will get rid of the Serious Fraud Office at the next time we cut.
They weren’t saying that to me by that stage. He was doing some good
stuff.

| think if you take the situation, he is in a very senlor rolg‘ — [~
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Q. To clarify do you recall seeing this at the time?
A | wouldn’t have seen this that | am aware of unless Stefan emailed it to

me and | can’t tell you that.

MR COOKE:

But you would have seen it in the paper the following day?

MS COLLINS:
Did | what? [REDACTED]

MR COOKE:

that -

QUESTIGNS FROM THEHO\ .\__L\CHISHOLM

We do know I thlnk that you were told because you rang Mr Rennie.

_,,_.\‘QUESTION’S FROM MS CASEY:
'__.'Q What | was exploring with was who gave you the information about what

had happened on that Friday?

A.  Well, | would have been told by Stefan or Adam or somebody. There is
no way Stefan would not have kept me informed. Stefan, you have met
him, he is a responsible, reliable, highly competent person. He would
not go off thinking “I know | will let Judith go off to bed blissfully unaware
that something is about to happen.”

Q. Walking down a different direction of the Stefan then himself refers the
matter to the State Services Commission.

A. Did he, he must have done it for me did he, because | would have

probably —
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Q. Thatis what | am just double checking.

A.  Atthat stage | probably, he probably did it for me. | may have been at a
function, | may have been at something. He would have told me
though. He told them and | probably followed it with a phone call to

5 lain Rennie. It would not be unusual for me to be at a function on a
Friday night and | can always check that.

Q. Just on the timing. Adam’s email to Stefan is 20 to seven and then

Stefan forwards it to lain Rennie 20 minutes later.

A.  So he probably would have contacted me. Stefan wouldnt have gqne

10 charging off and | would have advised and whatever but lt 15 the best |‘.

thing to do. R 3'_ > A '\

Q. It sounds like you made on the mformatlon \that Stefan gave yau, you
made a very fast decision that thls waa gomg to the SSC'-’ '

A.  You do. One of the things ia Gova(nment you have to do as a minister

15 is you have to make decrslons You dont an a Frrday night sit around

saying ‘| tell your what Iets wa|t tog see how th|s all goes and then | will

make a de0|5|0n ) 'Thls was’ dynam;!ei of course it was the best thing to
do and the thlhg |s L would have got advice from Stefan, [REDACTED],
whatever Wayne Eaglason or John Key. | would have had some advice

—on |t as weﬂ l would have discussed it. | certainly would have

\dISCUSSSd it wnth Stefan, but the last thing | would ever do is to “Guess
" --__'_'f-_'._-:.;what VIl just wait to see how it all plays out and then I'll tell the Prime
Minister's office tomorrow and it will all be fine.” The other thing you
3 would have had is that Stefan may well have contacted Kevin Taylor or
- 25 someone else. You do make decisions and that is something | have
never had a problem with making decisions. Occasionally it gets you
into trouble but not normally. It is not making decisions that tends to get
you into trouble in my job, well what was my job.
And Mr Feeley —
30 | don’t even know if Adam rang me.
That was my next question.

| don’t even know if he did. He might have.

o> 0 >»p

He says that your staff told him you weren’t willing to speak to him.
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A. | might have been tied up. | might have been annoyed and thinking “|

tell you what | need to get this stuff sorted.” | don’t know.

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:
5 Q. The word he used was “not willing” which would tend to suggest that
you didn’t think it was appropriate.
A. I don't know. If | had referred something to the SSC and made that
decision then | would normally leave it with the SSC. So | would ot be

expected, once | have sent something anywhere like thai I\weuld not

10 interfere in anyway. So | wouldn't ring the SSC to ask them how thlngs___x (

were going or anything like that, 1 would just- leave it, and that’ 15 my'_‘

recollection. So if | had referred h|m or iR had made the declsron then
that would be it. But, he sent me'a g emani lhe next ?day apologrsmg of

course —

15

Q,;;’..\f"';l\have got a copy 0}"(hat TFyou want to see it.
20°OA\ 0. - oS
C\J That i*s the 15‘ October email.
_I.'Saiurday afternoon. So he has gone on to tell me that it was a former

staff member who did that, who told — so he was dealing at that stage
WD) with Helene Quilter at the SSC and she had obviously talked to him and
25 said “You should do this.”

Q. Sojust stepping back | want to make sure that | have got this clear. You
didn’t think it would have been appropriate to hear from Adam Feeley
that night?

A.  Well | can't recall that, but let me tell you | am not his employer, and |

30 wasn't his employer. His employer was the State Services Commission
and if | had thought that this is no big deal and it is nothing then |
probably would have rung to say “Is there anything in this?” But, no he
had sent through this email to Stefan Herrick saying “Yes this all
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happened’, so actually that is quite serious and if 1 had not sent it to
SSC there would have been demands from the opposition and the
media for my scalp for not sending it to the SSC. If | couldn’t recognise
that this was a very tricky situation that the SFO were now in, and me as
their minister then there is something wrong with me not being able to

recognise that.

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

Q.

A.

But Mr Rennie and Ms Quilter said that you did the rlght thmg in
referring it to the SSC. \ A\

| have had as a minister a pretty good worklng\retatlohshlp w;th the':_:.___“?‘:-_:'

SSC, so if | had real concerns | would contact them on anythlng and %
think that is the right way to go, rather than trylng to att{empt to deal with
it myself. You just can’'t do it as a rnmlster Wa have had mlnlsters who
have had chief executwes Ieave and then ertd up ‘with months and
months of queshons m the House abmuf how much they paid to get rid
of them and how 1they coutdnt work\ with their chief executive. | don't

want to be in-that 51tuatlon | thought this was a serious issue but the

_:":__-_:_':tqest thmg for Adam and the SFO and frankly for me as its minister is to
20CQ A\
> theic oomments for the next day “I have sent this to the SSC and they

..__‘_iget |t stralght to the 'SSC so | could say hand on heart to the media on

---.'-:'_:'._J_;\.are mvestlgatlng and that is why 1 can't tell you anything else.” By

send:ng it off there | could say “not me and | can't answer any

questions, so there”. It saved me a lot otherwise | would have day in,

day out questions on it.

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

Q.

Just checking your view, certainly at the beginning of that period was
that it wouldn't be appropriate because of the seriousness, it wasn't
appropriate for you to talk to Mr Feeley or respond to his apology or —

It is under investigation.

| am just checking —
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A.  I'minterfering in the investigation if | did. If | had sent an email to Adam
saying “Adam that is okay, look, you know, it's fine”, what have | just
done? | have undermined the SSC. If | sent an email back saying
“What were you doing Adam, are you insane?” that would be, guess

5 what, prejudging the SSC. Whatever | would do, would be wrong. So |
am best to do nothing. He sent me the apology in writing in an email.
That was the right thing for him to do, and the right thing for me was not
to say anything. Whatever | do would be wrong. | guess by thls s‘tage I

got slightly used to being careful as ministers are_ always bemg

10 questioned about every single thing you do and Just ma@ng Sur\e I dlqn‘t__\:‘; '8
add to it. A 5N ) .\. .‘ N
Q. You will be aware that the media covetage__ hat followed was very
heated’? B .II 1 N 3 ._ -..|..| \._L hY

A. Well | have given it to you. <\ \\

? o’ o ‘l\ \ \ |
5 0 A

Yes. i 2\
| only gave you\the medfa commrehts rn \thé Herald the NBR and the
Whale Oﬂ b!og sne There Was Or‘qe for the Dominion Post, they were

15

> o

_abo’ul tha enly peopie m the medla who were not hysterical and | didn’t
"‘even bother gomg througﬁ the TV and everything else. | don’t know if

2070 ).

DA\~ they covered‘(t\but the Herald and the NBR were absolutely vicious.
\NQ” ___Mr F"ee\eyffebords that he said he felt hung out to dry.

By whom?

\ -:. lthlnkthe reference is —

25 QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:
Q. By State Services.
A. By State Services?

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:
9(2)(a), 9(2)(9)(i)
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So, look, the State Services Commission in my
experience as having been a minister, is they go all out to look after

their chief executives. | actually found them very professional.

despite Mr Feeley’s feelings.

What did they say, can you tell me? N ~ SO
Well it was under |nvest|gat|on and while |1, was under mveshgatlon it
wasn't appropriate for them to adopt any stancq and they felt that if they
went public it would be predetermmmg thing§ and ="

Exactly the same posmor[ I felt Ydu\ha\fe get to go through that difficult
time and I am sorry he felt Ilke that because | know what it is like. It is

reaﬂy hard when you. are gettung hounded and he was being hounded
very unfalrly in my\ Oplnloh and | would have been hounded if | hadn't
_.'.'sent |t tq the SSC and we would have both been hounded. In fact the
___‘Govemment would have been hounded in my opinion, particularly given
'-'""_\."ﬁ"'_‘-the tm’ilng | can only be an excellent minister if my chief executives are

“2\\ excellent and their results are excellent, otherwise | get blamed.

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

10 Q.
A
Q.
15
A
20K O N\
25
Q.
A
Q.
30 A

Part of the media coverage that week too was the comment from the
Prime Minister suggesting that it wasn’t such a big deal.

| think he made that after Bill English did.

| think that is correct. The first one was Bill English and then -

And that would be natural for the Prime Minister to always back up his
Deputy. Otherwise the story would be, a few weeks out from election,
Prime Minister and Deputy at odds. That is the story, so | would always

expect that if Bill English had come out and said X then John —
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A storm in a champagne flute | think was the phrase.

Q.
9(2)(9)(1)

Q.  You clearly took a different view of how serious this was?
5 A ltwas my agency. | would get the blame as the Minister but also | am a
lawyer and even though | am in politics these days | am still at heart a
lawyer. RGN | still feel very much a
sense of being a lawyer. So to me that was a very unwise move. for him

to have made. A series of unwise moves, didn't mean that he was not

10 capable on the job, didn't mean he couldn’t stay in the jOb but rt was.

unwise and we also had people like the Pohca Assqcnatlon Pres:dent"'f----‘-‘--

coming out saying if he was the Commlssmﬁer/ofﬁpbllce he wauld have
lost his job, if he was in the Pohce he\would have Iesl hls jOb Also |
think one comment was from the P01|ce Assc@:l@uon ‘President that
15 Adam was Iucky thact the SFE} hadnt beer‘i taken over by the Police
commg QUt éaymg" “very bad 'look\anef could have actually prejudiced a
progecunon of Petr:cevh:"‘ ‘/Those sorts of comments. | don’t think my

20.__‘_"-.3"_ .\ ___,'m\.*o'!vec:‘H |h the Jegal professmn for a long time but also someone who

L-3 nde}‘sfands that the Police for instance have to be in that position

\Whére they can’t be and [REDACTED)]. | know the way that they would

AN NN treat that, They would treat that much more firmly than the SSC, and

\ ' much more firmly than what | would want seen done, because Adam
25 was doing a good job.

Q. There seemed to be a couple of elements that were being focused on
almost separately. One was the celebration of laying charges and one
was where the champagne had come from.

A.  Neither of it is good. Despite my public persona and despite all those

30 things, and despite the fact that | am in politics these days, | think it is
important for law enforcement agencies to adopt not a neutral stance,
but to adopt a professional stance around laying charges. We are

talking about people who are still human beings. The law enforcement
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professionals are themselves human beings, they are going to have
feelings about things, they are going to feel excited, disappointed, sad,
happy, all those sorts of things around laying charges or prosecutions.
But ultimately they need to be somewhat less parochial or less partisan
and | don’t think it is good to take delight when someone else is being
charged for something, 1 think that it doesn’t reflect well. Actually | think
it looks bad and particularly for an agency with such massive powers
and the ability to even search through journalists’ offices as the SFO
has done and which | recall in my affidavit which very upset the Hera:‘d

| just don't think it is good to take delight in that. | think 1t \5 the \\6rt of (1 >\

thing where | can think well you might want to ceiebrate or acknowledgeff‘_;'“f

that there is a lot of hard work gone |nto thelr now berng a prosecuhon'
that is now being bought, charge& Iald but should that be dellght’?

Champagne, it smacks of dellght Maybe tone lt down a bit. It was just
a bit too commermal & b+t too Just done 2. reallylgreat money trade and
we will make meney . b...l's a bit too much [lke that and | know that Adam
was trylng desgera’tely to get 1h|s SFO energlsed and you can see that

in the thlqgs that )i askéd hlm to do energise it. You have just got to
< ;"3_'3'_""_‘1'.tone tt down a Ilttle bll and it wasn’'t a conviction after all, it was the
2O N\

Iaymg of QhargeS\and even then. | guess | have spent a lot of time

v&ni dont get great delight in someone being sentenced to jail when

they have committed an awful crime and that is not because | am soft

on crime, it is because | have actually been in prisons and | have seen

them and it is not happy.

The second element, the where the champagne was from —

That wasn't good. JEIE
B ovrined that it could be stealing by finding or

something. | am not a criminal lawyer | don’t know that, but it could be |

presume. | don't think, it wasn't evil, it just wasn't a good look and |

think he didn’'t do it when he was the Serious Fraud Office director |

think that is another point, he had it and | think he was genuinely, | think

that is what came out from the SSC'’s report too and my feeling when |
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talked to him afterwards and he came to see me, | think he was
genuinely trying to build a rapport in his organisation, but it was just a
really bad set of circumstances and clearly there was someone in there
and | presume you know who it is who was busily adding all those up
and saying EIE0

[ —————— |
Q. We come to the next Saturday which is the Hubbard biography.

A. | can’t remember that one.

MR COOKE: _Ea
The next Saturday, we have gone Saturday 1 (OA WV

THE HON L CHISHOLM: S
This is Saturday 8" LR

MR COOKE:

Whéitd‘ate is tha‘t?\

r - /\ \'I |I

,.'.

_,_auasnoué FROM MS CASEY:
I-:__.':-\ Q\ Saturday 8" was when the Herald broke the story. The Christmas party.
(s “A. I don't have all that stuff but | know the story. If you can show me what
25

you have got at the appropriate times because | —

Q. You wanted to go back to something?

A.  So you have asked about comments by the Prime Minister and Deputy
Prime Minister and | said that Bill English would have said it first and
then the Prime Minister would have backed him up because that is what

Prime Ministers do. EIBGIHREIAGI)
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_Also there would be Cabinet on the Monday, and Cabmet would

10 have been informed by me, | would have done an oral 1tem to Cabmet to, L%

say that this is what has happened and this |s the, actlen | have taken éo.'f;'_f‘_-;_;-

everyone was informed if they havent been aiready If they.! had beeh
hiding under a rock for the weekend and dldnt actua!l;y see the papers
but that would be the normai sort of thmg that| Would happen People
15 would state thelr wews but the normal thing weuid be it is the right thing

to do.

Q. Your descnptlen before on the 1mpact |t had on the story that had been

planned to betun weuld be,d:scussed
9(2)(a), 9(2)(9)(1)

_ At that stage | would have gone to Cabinet
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and | would have advised them. FRIBOEIBIEN0)

MR COOKE:

Does that mean there would have been some discussion over the weekend

do you think? "
10

MS COLLINS:

»

There might well have been, but | can't verlfy tﬁat wa\'( l am saji‘ing‘is“fhat li
\ 't"»at]some siége Or Stefan will

is quite likely that we would have d:scuss
have contacted Kevin Taylor or someqné élsé Qr| I WOuid have contacted
15  Wayne Eagleson. This WaS the~ lead story zQ the majmr sorry for those who
don’t live in Auckl ncl,\the*r‘néz‘jor Newﬂzedlana ﬁewspaper with the biggest
reach and the?/ wea;e/rl}nﬁmg it ﬁe{rd mﬁ eourse we would discuss it, and |

would have sjaug t6'the Prm’re‘M\qulster or to his office EAEEI0 NG

N L

That is the right
\thlng to d&‘\ \

e / \\1\ \‘ /;
=X QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:
I' “Q.  The Prime Minister did talk about t.
25 A. He often does. So what day did he talk about it?
Q. So the storm in a champagne flute from the Prime Minister was on the
3", so the Monday.
A.  Monday, E@AIEN0)

30 Q. lassumeditwas in that order —
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QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:
Q. It was in that order because the Prime Minister referred back to the
statement by the Deputy Prime Minister but | am not sure that we have

got information as to when the different times —

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:  ~ \\J 7 0\
Q. So was it a big deal at the time that there were ¢ ifferent lines being run?
- \_ ."\___.\j ,i :\.'. N ',___'\/\'.\>\\_..‘
15 A.  No. EAIGI0) ' |

))Ma. Stepping to the following Saturday, the 8" October, when the headline

2-.5 broke about the Christmas party and the prize that had been given of
Mr Hubbard’s biography. You were saying before that you actually
didn’t recall this at this point?

A. No, | couldn’t recall when it was and | hadn't actually referred to it in my
affidavit so | hadn’t prepared anything for today based on that because it

30 was added to the list.

Q. My question really was, what was your reaction?
A. | probably just sent it off to the SSC. | don’t know if I had any reaction

other than to send it off there, but it is not good. It is not bad, it is just
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not brilliant and certainly the Hubbard supporters at the time were
almost evangelical in their zeal for Allan Hubbard. He was almost | felt
considered to be the Saint of South Canterbury. So bear in mind right

before an election, Ef)

So it was a
very tlme cqnsu_r;l\ng ancL expenswe mvestlgatlon and | remember him
sawr{g severa1 tlme&’ hQWas in and out of Timaru all the time. Which is

)a {ovaly place but Jt IS actually quite difficult to get to from somewhere
za:ﬁ;_.:. )
SR about it?ﬁ L
\I gm.not sure. It was more about your reaction.

\ }OUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

25 Q. There is no indication that it actually went to you or that there was any
communication between you and the Serious Fraud Office, but we do
know that it was referred to the State Services Commissioner by
Mr Feeley and —

A.  He must have done it directly.
30 Q. Yes and thereis no indication that you were involved in that phase at all

as | recall it.
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QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

Q.

>

| recall slightly Ms Quilter said that she couldn’t recall if you had referred

it to them, but if you hadn’t they would have picked it up anyway.

| have got no recall or record of sending it to the SSC unless you have

got some email or something, but | really can’t remember. They would

have had it.

| just wanted to get the context of how it came up.

It is disappointing but that is what happens when you have these nasty

things like Adam had with the champagne incident belng m the\media is

that it opens the floodgates for everyone else to have a go\ at you

know. All of a sudden someone was mean to

had done this other thing, that is what happens dsith brlngs lt allj: S

was presumably from the same ..peréoh who was runnmg the ’thmg, I

don’t know.

We don’t know.

Wl

who was there

..\'.‘ _' J

_ What does seem to be apparent and | just want to check whether you

-'_-':_'_'._«__:were conscmus of lt at the time was that there was a pretty concerted

campalgn by staff or former staff being run in the media?

""--":'f.:‘.'--_talks about what has happened at a staff function, that it is someone

PN who was there or someone who was there who has told someone else.

That is pretty clear to me that it is someone there. Did | know that there

was a concerted effort in the media, | probably didn’'t know that there

was a concerted effort in the media being run by some people but it was

pretty clear that someone was leaking and someone was directly

leaking against Adam and they were directly leaking at a time to

maximise embarrassment for the government. If this was such a big

problem for them, they could have leaked it at the time or they could

have made a complaint to the SSC themselves, but they chose not to.

Instead they had waited until the Government would be very concerned

and would have to send it off to SSC.

It was designed clearly | think for

puppy because they};
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maximum damage to him and therefore to everyone else and to put

pressure on the Minister, which is myself, and obviously the

government. EIAICEHI0)
e T e T e T

5 Q. You referred earlier about part of the effect of referring this to the SSC

9(2)(ba)(i . Did you
engage at all with the media between the referral and the SSC report on

this that you —

A. Between those reports, no. | would have had people who\\ned to

10 engage with me and they will have said to me “Can't- y0u ‘talk about ity ) W

can't you do this?” The Herald is always g;}od at {hls ohe too, ‘and i:f----.

would have said it is with the SSC. If ott‘rer_ med_la\would have cahtacted
me | would have said it is with thessé NOW they have\‘dea‘r!y lnferred
from what | said that | am unhappy We!l 1§ doh t 'Ehlhk\ even they would
15 need to be rocket se;lentlSts ierwork mut\thai \I wouldnt send it to the

SSC becausc-; 1 was’ happy Of coupse ---{\wés unhappy, | thought Adam
let hlmseit doerrgnd Iet the efflce prh ‘but it wasn't irretrievable.
Q. Anﬁ S‘tefan \Herrlck \pr Sumably would have been giving the same

o _‘résponse as we[l’?\ A
26(C

\_/,Pwould have thol.ught so, unless you can show me something else. |

__IWQuId be expectlng Stefan to say “It is with the SSC and the Minister is
hot gomg to say anything. Or “There is no point asking because she
b has sent it to the SSC” and | think that is what he would have said. It is

N, a closing down tactic.

: 25 Q. | think the only thing we have even remotely to the contrary is we have
media saying that they were told by someone in your office that you
were furious. But Stefan’s recollection is that, that would not have been

him.
A. | think people would be hoping | was furious and it is very easy for a
30 journalist to say | am interpreting it that she is — of course they are going

to say stupid things because it is selling newspapers or whatever and

they were clearly after Adam.
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QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

Q.

On the 5 October, Fran O’Sullivan wrote that you were understandably
furious and we enquired from her where this came from. It was said to
have come from your office, not from you personally and we talked to
Mr Herrick about this. He was, | think you could almost say adamant
that he didn’t use the word furious but | do need to understand
regardless of what other people might have said how you did actually
feel and you have covered this already to some extent. What anqotive

would you use?

| would actually say disappointed. | wasn't furious at. Adam “"--Peome. e\

make mistakes. Clearly things get msnnterpreted partscular!y |f

someone has an evil mind and they want to mlsmterpret 1t but It Was
disappointing and he had done sQ much good work -[\was dlsappomted

for him as well as in him. But | was dlsappomted wsth him because |

knew these people the médla were ]USt gomg to hound him unless we
could get it off the front pages as. fast aoxpossmle | was disappointed.

Waslfurrous no Everyone makes istakes.

_Ai a iater pomt on the 20"‘ I thlnk Jock Anderson wrote in the National

--"'.-'-'f,.':'BUSmess Review that you were furious. We have addressed questions

_"at hlm Hls answer is that | think that was his interpretation from others,

thlnk people often like to do that.

D We will shortly come to Mr Slater who stated that you were livid.

Everyone seems to have a view about what my views were. This is one
of the problems when you become caricatured as an angry person who
is going to sort things out, is it's so easy to make those statements and
then to say that they know what | am thinking based on what someone
has told them or their general gut feel but actually | was disappointed for
Adam because | knew this was going to live with him and here it is back
again living with him. 1t is not as though he ran off with the office silver.
It is not as though he was corrupt in any way. It was just a bit silly. |
was really disappointed for him and for me because | had to deal with it

but | dealt with lots of stuff all the time as a minister.



55

Q.  With the elections looming and also with the release on the Monday,
would there have been an element of annoyance?

A. l'am not sure | would say annoyance. Disappointment is better placed

because there is no point being angry when you are the Minister and

5 you are dealing with a situation. If you are angry you are going to say

something to the media that you shouldn’t say and the last thing | would

want is “Collins sacks Feeley’ or something like that, that would be

dreadful and he had done a good job so | wouldn't say that. | woutd say

| was disappointed. All that hard work that he had done was now\gomg

10 to be defined by some silly bottle of champagne and clearly dbwous!y\____

the book later. So was | angry? No. | had as a\mmister at that sfage‘ L - o

had dealt with a situation where the Police had Rllted an lnnocent person
and | wasn't angry. | would say thaz anye’ne who Ha‘:‘. wofked in my
office would know that | woufd Vei‘y seldom ever r{ e\?er raise my voice
15 and | am sure that, Adam Febley, if you asked hlm would say | have
never ever sheu{ed at hlm or anythmg [lke That That is not my way.

Not surprismgly we have askéd hll"n
Wrat dld hesay? o)\ 5

,;"He hasn t suggested that you did.
20" OA

\ \_‘\ \

','\: \__,;f.Never lt |s not my way | will be disappointed but | don’t get red in the
| face angry at people The one time in 12 years that | did | told off the

"i3'_:."'_‘-l_-\'medla and | have been paying for it ever since. The one time | have lost

my temper and that is nothing to do with this; that was a personal attack.
) I just don’t do it.
25

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

Q. The next step that | wanted to go to was the SSC report of 17 October
which is when they report back to you. Really | am just wanting to
gauge your response reaction to that and what you thought of it.

30 A, Letme just have a look at it.
Q. | know they sent you a letter. Did you get the whole report as well?
A.  ldon’tknow. Honestly, seriously | don't remember being in the office at

that stage. We would be out and about campaigning so | would be
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coming in for at that stage probably once a week for a day to do all my
meetings, Cabinet. | just don't see that stuff at that stage. It would go
normally to the advisor who would have been [REDACTED], she might
have given it to me, she most likely would have given it to me. She
would have made sure | saw it and it would have been in my weekend
papers or something. They might have emailed it to me, | don’t know. |
am not sitting around there; there is no votes in my office. | am in
election mode; | am out there. A

This wasn’t actually high on your list of concerns at thet,mathat»they

reported?

It was high on my list of concerns so | could say. _“Get the report deai";__..'f{-:" .

with it and get it out of the way” but | wouldnt have been hang:ng \ouf
there going “Where is my report’?’ R dout)t it wou,d rmt be my practlce

to ever contact them to say: 'When I.S the report commg’?” or anything
like that. | would not want to put any pressUre on them whatsoever. If |
put any press,ure oh them ’(hen the opposmon would have said that | put

pressurey on them and |t was a whlftewash That is the usual line, you

_mlght have heard it before That is what they say.
¢ 3:"'.?The content of the repprt-
: ""-_-",".Have you, got |t there’?
Ul have actually just got the letter. This is the letter to the Minister of
‘l 7 October 2011 from the State Services Commission.

) This letter to me, copied to the Minister of State Services, now from

memory | think the State Services would have put their report up on
their website. They would have no doubt sent me, or handed over a
copy, or more likely to have given it to their minister who would have

handed it over.

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

Q.

The report was made public. That is my recollection of what Mr Rennie

or Ms Quilter told us, but there was a press release that could mean that
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A.  That was what was made public. So the entire report wasn’'t made
public, but the press release saying these are their findings. That is

what | recall.

5 QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:
Q. Whatis your view of the findings?
A. | think it is fine. | think they have seriously addressed the two issues.
They haven’t gone overboard. They have acknowledged the fact"that it

was unnecessary risk and it had caused unnecessary embarrasﬁment

10 They have dealt with it properly and they have said ¢ Please don t do-it (

again’, basically is what they are saying. They dQnt eXpect to: ‘see‘ lt o

repeated but they don’t seem to talk to Adam about hIS expe\c‘tatrons as
the chief executive in a public servgce _:‘\(gamsatlon/and director of a law
enforcement agency. | thmk\that ts aII fair thlnk lt i reasonable. |

15 think it is professronal rt rs not hystencai W, \\
Q. 1t is commensura’te__wlth your \Vléw of"" the seriousness of what

happened? ‘
A. Abselutely r \thlnk the '

,

, ;d‘idn‘t do that then they would open themselves up for an attack that

\véfd‘oné a very good job and | think if they

20;--:_._?_' ) 'ihey dldn f need 10 have So | think they have done well is my view. | of
L e ) courSe WUuId never have expressed a view other than that | agree with
: \__he‘report or the findings.

P\ Which | think was the view expressed.
‘ VA, | mean genuinely | think they have handled it really well and | think that
25 they have been fair and as | say they didn’t get hysterical which is one

of the reasons to send it off to them, so that things can be dealt with out
of the media asking questions day in day out about the same things.
Q. Then I think what | have got after that is the media then start contacting
your office and there is just a few emails from the State Services
30 Commission file which show that you spoke to Tracey Watkins from the
Dominion Post and then the next one is just showing that you in

response to an OIA release —
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A.  So she has talked to me and | have said he has apologised, he has
done that in writing or whatever, | have had that by the stage for —

Q. Two weeks plus.

A. Closer to three because it was the Monday. | have said that and so she

5 has requested a copy of that. The best thing to do is to say that. They
love to get an apology, the media and it means that Adam is no longer
then going to be reviled as he was getting reviled. They would be
entitled to get that under an OIA, there is no reason to withhold that at
Al
10

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM: : o (v

Q. You were reported in the media at that tlme basacaily saymg\\y&u Were
happy with the report but as | recall you\dldn { expect Mr Feeléy to getin

to this sort of bother again? <\ \\ -.\'_-_\ =
15 A. That would be true and that would be fair cbmment I didn’t expect him

to do it again and ] am sure he nEVer wantad to doit again.
Q. You met \Mth hlm after the repor‘t came through and Ms Quilter also

rang you and dlscussed the report | don’t think we need to dwell on

: now and of course from my point of view it was
20, ;"'Important te assess what your attitude was at that time, and there was
L | ___nqthmg m that from my perspective.

: ---"f"'-':-‘-.;-lfshe‘ says she did | am sure she would have talked to me. I just don't

2 ) recallit. Look of course Adam Feeley had to report to me anyway every
month or thereabouts. Clearly it is better if he comes to see me and

25 goes through an oral report and he takes an opportunity to speak to me,

that’s far better. E@AICEI0)

I but it was really important | think for him and me to get

30 together just to go over things and he could say and | could say well,

you know.
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Q. Incidentally Mr Herrick said that he was present at the meeting with
Mr Feeley and that this was normal practice anyway for him to be
present at these regular meetings with chief executives.
A.  That's right. So | can't recall exactly who was there, but it would be
5 normal and common practice for Stefan to be there. Also [REDACTED]
as the advisor and also [REDACTED] as the senior private secretary.
So that would be quite normal, that they would normally be in all of my
meetings with the chief executives and it would be just to go through the

issues and deal with them.

10
QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY: e A\
Q. And the discussion about this mmdent wuth\ Mr'Feeﬂey aI that pmnt do
you recall? R \ G 3 -j '
A. ltis always awkward when wou hga\fé got a sﬂuatron hke Adam was in,
15 but | would have thought l Wouid have sald tohlrﬁ “Well you know Adam

it wasn’t so good "my -adwce is Just ha reaﬂy careful about that again

.\.

and Just bo awaré that there‘s clearly people who are working against
__yoa 1ﬁ the office and you r ave Just got to be really aware of it.” | don't

-"l?'*":'kﬂow ifat that stag \lf he had the media help in his office but | know he

2@\'\"5:'?,?_ ' W% ’Z'néeded |t so I dont know whether he did at that stage. It was a hard
\ __,__t;me for\ imr‘n 1 think we were fine. | think I saw it reported in the Herald
r.some paper the other day saying that at the time he thought he had a

O\ good relationship with me, but he thought it was all a bit tense around
Nad) that time. | guess tense is one way of putting it. | would say it was just
25 a bit sad that that, had happened.

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

Q. He was interviewed on the radio.

A.  That's right, | think they were desperately trying to get him to say
30 something that wasn't true. He is probably much more practiced with

them, with the media these days.
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QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

Q.

Being aware of the context, where you were busy with the election, SFO
did an internal investigation into the leaks. Were you across any of
that?

He might have said — you just don't get involved in those detailed things
as the Minister. Otherwise | would then be having — it was clearly
someone from in the organisation, even | could work that one out but
you just don’t get involved. Otherwise | would then be intervening in

someone’s employment situation, so | just don't get involved. - H‘é"ﬁ}ﬁ@d

have kept me informed. | am sure he kept me mformed about some

things. 1 am sure he told me about something to' do wrth 3 person belng-‘-'f'..ff'_‘- —

prosecuted, but | couldn’t tell you exactiy what he has told me SRk )
The last phase on this one is the one We started before whsch is the
second annual review. We ar’e laokmg at a draft recard of a meeting on
the 28 November 2011 and this was the meetlng that had been
scheduled for.5 October and it had been put off. First of all, because it

isa draft record of f:he meetang to tHe extent that you can remember are

_ you happy that itis reasbnably accurate
A thlnk itis flne Ny

Ms Quilter said that in any event each of these drafts was sent to your

2 - \ office for you to confirm it was accurate before they acted on it.
2 Y

| don’t know if we changed it at all. It seems pretty fair to me. If we had

she would have that but | don’t know.

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

Q.
A
Q.

So this is not quite the glowing one from a year earlier?

No, we had had a few other things happen. It is still good though.

In the first paragraph you refer to the relationship being harder to
manage.

Itis.
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And not being well attuned to public sector practices. What is that

reflecting?

The next paragraph is more of a direct reference to the champagne
incident?

Yes and | have said it is in a far better state than it was before and | was
disappointed. Well | was. Clearly there are still some people stirring up
trouble for him.

In the same paragraph there is a reference again to the media
coverage, less media coverage would be good. “The Minister is
concerned” —

Yes, the Minister was concerned. Having your senior staff, or people,

supposedly the senior staff leaking major nasty stories against your
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chief executive to the media working against the Serious Fraud Office
like that, of course | am concerned. What am | going to be? Happy? |
can't be happy at that. That is really sad. That is like a Deputy
Commissioner of Police spreading stories against the Commissioner of
Police in the media, that is at that sort of level and that is really serious
behaviour from senior staff members against Adam, after the
restructuring.

Do | take it from that, that at this point you were thinking that actually
reflects adversely on Adam Feeley? 2 ¥ _' \
| am not so sure about that. What | think it does do |s tl; shows me'that
-\the $FO together
:'Llarge part oﬁ\the ‘team

~ )

he has not yet been able to bring the whole team'_ '

for the common purpose. He has clearty get ;

working together, but clearly not the\en\ttre team Sorr]alttme_b and as |
think | said earlier today you cantget SOme peqple to'\cohme on board
and they are better to ge AIn tns case (ae Had dohe a great job but that
wasn't quite there\ yet\ Even mchh he had a history in the public
serwce not teveryorre in tha“t'drgamsatlon did, so that is another thing
too xl/arh no‘l saylng ybt) had to have a history in the public service to

’ "'-'-"“"Understand the culture of it and what is expected, but you need to
20 -\_____.;:';actually Eue aware that there is a difference in expectation around a
p g Gevémment agency compared to a commercial agency.

\ .S]r;tltarly | think, the second to last paragraph -

- A\ That is something the State Services found was a real problem. They

asked me about it. If you go to number 50 on my exhibits these are the
questions that they tried to talk to me about. When we are looking at
these issues here | am simply answering the questions. This is not
self-initiated. This is my answering very reasonable questions that they
would be expected to do.

The second to last paragraph of the file note, the note of the record
which says, “The critical issue going forward is for Adam to overcome
less desirable behaviour.” That would appear to be a response to
question seven, “what do you consider are the critical issues for the

SFO going forward”.
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A.  Yes. These are the State Services Commission’s words. They are
reflecting what they have asked me.

Q. Then the sentence, “There have been a number of staff changes and
that may be a sign of a problem.”

5 A, Yesoritmay be a sign of him fixing a problem.

Q. Reading that would suggest that again this was a reflection on his
performance?

A. 1t is a reflection that there is a problem but how can there ngt be a

problem when you have got leaks coming out from senlor staff members

10 against the organisation. Clearly there is a problem\ Efg'{@m- W

happy.

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM 4 2 A
15 Q. To put that in the con{e;(t of- the tme\th‘is fssvlate 2011 and my
understandmg 13 thaf the semor Staff mexﬁbers had resigned in early
2010. Dj d you have the mpress:on;that there were still others who were

] sti It rig‘?

A \i thmk there must\ha\)e been something else going on. There must
20 ON&

have been cher people who were stirring and | think that is what my

|mpreSS{®n isand clearly that was an issue for Adam.

N 'ff;é'u'}zsinNs FROM MS CASEY:
Q Did you have a sense that this is now two years after the appointment, a
25 year and a bit after the restructuring, that this was going on too long?

A. | don’t know about that, it takes quite a long time when someone is
trying to change a culture of an organisation and that is why he started
his restructuring. You know, it's that old saying of you can’t make an
omelette without breaking some eggs and he had to change it. | am not

30 someone who thinks someone can change an organisation overnight. It
takes a tremendous amount to do that and even a small agency like his
had an entrenched practice and it was hard for him to do that.



10

15

25

30

64

work he did, he had made outstanding results in working co-operatively
with Police, | think | might have helped with that by not having a Minister
on Police who was going into patch protection against the SFO. | helped
him. | believe absolutely and sincerely | helped him in that. | think he
did good work with the FMA and you will see there that | said it wasn't
his fault that he didn't actually have a memorandum of understanding
with the FMA. He knew he needed to have it. He was not the problem
from what he said to me and | believed him. | believed he genuinely

had it as one of his KPls, he was going to get that done aRd\he was

trying really hard. It was not his fault.  But clearly{fiings, were not 5

completely happy yet. ACO J\ VoA “l

Then just stepping forward in time you then move |nto the Jusbce
portfolio. You obviously still had some ‘OVEPS!ght of the Serlous Fraud

Office in the sense that it is in yoursector'? A T NS
When | took over the Justlce role we. took upt the challenge from the
Deputy Prlme Mlmster[Mlnlster of Finanoe to bring in better public

serwces,. Whlch was about gettmglpeeple to work together. | was given

thel) role of bemg a lead rmnlster for the Justice sector and to basically

i '_._f-'_ff'f'.l-.:contmue the. work i\ had done with SFO, Police and Corrections where |
2ONE
b e N had encouraged them to work together and | had got them to report on

had got them workmg together. | shouldn’t say that | got them together.

N ‘.'._.:.-\.\__“how thlngs were happening. You know, it's that being cooperative and

) those sorts of things. We had a huge success | have to say out of the

Christchurch earthquakes in getting Police and Corrections to work
together for instance. What you probably don’t know is that we saw
during those earthquakes response to them, for the first time
Corrections officers working in the Police cells in Christchurch and
running the cells for Police. That was totally unthinkable until those
earthquakes. We had the Courts being run out of the men’s prison.
That was totally unthinkable until the earthquakes. When Police said to
me “Look we are under stress” and they were absolutely under extreme
stress, this is what 2010. Australia had sent over 400 Police to help.

Police were coming in from all over the country. We had the Defence
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Force on the streets. It was a hard time and | remember EIBIEN)

At that time the

Commissioner was Howard Broad, the chief executive of Corrections

they worked together, they did the arrangements, they made it work and

now all these years later Police are still having thelr cells_ .\run by

10 Corrections. They now are co-located and the Justice sectqr precmct___ (U

which | had something to do as Mlmster cf\ .Justlce eVerythmg |s’_‘__‘:":~.ﬁ'

co-located. That has all come out of the Iearmngs of that ‘and ‘the
co-operation. When you say | had semethlng o dothth it yes | was the

lead minister but | had no operatlonél “nﬂuence over\the SFO | had no

15 operational |anuenc,e over ‘the Pollce K ﬁéve( had it'as a Police Minister
either or the SFO Mlﬁaster but | had 1‘)0 q'esponmblllty for their individual

budgets buti ceT/thﬁly w\as Brﬁught m so that we could have separate
I_bud’gets for ach of thase‘agenmes but that | had to be accountable for

:'all gf\,the be.tter pubhc service targets on crime and everything else

2({_:7:;.' \___’_,irECidl\!lShL aii those sorts of things, rehabilitation. They weren't actually
b Vi __\_my a?eéls 1but | was responsible for them. So | did have a target on my
% ad'? Yes | did and we still achieved it, we were great. In terms of the
P ) SFO we started meetings of the ministers and the chief executives |
'. ' think about March or April 2012 so this was when | was Minister of
| 25 Justice. It took me a while to get it all organised and to work out how |
was going to do it, because one of the things with the Prime Minister is

even though he might speak to me as he did about portfolios | was

interested in before the election, he would never commit to exactly

which ones because it is unlucky to him. He has talked about that

30 before in public so | am not telling secrets. He doesn’t want to pre-judge
or basically try and take something for granted. He is very careful to say

if we were to be privileged enough to be elected what might you be

interested in. He knew | was interested in Justice. He also knew | was
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interested in another portfolio which | didn’'t get and | never asked for
Ethnic Affairs or ACC and | ended up with them. | was happy to have
them because | was always grateful. You take what is given to you
pretty much and even though | knew | wanted Justice, even though I'd
5 had indications | had also had indications about other things too, so |
never took it for granted. | didn't know about quite what was being
planned that | would then be responsible for all these targets.
Q. Did you have a sense following that period of any lasting impae_t_,of this
media foray on Adam Feeley or the SFO itself? Za % \
10 A, Noldidn't actually. In fact the relationship was with Anne To[iey 4s the

Minister and | thought she did a very good JOb She got on’ well wnh her_-'_-\__."_:"'f'-.-_ 4

chief executives from what | could see. My ;le‘allngs w1th the chlef
executives of the SFO, Police and Correctlons was Ilmlted to the
monthly meetings that we started and i thml{ we star{ed them about
15 March or April. | am not qmte certaln When and it took us a while to

work out how, we wduld do them, bu'_" \ ___as basmally them reporting on
how they were gomg and targets and anythlng that they needed to let us
_kndw Bamcally |t worka uke th|s |f Police are not working to their peak
< '.Jff:'f.l-':eff|0|ency then we thl geta blowout in crime because Police, despite all
20O N\¢ .
> __,I\huge dlfference and Police prevention of crime activity makes a huge

“the Ilterature around do make a difference. Police presence makes a

- '.j:'f_-\"'j?.\_ginfference. If they are not doing that they will then end up with a blowout
\ m Courts. That then flows out to a blowout in the budget in Corrections
A and we have to build more prison cells. So when we came in to
25 Government in 2008 the first thing | had to deal with at Corrections for
instance was the fact that | was told that we had a forecast of needing

12,000 beds in the next few years. That is my recollection anyway and

we had 8,000 or 8,500. The first thing we had to do was to either have

a complete reset of the criminal justice system, a complete reset about

30 parole and opening it up which we, by the way, had campaigned on not
doing, a complete reset about sentences which again we had
campaigned on not having lesser sentences but actually having harsher

sentences or we could build lots more prisons and lots more cells or we
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could start dealing with the real problem which was the crime rate. So
that is what we did. That is why it was important to do that and that was
my purpose, always about the targets in those meetings. So my
meetings it would be highly unlikely for any meeting with me in my
5 ministerial office to take more than an hour even though all those people
were involved. It might go slightly more but that is unusual and
[REDACTED] would probably intervene and say | am busy, the Minister
has got to be somewhere else or something nicer than that. | d,dnt see

a problem for Adam on that. | thought Adam was — by 1hat s,tag\e Peter

10 Marshall was the Commissioner of Police and Adam 8eamed to’ get on.
fine with Peter, he got on fine with Ray Smith-in Cerrectlons that (" couldl--"-' >
see. | did not see any problem for Adam Rﬁam dldnt aiwa‘y@f _ome to
those meetings just because of th@ fai;t h’e was Jn Aucklénd énd they
were in Wellington, but I think\ he would hava come tb mbst of them and

15 most of his mteractzqn Would be througl*r l:né\ ﬁmhister

Q. Any surprlse reactabn When he reslgngd’i
A. 1 think | would h__ave satd to Ar\ne; Toiiey “What is all this?” She would
ha\(e.'_'-eporfed it t@’ Cablnet and she just said “Look he's going to

: Queenstown at a Job runnlng the council.” So, yes, slightly surprised
""‘ecaqse ha nad been making really good progress, @A)

- R S e R e W | i

just guessing. | didn’t ask him and | thought it was Queenstown, who

| 25 wouldn’t want to be in Queenstown,

Q. What | am planning to do now is just traverse some general issues and
move back in to the October period just to place that in time. | know you
have covered some of this off in your affidavit but | thought we could just
go in to a little bit more detail. First of all your relationship with Mr

30 Slater, from when, the nature of?

A. [ know Cameron from it would be about 2002 something like that, about

when | came in to Parliament or slightly earlier or slightly later | am not

quite sure when and through National Party circles. | know his parents



10

15

20, C

25

30

>0 >0 >0 >0 >0 >0 %}k:

68

— | should say, | knew his mother and his father. | had just got involved
with the National Party through what was then through the Epsom
electorate and John Slater and Margaret Slater lived there and they
were pretty much the doyennes — can a man be a doyen? Whatever the
equivalent of it. Leading lights, | could say, and he is a former President
of the National Party. They were very nice to me and kind to me and
not everyone was actually in 2002. It was quite a difficult time.
[REDACTED] and | got on well with the Slaters. | tried to be__ _f_riends

with everyone which is quite unhelpful sometimes. | tried '{e"ﬁé%“get

involved in it because their politics goes a long way « t)aok and Pwas A ( .

newbie to it. Anyway the Slaters were very nlce end klnd to me Really-‘ﬂ'.?'."‘f. i

| think that over the years | had the odd qontaets W|th Camem]’ﬁ but'
partlcularly so as | recall he started thrs biog, Whale Orl ‘and l remember
talking t0: me about it and thatmﬂ. was great
friends with him. So you sort of talk to peomeand certalnly in opposition
few people talk to you so you are always reasonably grateful if
somebody does [REDACTED]

QUESHDNSFROMTHEHQNLCHBHOLM
.'\__:,'ffRE DAGTED]
,rREDAcrEU]
iw{REDACTED]
\ [REDACTED]

[REDACTED]
[REDACTED]
[REDACTED]
[REDACTED]
[REDACTED]
[REDACTED]
[REDACTED]
[REDACTED]
[REDACTED]
[REDACTED]
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Q. [REDACTED]
A. [REDACTED]
Q. [REDACTED]

5 MR COOKE:
[REDACTED]

MS COLLINS: P
[REDACTED] INEs &S
QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY: COA |23
Q. [REDACTED]
A. [REDACTED]
Q. [REDACTED]
A. [REDACTED].

15

MR COOKE: (.
[REDACTED] | |

26 O THEHON L GHISHOLM:

~ “MR COOKE:
'\ ) VIREDACTED]
25
THE HON L CHISHOLM:
[REDACTED]

MR COOKE:
30 [REDACTED]

THE HON L CHISHOLM:
[REDACTED]
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MS COLLINS:
[REDACTED]

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:
Q. [REDACTED]
A [REDACTED]
Q. [REDACTED]
A [REDACTED]

THE HON L CHISHOLM: reod s
[REDACTED] AR

MR COOKE:
[REDACTED]

QUESTIONS FRQM THE HON L CHISHOLM":"

Q. [REBAGTED] NS
> IREDACTED]
{REDAGTED]

_ _._.:MR COOKE
- -:_‘::._\_:'-',._: [REDACTED]

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:
Q. | am moving in to the mechanical side of how you communicated, how
that’s changed over the years, frequency, who called who, text, email, et

cetera. The beginning of the question was as a close family friend —

>

Yes, family friend.
Q. Obviously that is a very different relationship that you would have with a

journalist?



71

A.  Yes but he is still a journalist now. You know, he's very proud of that
and that Justice Asher declared him a journalist. He is more of a
journalist than say Nicky Hager.

Q. Back in 2009, would you still have been regarded him as a friend and

5 journalist.

A. Yes, | think so. He is both. It is not impossible for journalists to be
friends. It gets slightly less likely as | get longer in the tooth but at the
moment there are still some journalists who are friends.

Q. His blog was reasonably big by 2009/20107? e ,

10 A. Yes ever since | think he started he has been, he very q‘wckly overtook

David Farrar's Kiwiblog and all the other oneS\ The Left wmg hqve thé
Standard and Red Alert and varlous\ othe{“ thlrr,gs and (Ihe\rrght has
Whale Oil and Kiwiblog pretty much\\T(\erﬁ d be chers\bm they would
be the predominant ones and he\IS ‘read” by a huge nhhaber of people. A
15 lot of people who wguld\n\t ’admltto it \\\; ‘,\\ \vf
Q. Ithink he descnbgd the 5|ﬁerenee\lgefweeh\the top blogs and the rest of
them as\youl‘ knmw gl mjgpt n@t E‘l&e the right word but it is almost a
(_,quantum T RN \_\\ \

/\, f\ \.

lt is Mge Some péap!e would be very excited that 1000 people have

O\ ;l'éeen ths;l{ bX:g if» a year and | think he has got millions of people, like
U(A{O\O}' tﬁrée somethmg a month or whatever it is a week, | don’t know
"".‘\_\\,n)\h\af‘ft is, it is constantly changing. But he is constantly reporting it on
\ \ the site.
“Q.  From 2009 when he became a closer family friend, he was at the same
25 time a blogger journalist?
A. Heis talking to.
Q. Would you ,this probably one from our conversation we had with
Mr Slater, would you just think that he had the same sort of relationship
that he has with you, does he have that with other politicians?
30 A. |think he does and | know that because of some of the things he has
said to me. He might feel though that because of the family connections
that he would be very much aware of the fact that | would have a great

deal of sympathy or similar family issues. [REDACTED]
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QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

Q.

A
Q.
A

[REDACTED]
[REDACTED]
[REDACTED]
[REDACTED]

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:
Q.

A.

2011 on, the frequency of contact was obviously quite intense for-2011

and probably parts of 2012. Increase, decrease?

| think it depends on what was happening.
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Q. It seemed an odd result to get. The content of your communications

apart from the very personal ones, political gossip?

A.  Yes, absolutely.
Q. Politics?
5 A Yes.

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:
Q. Can you give me some examples of what would be descnbed as

political gossip or politics? A \'\ e ,

\.\ .’

10 A.  So an example would be, Cameron normally wouId kﬁow\more gossmn l

\._,

than me on politics because he either makega \ft up \but\l presume hé,-v
doesn’t or he gets it from sources. _He_ hés sgtli‘rces eueww@&re in
politics and | would find out from h1m ‘w(\at)vgas golng oqw;ti'i,mﬁom
is not that | want to spread< |t it\\is\i'he fact tha§ I Want\to know it. He

15 would often know all 3orts of th1ngs \I ve{ ad;hally found back on the
backbench, thehaekbgnch tends to knéw a I6t more than what ministers
do too upbéheyakﬁé Somé)hrqgjm‘ght be —

Q It ntugﬁi\befdlchult to CQkQQ up with a specific example.
9(2)(a), 9(2)(ba]'l‘}

.' X nch)u explain to me how Cameron Slater has acquired such an ability

: within politics to obtain information?

N A | think from his point of view sometimes the information is not quite what
| 25 it seems to be, so he exaggerates, but it often makes very good reading
even if it is exaggerated. | think he writes well generally and it is always

interesting. Sometimes it's abusive writing and sometimes it is quite

normal and well written. It is always interesting. The fact that the other

media go to him for stories, which is pretty obvious from what was

30 happening, tells me that they read him and they get very upset when he
criticises them, so they are clearly reading him. | think he is often

outrageous and outrageous like blood in a newspaper sells.
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QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

D The political gossip level would be a two way communication. He'd

give you gossip —

Possibly, possibly not, it depends if you have any, and the thing is when
you are in Cabinet you can’t have any that is relating to Cabinet. If it
ever got out — and that is one of the things is because | am seen as
being close to Cameron in terms of he is often defending me publically
and various things, occasionally he doesn't like what | am doing and
says so. For instance on the cyber bullying he thought that was
completely crazy of me wanting to take that on, but if anything came out

with me on it | would be very annoyed because it would look like | have

anything to do with it EIE)G)
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9(2)(a)() |

would never give him anything about my party or anything to do with my
agencies, because it would immediately be seen as being from me.
Q. But general political gossip, scandal, two way chat?

5 A, What do | actually have? Look at my diary. As a minister you are just
going from one job to the other. You don’t tend to know it, so as | said it
is amazing the backbench how much they know; they're telling me stuff
and | am like “wow” who knew that. | have got nothing to, share

because anything you share is either from Cabinet and xoy\cant\do

10 that, you absolutely can’t do it. Or else it is your owri agency ‘ahd why‘\

would you do that and ruin your own agency. i it s compléfely msane to"'.-- o

do it. It might be something like in the House: fod\ay [REDACTED] did
this, which | think is always fair; gaﬁne\ That Would \bé it but it's not

secret, you did it in House fof’ gotadness sake O isn\t it sfupld he did X.
15 Q. lam just trying to get afeeix— g 2 \\"‘ 1\\\_\1.,_,_,'1,’ -

R M \

A.  Thatis two way«chﬁt bu\t itis not sebfa{&\ﬁo Some of the things | have
heard abgut the backbench a:‘e\secrets jUSt not my secrets.

Q. o*a«t{wowéypolltlca{gassqp chat in that sense?

"\ P

QUES‘(IONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:
~3 f‘\;ca':\ \ [REDACTED]
) ) VA, Ithink thatis a good idea too. | mean who really cares what is going on

25 in the House, let’s put it that way, or in select committees. Okay, you
are because you live in Wellington. But who outside of Wellington

cares? Not many people.

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:
30 Q. Both I think you in your affidavit and | think Mr Slater also said that you
discussed political issues. Can you give me an example of what sort of

discussion.
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It might be cyber bullying. So for instance | took a stance against that
and the Harmful Digital Communications Bill. Cameron thought | was
insane and said so and said “That's stupid you are stopping free
speech.” We would have discussed that at some stage. | would have
said “No, you're wrong Cameron, | am right,” and he will of course not
have changed his mind one bit.

And sometimes you would agree on political issues?

Yes. | might agree on the need for reform of the RMA, but he probably

wants reform in another way. | might be pro a dam in Hawke&Bay, he

might be anti-dam in Hawke's Bay. There's an example So we mlght___ W

discuss that, but discussions from Cameron tend to be almost @ one"_-.'."_‘_}:'-"' |

way street. | know that | am being qwte talkatrve today, but when you'

are busy on your emails and you; are c{omg thlngs and you have got

someone talking in your ear you ;tend to go “hmm, yes and that is
aboutit. So he talks a fot and ] Ilsten a lot\ Qr npt Ilsten much.

Did you talk about What he's posted or what ﬁe was going to post on his
blog’? Tk o2 ) ) )\

< \-"

It wouid never be before, it would be after

._""".;be\cause | dont knbw.__What he is going to be post. | might say to him
200 O A\
_ ____qbout an opponent for instance, or it might be something where, | don't

Thats mtereshng what's the real story there?” It might be something

'--"'_'.__'-__'-._know he might have said something about some information he has got

2\ that | am interested in. | certainly wouldn't tell him what to do, that's for

certain, that would be the sure fire way of getting him to do the opposite.
Do you occasionally feed things in for his tipline?

Yes, like someone in the House today doing something. Absolutely.
You are sitting in the House bored witless occasionally you are going to
do that or worse having to follow the rules of the House and not do
anything and not say what you want to say. You may well might do that.
| might say for instance a particular unnamed member stood up and
made this absolutely stupid speech. Why were they doing that?

The ga@] email. You said you used different emails with Mr Slater from

time to time.



77

A.  Atcertain times. So the gg[g] email -

Q. ltis an email address —

25

30

Q. Did you Hhav{&a’n Understahdmg Wtf'r Mr Slater that some things went

', v,l)\.

through that emal} address and some things went through your

P’arhament addreSS\ .\_;."More official things like OIAs through the

: /iParIsa,men\ address =

VA, Therb\ is |6 Point sending me an OIA to my private address and most

. -@LAszwouldn t go through me anyway, most OlAs would go through the
Jcolllns@mlnlsters which | never had access to. The
jeollins@ministers.govt.nz, that ministerial one | didn’t see. That went
through the receptionist who would then field it out to whatever agency it
was addressed to or it referred to. Very seldom would | get them to me

personally.

Q. In terms of your relationship with Mr Slater, the @parliament email

address [REDACTED]

A. | don’t know. Who knows with Cameron where things would come

from?

Q. Iltis not something you are conscious of?
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A. Itdepends where it was. If | am sitting in front of my computer at home |
might do something on [REDACTED]. Or of it is something for
[REDACTED] and me it might go to there.

Q. Did you discuss things with Mr Slater that you wouldn't have discussed
with another journalist other than the real personal issues?

A. Personal stuff. | wouldn't have said to another journalist, well | might
have said to another journalist, but not many journalists because | have
got quite good relations with still a few journalists, the ones who didn't
bang on my door during the election campaign. | mlght ,say Dld you
see that in the House” or whatever, but | would say thlngs that i would

then expect them to say “Judith Collins” — | den t\wént £ Spend< ydd\ \ ”

know, | wouldn’t say to [REDACTED] far lnstance you know\’“Dld yoﬂ
see somebody saying this stupid: fthlng\ m the House thb othér ‘day or
behaving badly at select comml\t‘t\ee?”‘ becausq [REDACTED] would
probably write a story saylng Judlth Collins safdu

Q. Would it be correc;,to\say that- yO[:l an‘d\Mr Slater have probably an
unspoken understandmg that ha d[dh tsource the gossip back to you?

>

_ Theé thmg IS there iS¢ nothlng Yeally there.
:But as you say [REDAGTED] might have done it.

--5:?_-:.:\"""'Well thel thmg ts if you look at Cameron’s blog he doesn’t source gossip

_back t‘o anyone It is all his gossip. So | don’t know about unspoken but

_-.._clearly | would rather not have people say “Judith Collins says someone

_ _- D behaved badly at select committee today”.
“Q. The fact that you could say that to Mr Slater, you trusted him that he

wouldn’t.

A. If | said it to [REDACTED] it might be a thing. There are other
journalists in the press gallery who | would say that to and they wouldn't
use my name in it. It depends. There is stuff that you officially want out
there, and there is stuff that you don't, but that is nothing more than
normal stuff with journalists who you have got a, built a rapport with over
the years and who are not necessarily going to try and embarrass you
just for fun. | shouldn't say that about [REDACTED] actually he has
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never really done that. He has just day in day out attacked me recently
but apart from that nothing at all.

Going back to our discussion earlier about Stefan Herrick, did you
consider that your communications with Mr Slater were of a nature that
you needed to keep Stefan Herrick posted on what you were
discussing?

On many things, but not everything obviously, but many things. Stefan
would know a lot about what we were talking about and it would oftIen be
Stefan telling me that Cameron had done a post on sometbmg> and I had

better see it, or he has done this or whatever. That wouLd ‘be, Hormally._\'._____;;._ )

Stefan would do that, because as a mlnlster you "_Fe jUSt parhCuIaﬁiy

busy. You are just not sitting around watchmg blefgs aII day QQ}@.
i\ b Y .|

Did you ever respond to Mr\Sla\tehnn somethmg that he wanted to talk

to you about wnth a re’sponsre thaf therawaé %somethlng that you couldn't

discuss?

A IoE/g\\ch}J@;{\.{_

)\.> So the trust relationship that | mentioned before —

It's got limits to it. EAIE)N

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

Q.

In knowing his propensity to hit out or talk out and to exaggerate where
you worried about talking to him at all apart from on purely personal

matters?
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Mostly | talked to him about personal or just stuff that was out in the
public. There were times that | was concerned, but look the Prime
Minister talked to him and the fact is it is very difficult for an effective
member of Parliament to operate outside the media. You just can’t do it
and in his case he is more read than most.

Paragraph 51 of your affidavit, starting at the third sentence, “all
ministers and other politicians develop relationships, et cetera, in which
views are exchanged at an informal level.” This is essential not new

and without that effectively you are saying you can be at the mefcy of

your officials and the media. The exchanges that are-._ "??t ‘-._ar_,] 'ﬂformral_

level can be matters that are of significance? < _': % S S

Yes. There may be, and talking in general terrns about polttlmane MPs "
it is not just ministers, it is MPs An- Parllament parttbu}arly the press
gallery. So there maybe fort lnstance\an example where ACC levies for
instance and that is anexample 3 know well hawng brought them down,

but it may be consrdered a smart move ‘and this would be after

dlscuselon n the‘ofﬁce and wtth probably the Prime Minister’s office, for

I’me asr the'Mlnlster or my hress secretary to mention to a couple of
B --’_'.f'__"]oumaltsts who are.___ tnterested in ACC levies, like business journalists,
2O

that they shoutd be expectlng an announcement coming up which will
__‘A\I:?e a good announcement It will be before it has happened; it could be
N hﬁund something like that. Essentially preparing the ground so that

O they are prepared for a story that is going to come out which is hopefully

going to be favourable to the Government. So that's the sort of thing
that you might do. You will often see stories in the media around
reshuffles in Cabinet or who is going to get what job. Basically they are
manufactured and they will come out of the Prime Minister's office or
someone else who is so senior that they know exactly what is going to
come out. So that's what happens and often that sort of level of
discussion. There would be people for instance who some of my
colleagues would be very close to. John Armstrong would be one of
those, Audrey Young. | am not so close to them but other people are.

Sometimes during things you can see stories that have been written



81

because they are stories coming in for Dominion Post that are clearly in
Fairfax coming out of the Labour party. So those are the sorts of things,
and they are not saying this is from the Labour Party but they are
running their stories from them.

5 Q. You mention in the next paragraph that bloggers are an extension of
this. Do you see a distinction between the mainstream media and
bloggers in terms of what we are discussing?

A.  Ithink | would have 10 years ago when blogs were really just stamng to

get going, but these days we now have mainstream medra wi"fo Fun

10 blogs. For instance, is it Herald stories at the moment Q‘r\ even the___"ﬁ.\

Dominion Post stories, Stuff stories, they oftetj ha\{é a story up- on {heiﬁ--'ﬁ-'--'

website and then they’ll have a comments séctlon /{’or peop]e\ to
anonymously or otherwise commr—;ntOn \’it J/thlnk wé aré‘mobmg a long

way and it is quite an mterestmg bhenomgnon a(aund how effective

15 anyone can be if,\they\ :jire ndt talkfng\\t@\ hese people who see
themselves as: pp}nlén\leade;s Q}' ‘nbt\‘- ¥ think it just depends. For

mstance. ,T he—S}andard thGH Ibé g}ot plenty of copies of their latest,

'you knmw what thIS (mautllﬁte 3:12:26) worth of attacks on the Prime

< I‘:‘Mtnlster in the Iast\one They are running stories for the Labour Party
20 ONE
\_ ‘Isome tnﬁ fthose people work in Parliamentary Service on taxpayer
yroﬂ Thats what happens and that is the reality. We don't like it but

and the (Greens They do them anonymously so the presumption is that

D that is what happens. A lot of people comment on blogs or even put out

blogs using false names or anonymous. That is a different matter from
25 my point of view. My point of view is if people are going to put their
name to something and they are willing to have their views counted,
that's more likely to get some respect from me than someone who just
puts out things and says “| am an anonymous person and you can’t do
anything about it.” For instance when | took a defamation case against
30 Trevor Mallard and Andrew Little in 2012, the Standard blog site was
running their stories. | could have joined them in as a defendant
because they were defaming me but | had no idea exactly who they

were. That is not to me journalism. Journalism is you put your name to
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it, if you have a particular opinion then you allow other people to have
their opinion and to have it said, but | think the old style of just
presenting the facts is well and truly gone unfortunately. | would much
prefer they just did the facts, because | end up being on the receiving
end of the other stuff, the opinion. If you look at now even the Dominion
Post and the Herald for instance as examples of what you might expect
or TV3 News is another example, the 6 o’clock news, basically you will
get some facts in it but you will get a tremendous amount of opinion

There are obviously — | think there are some organlsatlons who are now

more opinion rather than facts. Or they have the facts’ in there that su:ts\_

QUEST'ONS FROM THE HON L CHlSHOLM

Q ._.\_‘in fact he did tell us ‘that he had had it for some time, not specific, but a
20
To me. what 1 would expect to be true journalistic standards we would

'.féw days before as | recall it.

'-'5"'.'-‘?_;h§1ve-- been contacted and Adam would have been contacted two or

\ three days before or a day before but we weren't. We were asked on

Friday night.

Just to be put it in the perspective that has been explained to me,
Mr Savage said that the first step is to check authenticity and he was
involved in doing that before it was referred to Mr Feeley. Not that this
is critical at the moment but just to put it in context.

That is what he said. My experience tells me that Friday night is the
night, was the day and the time in which my office when | was a minister
either Friday night or late Friday afternoon when everyone is knocking
off is the time when someone is most likely going to alert my office or

ask for comment on a story that is going to be highly embarrassing.

their opinion. FEICI N
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Strangely enough it tends to be Friday night. It is very seldom

10 o'clock on a Tuesday.

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:
5 Q. The other issue with blogs and the mainstream media at the moment

too is the paid content.

A.  What do you mean?

Q. Where somebody will pay someone to post something —

A. | don’'t know about that. Certainly there are advertorlals m nempapers
10 but | don’t know about what they do. < '

Q. What did you know about what Mr Slater was/,domgfor & l|V|ng back mri -~

b

20117 AN SU R 3

% o [ ' AN

Q. |think that wasr\garﬂer} / s
'~ \ o
A.  Inever qlwusseﬁwﬁonex wlttk\hLm, ) A%
Q. /Dl(f ygﬂ Iﬁnov\?’ he wa’s w)q\)qhg as a consultant, a PR type consultant for

N2

/ Chen} /‘-\ \ \\\
20 < A\_ “No, 1 did Rot kow that. Was he?
\ \. fp?}argntiy D|d you know that he was working with Cathy Odgers in

L '\/ relatlc{n to his blog?

P S
e (",\-A.\_-‘» No, | thought they were good friends.

N
N 3N N\
. 1

\ “Q. | was going to ask you then about what did you know about
25 Cathy Odgers’ work?
A. | met her | think maybe twice. | know of her through her blogsite which

was actually quite funny at times, although she swore an awful lot and |
didn’t really like that, as does Cameron. She came to my office, she
was brought to my office one day in Parliament because she knew
30 Stefan Herrick and Stefan said to me “Cathy Odgers is in town | think
you should meet her” and he bought her in to say hello. That is when |

first met her. | read her blogsite and she was more right wing than me.
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It is always nice to have someone more right wing than me. It makes
me seem so much more reasonable.

| gave a couple of emails to Mr Cooke yesterday, | just want to step you
through so you can put them in context because certainly the 6 May
2014 email gives the appearance of a closer friendship than two
meetings.

| took the opportunity this morning to go through some of the two
Eastlight folders of media comments in May this year. | got f_[qm my

office just some of the emails and letters of support from p.egci'!'g;'j‘(jﬁé;-'s'_p__of

whom | have never met during that time and here is a‘Gouple of-articles. (7
P b TR Vi N

from papers saying “Pressure on Minister to___rgs-i:gn?j W_ - :_’;_-:_::__ -

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:
Q.
A

This email goes into that context.
She would have not have known about me going through that, but | had
a lot of random support and a lot of women, particularly women who see

themselves as strong women, would understand what | had been going
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through. They would have a feeling for it. | had huge support. She sent

me that and | thought that was lovely.
9(2)(a), 9(2)(9)(1)

Q. The next document of those three was just a few weeks later. | am just
interested in again following — e,

A.  Thatis Cameron sending that. A

10 Q. So this is a text on a Whatsapp from Cameron to you ’Whét t’able are. , _.\: W)
you at, at SkyCity, Cactus wants to com,e ,andj} SEe you and yoq

responded with the table. ,—--j- \ \
A.  Iresponded some time later. That \(\ras \“J day was _,\ \) 3

A\ \\ N\
BN A \ \ A A\ l'l b \ $
e \“ _~/ e \ 1\_ \ || , A /"
s . '-..\\\', \ N\ \ |}

15 MR COOKE:
16 May.

QUESTIQNS FROM MS CASE‘Q-:_}"‘:,.

) ‘wa& Just a questlcm that he was setting up a meeting for you.

__'_.,--There\ was n@ meetlng That was the night of the SkyCity, the Prime
- Mmléfergfundralsmg dinner for something, Starship Kids or something
'-\I|ke that the Mad Butcher Sir Peter Leitch was sort of in charge,

) Paula Bennett was the MC, | was at a table with Harvey’s Real Estate at

Papakura who invited me because | had been having such a hard time
25 and at some stage | get a Whatsapp from Cameron to say that
Cactus Kate was there somewhere. This place was absolutely chocker

block full and you will see that | replied to him at some stage.

MR COOKE:
30 12.00 am.

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:
A. What time was that?
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THE HON L CHISHOLM : )
5 _How can wé 1dentlfy the page’?'

86

09.38

My diary shows that | was due to leave at 9.30. | don't even recall me
seeing her that night and since | got this yesterday | asked my husband
because he was there and | have to say | wouldn’t have been looking at
Cameron’s messages all night because | was being inundated with
people wanting to hug me. Frankly, 1 thought it was lovely. | wanted
more of those hugs from people. It was a really hard time. But, it was
packed and | don't recall seeing Cathy. If she came over to me, don‘t
even remember it and David, my husband, said to me I don t réfnember

-~ \\_
1 \

her coming over.” She may have but | don't belleve Sa.-

This request from Cameron — | : Q|
9(2)(a), 9(2)(g)(i) A O AN o

In terms of housekeep’ ng it wou!d be a goqd Jdea to suppress the rest of

this page because there isho content*that is relevant it is all personal.

"It is a Whatsapp exchange, the top entrance looks like Thursday 15 May
2014.

THE HON L CHISHOLM:
The suppression order will apply to the whole of that page except for the two

lines that are being discussed.
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QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

Q. The next one is a much earlier email exchange. It appears to be from
August 2009 and it really is just to try and understand the context. |t
looks as if you have sent something to Mr Slater —

5 A Astory.

Q.  You might find this interesting and he has sent what looks like a link
back to perhaps his blog or a different story.

A. This is me sending it. This is from Google alerts. One of my great

things is that every time someone says anything mean

10 otherwise about me and it is picked up by Google alerts \the ilnk IS sent» :

/‘-

through to me. | have obviously recelved this

which is what, 6 o'clock at night, talklng about "GbVernment pays Urion

critic almost $130k taxpayers subsld}i \ } have no ndea Matﬂ'fat is but |

have stated that as Minister, ef Correctlons | am very concerned at the

15 amount being used.to sub\mdzée the um@\m J thmk that is not a critic of
the union it is the\gnmn ;who is & eru‘cof“}he Government being paid it. |

think that |s whal that i is and l can\t refnember what that is but | will have

/sent as | foen d|d to hm storles that | thought were very interesting and

\ [ ‘1

‘ ‘e_mighf llke to conasder " Sometimes he might actually do something

\__,..'-ﬂn it antﬂ other t[mes he wouldn’t but this is all in the public domain and
> it had already been published.
-\Se at’ 6.51 pm you send that through and say “You might find this
AN mferestmg.
W\ A Yes. And he's got — | don’t know what this is.
-25 Q. | took that as possibly something that he wrote and sent back to you or
was just showing you something else.
A. ldon’t know thatis. | really don’t. | don’t know what he-
Q. What gotcha is — that doesn'’t ring any bells?
A. It was excellent, also great to see you. | don’t know who has written
30 that.
Q. As | understand how these emails are coming up that is from you.

A.  That might have been me.

Geogle alert afl *18 093-"\'77-"
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MR COOKE:

Should we know when the date that is?

MS CASEY:
5  One is assuming that it is 2009 and that it is part of this trail.

THE HON L CHISHOLM:
So the top one it is your understanding comes from Ms Collins.

10 QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

Q. It is a long time ago and it is a tiny thlng, bL(t |t was ]ust querylngf:..‘;ff_'_.:i :

whether you knew the relatlonshlp between Cameron Slater and'
Ms Odgers. R\ S/
A. | knew they were friends, they were always refemng \to* each other on
15 their blogs. She wrttes a\reaﬂy good b]ag and 'Stefan Herrick | recall

......

now it is all comlng baCk 0 me, Stefan Herrrck told me that she used to
write in the Damm:on Post years aad years ago before | even knew

_aboutftheu Bomm;qn Posr

QUESTIONS FROM‘THE HON L CHISHOLM:
A\ -O. Informatlon has come to us about that. Not from Stefan Herrick | think,
‘. but we certalnly have heard that.
\\ | recall that and | also recall that he said to me that he was the one who

\ N/ ) had got her to write the blog in the first place. She was very good. She
25 was interesting, as | say. EAIEIH)
.

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

Q. So you knew they were friends but you didn’t know that they worked
30 together.

A.  No.
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MR COOKE:
[REDACTED]

THE HON L CHISHOLM:
[REDACTED]

MS CASEY:
[REDACTED]

MR COOKE:
[REDACTED]

MS CASEY:
[REDACTED]

THE HON L CHISHOLM
[REDACTED]H N 5;:\ o)

aq&smoﬁs FROM Ms\c SEY:

e \ /\f

\,.

20 < @ “Did yourknow\fhat Mr Slater was working with Carrick Graham on some

30

>

A projeéts’r*
Absolutely not.
% D|d you know that Mr Slater was being paid by Carrick Graham

occasionally to run posts?

No, | did not. | knew he was working, he had advertising coming in on
his blogsite that was starting to come in so | presumed that was helping
him. | remember reading in his blogsite that he had volunteers. | don’t
know what he was doing. | don’t ask him how he was living. It's none of
my business. It's so embarrassing to ask someone “Where do you get
money from, how do you live?” His wife could be working | don’t know.
Did you know that he was working for Mr Hotchin in 20117

Absolutely not.

When did you find out that he had been?
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| didn’t actually. The first thing | knew about Mr Hotchin was when the
Prime Minister rang me on Saturday, sorry the Prime Minister texted me
on Saturday 30 August which | have explained in my thing and the
Prime Minister said to me, because | don’t think Hotchin’s name was
referred to but there was a Mark in it. You know, that could be Mark
Hotchin or something, could that be Mark Hotchin? and | said “I don't
know | have never seen this thing.”

If you had known that Mr Slater was working with Carrick Graham and

Mark Hotchin in relation to matters he was putting on his blog 1n 201‘1

would that have made any difference to your communlcatlons W|th hlm'7—~ ) 9

| would actually be very, very concerned to communicale with hlm |f i

knew that. So | could see he was domg vanéus posts on everyth:ng but
| have to say this, Cameron posts: al! the Urne He JS prohfic an{:i most of
it | am not interested in. | am_ interested in the pO[lthS parts | don’t care
about his huntmg | am nat interested So ne ahd 1'would be very, very
careful. From my pelnt ef wew . have never ‘met Mark Hotchin or his

wife. _

I_:_\_the events of October 2011. Just placing it back in time, Friday

_séptember 30 was when your office was approached by Jared Savage

A.
Q.

“\ and | am just going to step through the emails that | gave to Mr Cooke

yesterday and that | gather you have had a brief chance to look at.
These apart from the 5 October one you probably hadn’t seen these
before.

| have never seen these until Francis showed me yesterday.

These are from Mr Slater.

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

Q.

Before you go on to that on the 1 October, Mr Slater came out with a
blog basically criticising the Herald for putting this matter on the front

page and saying it is a non-event.
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A. It was an excellent post. If he had stuck to that it would have been ever
better.
Q. By the Monday there had been a u-turn. Do you know anything about
what caused that?
5 A.  No. What I can see is this. He put out his post on the Saturday.
Excellent post. Sunday he changed his mind and he was referring to
Cathy Odgers and Cactus Kate and he was starting to reference her.
That post was extremely unhelpful to me and to the SFO. That rs the
way | viewed it. Very unhelpful. If he had stuck wnth\the Qne on

10 Saturday | might have been able to get my crime stats Gut on Monday

and got some coverage on it but it was not iam pot saylng he wasf-':f?"' d

running it because obviously the Herald “the NBR had the,lr uwm thmgs

going on but it was really unhelp{u\I

15 QUESTIONS FROM MS CASE\Y\ O v

Q. At that stage Whai‘é on had such\lmpatt on settlng the agenda that his
views reélly\mééez a’dlfference,? )V

A. I am rfot \sure that they made a huge difference if you look at what the

Hera;’d had r(>.!mne anyway ‘and what the NBR were doing, but clearly the

\_.Ti-hams\tream medta read him, and if he said things saying, “Crusher she
\ wn!l be Qngry, then there will be media who will say “She must be angry”
\.as\thou‘g‘;h they would know or he would know. | might be very angry
> about his post, but | am not going to say that because that is just a red
(et rag to a bull frankly.
25
MR COOKE:
Just to be careful about things, these are the things you have deduced since

the time of course.

30 MS COLLINS:
Exactly. | now know about it because | have now gone back and looked at

things and said “Oh, that tied in”.
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QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

Q.

_wew -

Going back to what you knew at the time it was evolving, do you
remember who first contacted you, between you and Mr Slater who was
the first to raise this issue and when?

No, in fact | clearly from the phone records contacted him on the
Sunday after he had done his post. | don't know if he has contacted me
first or left a message or if | have contacted him.

Could be either way.

If | have said anything to him on this matter it will be “I have sent tt to the

SSC, that is where it has to be and | am not gomg tc: tell you anythlng..

more Cameron, | can’t.” That is exactly what. I wouid have sald tof hlm 1;". 3

might have said what has happened between Saturday and Sunday but
that would be about it and there |s leSt r\o way that ¥ woulq say anythlng
other than that, which is the, same thlng | had sald to the other media
pretty much, not obwousty the last blt 1 cant say anythlng because it's
with the SSC,. Ijust coutdntdo it- _‘
Would yrau have talked to hlm to express displeasure at his change in

3 I m;ght well have done that but | think that is a legitimate thing to do, but
_:i;-'wag__surg(tseq__to see that post on the Sunday, really surprised.

A : AN LA

Just to make that clear too, you are not actually recalling this you are saying

30

X “what you —
25

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

A

| can only go off what | believe might have happened, which is | know |
would never have said to him “That's a good post.” | might have said
“What's happened? Why are you doing that? And he might have said to
me something about it but that would be it.

Going back to Mr Cooke’s question, do you have any memory of

discussing this with him at all?
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No. My memory of discussing it with him is the same as my memory of
discussing it with every media outlet and | can only say just like when
we are asked how we also know how we witness our wills or witness
wills for people is we do things the same way and the same thing | said
to him is the same thing | said to other people and that comment would
be “It's with the State Services Commission and | can’t comment further
on it.” There might have been all sorts of other things going at that
stage that he wanted to talk about or whatever but | would not have told

him anything other than that about this matter, because thls |s a\really

serious matter and the last thing | want as the Mlmster 15\ toxhave to put. )

up with more stories like this or worse, havmg them be’ taken U the'?-z"-"

blogosphere and made in to a huge story, e\?en bjgger than whaf it was
It was utterly, it would always b@f aetnmen}tél to me/ baYtnCuiarly at that
time of the year. O\ "\ \ \\ \ N
| understand that answer\?‘ela\es to whethét& qu*wouId have given him

information, but*:r\termsof the dfs\eueatan tﬁat you might have had with

him, he |s as you Stated 0ne\af the\ pre-eminent bloggers with a huge
,.readershlp and he ié sanausty attacklng your chief executive. Would

No, what I hav,e sald to you Victoria, is exactly what would have
hapﬁenem If | spoke to him at all, it would have been “Why have you

g \( hanged your mind from Saturday to Sunday, why are you doing that?”

Q) And later in the week when the attacks got more vehement —

If | spoke to him, whatever it was about it but it would not have been,
because clearly we are were at odds. Cameron and | were at odds on
this. My interest was shutting it down.

Did you tell him to shut it down?

No, | have learnt never to tell him what to do, but also it would not be
right for me to do that. If | had said “Shut it down”, then he would be
taking instructions from me and that is actually not okay either, but |
would have said to him “What’'s changed your mind, what has changed

between Saturday and Sunday?”
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Q. Again maybe a bit later in the week it was reasonably apparent from the
blogs that Mr Slater doesn’t actually know what is going on. He is
calling Mr Feeley a thief. That is the general feeling.

A. | see now from here that has come from Cathy.

5 Q. lam justthinking of the blog posts themselves. Five Fingers Feeley —

A. ltis horrible. It is absolutely awful and it has connotations past theft. It
is really awful. Itis the last thing | want for my chief executive.

f 1-am

Q. But you wouldn’t have thought it was, and do correct. mé

10 paraphrasing this incorrectly, either appropriate or WISE.‘ to try\and steer_ \

him in a different direction? <22 < S

it'woulld be me engaging with the

] ) he State Services Commission. How can
! dt; tha{ when I ha\fe a!ready sald to everybody in the media including

< _'_‘im % cantdiscuss \th)s fatter with you™? It would be really unwise.

20‘-.."":. AN

\__..__trled tQ s{op h|m from writing a post about someone who was under

--lmaglne |f he‘d gone and written something or told somebody that | had

2 .|nvest|gat|0n Imagine that.

: Q. Or rather expressed a view on his post.

Absolutely. | would rather not go there.
25 Q. Now we need to get on to what he was actually telling other people
about what you were saying.
A. ltis really, really shocking actually.
Q. | think we have given you | think the full set around this but | think we
have only got questions around a few of the emails.
30 A. | have to say | read these yesterday afternoon and | was so disgusted
and so hurt he would do that.
Q. So we are discussing the series of emails provided by Mr Cameron

Slater. If | step over anything that you would like to spend time looking
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at or talking about just let me know. The first one is 1 October 2011 on
a Saturday which is a record of Cameron Slater working with
Cathy Odgers on the post that he then adopts on the Sunday to say he
has changed his position. There is a reference at the top from

5 Cactus Kate, “need to get Crusher to smash him.”

That is awful, isn't it?

| am going to ask you some questions because we need to clarify —

9(2)(a)

Did you talk to Ms Odgers about —

Definitely not. X
Did you talk to Cameron Slater before he publrshed,on h|s blog’? <

10

>0 >0 >0 >

Absolutely not. | am going off tlme.-re-cords h:ere and T See i have

spoken to him Sunday 10.00 am, « 43
| am very conscious that we' don‘t haVe'hls calls Bommg ln' so | will keep
15 asking you that. The next date and it mlght\l'\\elp i1 go through the posts

contemporaneousf as well Se then we have on the 2 October on the

Sunday at_g' _?.’he bosts ’Cacf!JsMafe on Five Fingers Feeley”. So this

>

__|s whe,ce ‘the mckname oon\es in. The first one is on the Saturday. Just
% ""iooklng at the phone\ records it looks like you have called him pretty

, : \ ‘_;;'J-qwckly after thls ‘post appeared. From what you were saying that was
pfqrss@y‘actually in response to this post to say what happened?
)N

AN X\ N
N NN

It\fwas either that or it would be something else. If | spoke to him about

' _' \> this matter it would be about what had happened, why had he changed
\Ned/ his mind. You will see that he is referring to Farrar thought it was a
25 non-story, which is Kiwiblog and the day before Cameron had written a

post saying, you know, (inaudible 2:35:10) say

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:
Q. Is this a recollection you might have asked him that or you did?
30 A. | can't tell you, Commissioner, ‘| said on this date X". We are talking
three years ago. But speaking from my experience and the way in
which | normally handle something like this | am most likely to have

phoned him and said “What is this, what has happened, what is going
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on here because yesterday you thought the Herald was doing a beat up

and today you have changed your mind.” So if | spoke to him it would

be along those lines.

This is slightly aside, what is your mood likely to have been towards

this?

This post?

Yes.

Exasperation actually. | had the crime stats coming out the next day

and | had this thing being put out there attacking my chlef executwe,so it
X%

would be exasperation. '_ ANy ¥

E

Do you think you would have expressed that to hlm or somethmg else'? P e’

| think if | said anything to him | would- say What is thls’?" ! ._ oulb!nt
have said to him “I've got crlme stats cc;mrng out tomorrow because I
don’t. | wouldn’t give him a\ heads up unless | theught |t was part of a
plan and Stefan was, handlmg all of that stuff iwouldn t have said “You

are ruining my: cr;me stats

Is it llkely that you would expnessed J::mger or whatever towards him?

,»I doubt very much l WOuid be expressing anger because | don't

I-'_'"_"_‘Z':'generaily express anger Ttis not normally what | would do.

' ;:'."..-3—Perhap& ahother word might be firmness?
_,I..__Flrmnesa, no | think exasperation is the right one. EIRAIEENG]

")) "QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:
25

| am going to jump backwards and forwards between the emails and the
posts. Thatis 1.30 on the Monday-

And he is referencing here another story, isn't it.

We think that is in from the line. For the record this is 3 October 2011 at
1.30 pm, “Five Finger Feeley’s job on the line”, and there he has picked
up that you have referred it to the State Services Commission. He has
said that his job may be on the line.

Victoria, if | can just correct you, this looks to me as though he has

taken an exact quote of a story out of the Herald.
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Q. Yes as soon as he has indented for the grey line that appears to be the
quote. The first line there, Five Fingers would be his text.

A.  Soall of that, he is reporting on someone else’s reporting.

Q. Yes, but then at the bottom of the page next to the picture of Five

5 Fingers Adam Feeley, | think because we are back using that phrase

Five Fingers Feeley we are probably back in to Mr Slater’'s words.

A.  Yes, or Ms Odgers.

Q. Depending on who wrote this particular one. Then at the bottom he
says “This case just highlights the culture that eX|sts and has been

10 allowed to fester at the SFO.” Did you ever dlscuss »the c“ulture at the\_ %

SFO with Mr Slater? o : | ¢
A.  No, although it clearly was being dlscussed ln the medla atthat sfage

Q. Can | jump over to the emalls now because tha‘t ?s next in our

chronology? This is an emall e“thange betwee“:' Cémeron Slater and

15 Jared Savage and\the erpall at the bo}tom\ of the page is Monday

3 October at 221\ bm Thls is- Mr *Siater s‘aymg “On the quiet Collins is

gunnmg h‘arct‘fbj Flve <fFlr'p_c;;(a-rs;)Feeley She is disgusted by his
[ndlfferenpe 2\ \\\ \\

°ON ~-see L had phoned Mr Slater at 3 o'clock on Monday, that would

20':_"-'27-'-‘: -f-'-have been after Cabinet and that would have been after this.

Q !{ h‘e |$ réf,errlng to a conversation, it is a conversation the day before.

{“_‘ES' S|mp|y not correct. There is no way at all that | was gunning for

& Adam Feeley. Adam Feeley surviving and doing brilliantly was all in my

best interests.

25 Q. And the words “disgusted at his indifference”?

A. | wasn't disgusted; | was disappointed. And | don't think he was
indifferent | think he just hadn’t seen the stuff go through in the way he
had and it was disappointing. | was certainly not disgusted with him. |
don't think he was indifferent, | think he actually was quite chastened by

30 the whole thing and he hadn’t seen it coming.
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MR COOKE:
Again are you saying that you had any discussion along those lines with
Mr Slater.

MS COLLINS:
No, definitely not. As | say this may be after Cabinet and Cameron has

probably left a message for me to ring him or something.

MR COOKE: O, <
What Victoria is putting to you is that there was a Ieng_th_y_,cphirehgé{ioﬁ the_( (7

previous day | think is what she — PSR N |

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:
Q.
A

Yes and we are still talking about that.—

| think, Victoria, knowmg Carneron |f there was any Iengthy discussion
there is no way that he cofuld walt f0r an ehtlre 24 hours before writing

"_"_'_'."'Ba3|cally you aYe saymg that he has made this up completely?
\\_It IS hla mterpretatlon There is no way that | would send a matter to the
3_3_;--;'-§I__aie Services Commission because | was joyously happy with the

: “\b current situation any more than when the Minister of Police recently sent

a matter, the Roastbusters inquiry to the IPCA, she didn’t send it there
because she thought everything was excellent. | was obviously
disappointed and even all the journalists picked it up that | would have
sent it there because | was unhappy with the situation, but that is hardly

gunning for a man.

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

Q.

Do you think that would have been discussed between you and

Mr Slater possibly by reference to his blogs?
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A. | think | would have said to him, Commissioner, “This matter has been
sent to the State Services Commission Cam that is all | can say about it”
and | probably used that tone which he may well pick up as me getting a
bit frustrated but the frustration is with people asking me about it when |
5 can't discuss it any more than | can discuss anything else that was
under inquiry.
Q. He is fairly direct in the sense of “she is disgusted by his indifference”.
Do you think it is possible that something you said triggered him-fo say
that although it did not represent what you had said? N
10 A. | can't tell what he thought. EBICEIMERICID)

- ; \‘\.

15

Q. Had he done “this sort of/fi‘ring on/ Jother occasions to your knowledge
and { know’ that wex a{e th\‘a\snuatlon here where information has come

;aut Iater‘?
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they all got the same from me and they all got the same for a reason
because | can’t give one person the message and another one a
completely different one. They would have turned on me, so why would
| do that? Do I think he made it up? Yes, | do actually, | think he made
it up. Actually, I'm certain he made it up and I'm certain he read into
things that he wanted to read into things and me saying “| have sent it to
the State Services Commission; that's all | can say” and me probably
using a tone like that might well be interpreted as “she is in a really bad

mood about it.” It is frustration frankly.

| think on the chronology we now flip back to the next blog post which is
about 10 minutes after that emall, a strarm Jn a teacup and ﬂ’TIS WI|| be
the reference to the Finance: Mmister Blll Engllsh ~5 comment

Bill has been in the paper A lot of what he dees Cameron is he copies

other peoples, $ZN

This commentary IS he tS p!eased to see that you are taking the right

/apprea,ohi Back toc the emalls and this was the phone conversation |

..--"'_}--"-f'__:_thlnk you were talktng ‘about, the call records show that you called him

about 3 OQ pm on the 3 October. You thought that you might have got a

| dont know what that would be and | shouldn't try and guess what it

mlght have been, but | am just saying that it would have been after

Cabinet and | don’t know what it was about. It could even be about his
mother. | mean who knows what it was. | don’t know what it was, but |

know it wouldn’t be about details on Adam Feeley.

Q. This email, the one at the bottom here which is 2 October 2011 3.36 pm
Cactus Kate has got a link to Asian Invasion 2006 blogs. We have got
Five Fingers Feeley at the top, it is Cactus Kate Monday 3 2011 at
3.58 pm but what we have got from Mr Slater is —

MR COOKE:

[REDACTED]
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QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

A.  “His opinion doesn’t count.” What is that?

Q | don’t know.

A.  Don't expect me to read these people’s minds.
Q

These emails need to be read from the bottom to the top.

MR COOKE:
So you begin at 3.36 pm.

10 QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY: 2 L
A.  “Crusher to sack him and a new nickname shoul“d‘shgk llké plane Jane RS
Who is that from? AV Y O\ :

Q. That appears to be from Cathy ngers _ B
How would she be pushing Fne tq sabk hlm’«‘ Number nne I can’t sack a
15 chief executive. Secaﬂdl?,, I drdnt have any Contact with her at that

>

stage so — was*shé’ bfogglﬁg at that stagé'f‘

Q. We haventseen her blogs 2\ ' ‘

___QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM
20':"'-3.,:"{ Q\ That is somethmg that might come —
-'3‘A. ,_IShe mlght have put a blog on because Asian Invasion was what she

‘ used to do a blog on as Cactus Kate.

QN My current understanding is that there were blogs but for reasons | can't
_ now recall they were taken down but it is possible that she will provide
25 us with the blogs. Who is that to? That appears to be to

Carrick Graham.

MS CASEY:
They are all to Cameron.
30
MR COOKE:
It is interesting it is all part of the- there are two emails there aren’t there. One

right at the bottom which it doesn’t identify who it is to.

\ r- -\'\. Nt f
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QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

A

Q.
A
Q

She is certainly not talking to me.

No, none of these are to you.

| had no contact with her.

The next page is probably the first substantive one, so this is a page
that is headed, “Five Fingers Feeley” and the email at the top is dated
October 4 2011 at 9.15. It is the email right at the bottom of that chain
that | would like to talk about dated 3 October at 3.41 pm Thls 13 frem

Cameron Slater to Carrick Graham. Mark Hotchm |s {the Mark‘.

addressed. Kerry Finnigan works with Mark Hetchin Cactus \Kate_'"...'-{.".:-" '

Mr Slater has confirmed that the redacted the messed up’ werde at'the
bottom of the page are an updaie ter you\ of actnnty Here he IS telling
Ms Hotchin and Carrick Graham thet an opportumty\has arisen to mail
Adam Feeley and itis’ the fourth paragraph dQer that we need to talk to
you about. °} spoke Wsth Jud|th Qoillhs\ yesterday about this case and
she is leq She hhas referred Feeley to the SSC and she wants him

/_gone She is” now feadlng me |nformat|on in regards to this” and then he
_.L.'"_j"__"taiks about Bill Englt*sh s comment and you are now gunning not only for
"-Feeley but also for English.

. '..$° where is the evidence of that?

':3-':_'\.'QLEES+IONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

25

30

What | need to understand is what was discussed because ultimately |
am going to have to weigh these emails against the other evidence and
of course there is a possibility of an adverse finding there. That is why it
is important that you provide me with whatever information you can.

| understand, Commissioner. What | have had said to you before and |
will continue to say it is he is talking about discussion on Sunday where
| have, if | have said anything to him about Adam Feeley it is that it has
gone to the State Services Commission and | cannot talk about it. He
has made comments here about now | am feeding him information.

What information? If you go through the rest of his blogs it is about he
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has got information about the next couple of days about named
investigators leaving the organisation. | have no idea who those people
were, | have never met them. | may have met them, but | don’t know
their names, all sorts of stuff. Most of his information that | could see
5 from those blogs are nothing except stuff out of the Herald and out of
the NBR. | did not do that.
Q. Probably the best thing is to go through it bit by bit starting with “spoke
with Judith Collins yesterday about his case and she is livid.” So -i‘--\
A. | was probably livid at Cameron if he thought — that S\ mose “his

10 interpretation. But | would be annoyed in terms’ ef frustgated with.. \

Cameron for running that story in the way he g,d and l h ave sent 1t to the'f“ N2

SSC, so that is what | would have told ham and thats al[ 1 WGu[d have

told him.
Q. You would have told him referrlng to.the SSC'?
15 A.  Yes. ¢ |

Q. Could there hav,é bgen\a connectroh:_" :ere about the discussion of why
he'd changed hlS tune’? > W\ 3) :

A mtght _aVe sald\t\a mm, Why hh'a've you changed your tune?” because

'Ve sent it tothe S\‘SG \can't talk about it, but it's with them. You know,

_;.-'-rts not helpful when it's under investigation to have people commenting

26 QN
L i on if\‘and séurm|5|ng about things. It's really unhelpful. So | wouldn’t

\._hgve even said that to him. | would have just said, “Look, it's with the

\ SSC. I can'ttalk about it.”

o “Q.  And the reference to “She wants him gone”?

25 A. That's his statement. | can't answer for him. | have no interest
whatsoever, Commissioner, in trying to have my chief executive gone a
couple of weeks before the election when we are standing on a law and
order policy that I'm really proud of. That was a really unhelpful thing for
me in terms of my career, but also the Government. | wanted us to get

30 re-elected. He's also, | noted too, gone on to talk about his insider
information that he's got with the NBR and the Herald?

Q. Well you say what you'd like to say about that?



10

15

20 <

25

30

>

104

| just noticed this now because | looked at these ones last night, but who
was the insider?

Yes. Can we go back up — you've already said that as far as a
reference to you feeding information is concerned, that is not true?

No.

Is there any way that it could have reflected anything you'd said to him,
looking back on it?

No, | don’t believe so at all. | believe he — | actually didn’t have any

information, except what I'd got out of the media because ! got that

media information from the Herald and information - what mfonnatlon_

does he think | would ever have had? Its gone to State Servuces-f‘..'f"i

Commission, | wasn't contacting or- speaklng to State Ser\nces
Commission because | would not want to at any stage ‘be seen to be
trying to influence their mqulry I\dqdnt have any mermatlon that wasn’t
already — they had more than l “had. K mean the Herald and NBR and
obviously Camewn frorn what hes talk‘lng about had an insider who we

presumably know Who it Was

_Movmg down 1o the: ﬂ&)(t paragraph and “gunning not only for Feeley but
;alao for English There is also reference to Minister Power there. s
\ __..'-there anythlng that you said that might have triggered him to say this?

__ \__I don't. balleve so at all. | don't even know what the back story is.

-'__Z.'_;_.-Well 10 be more specific, by this time there would have been some

pubI|CIty about Mr English and it may be that the publicity about

Mr English had occurred then but not the Prime Minister’'s champagne in
the flute.

What date was that?

We don’t know at this stage when Mr English made his comment, but it
can be assumed it was before this.

[t was, that was on that previous blogpost.

So I'm wondering whether there might have been some discussion
about what the Deputy Prime Minister had said and that has given rise

to this comment about you're now gunning for Mr English as well.
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When did Bill English actually say this? Because this is a blog from
Cameron at 2.30 pm on Monday and whatever, [REDACTED]
[REDACTED]

[REDACTED]

[REDACTED]

[REDACTED]

So in terms of timing, it is possible, we're talking about the 3" 3.40.
Exactly the same time as the email.
Is it possible that — \/ \\ &2
Are you saying he spoke to me? A\ \‘ % A

) \\ \ '\ Q_ \_" |
He or you might have raised this prewous bfog\and\there was sorﬁ

2]

discussion about Bill English? R\ P\ RN
No, | would not discuss that ab@t;\t hi}T/becausq cle\a\y/f.)after that
blogpost on Sunday Camer‘oh wésx\agalns,t,Adam\Eeeley which meant
he was against the, SF’O yvhlch mear\{ ([ Wa\s \dn embarrassment and
difficulty for me. \S/ I WOuId have\séid E(oahlm absolutely, “This is with
the Statq Se\rwc/Q\Commrséti Carneron | cannot discuss it.” And he
\{\\IOUIQ ,ha}\:e/ got tk{e\me%age from me that | was very annoyed, but my
~.'ahnoyance would \6\\Wlth Cameron, frustration that he was doing this.

_ | don't even know what “the delightful back

story is” and “a wedge can be driven there”. Thanks very much.

You're entitled to know if | can bring to mind what it was that he said

about that.

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

Q.

A

| know he talked about that you would have been annoyed that another

minister was messing with your portfolio?
Well how would he know? EIBIGC)N0)
Tl ! 0 g i Tl it i, B, G Bl W s il
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Q.
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S:i:iONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

On that aspect | wouldn’t want you to think that there would be an
adverse finding because there won't be in terms of the way that the
State Services Commission handled this. It's entirely understandable
that they couldn't come out and defend him and | think from having
interviewed Mr Feeley that he understands that now too. It was as he
was feeling at the time somewhat isolated.

Well he would be though. It's a small office, he didn’t have that many
people around him and two people who were — two agencies, his
minister and the State Services Commission who would normally be

able to defend actions of his if they had been actions about what he was
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doing in the sense of prosecutions or something. Yes, but we weren't
able to. So, you know, | understand you'd feel like that.

Q. So as far as the wedge is concerned, there's not much that we can say.
| think that will assist there and the inside information, the next

5 paragraph, ‘I've spoken with NBR and also with the Herald with my

insider information and we’re ramping up pressure”, well clearly —

A.  Clearly they had someone.

Q. Well there was a tipline and there was — and this will clearly be a ﬁnqllng,

there was enormous pressure being generated agalnst Adam Fealey

10 A. Absolutely, it was huge. Two huge organlsatlons hke NBR and Hera;‘d_;.. 7'4_,.'3-

T '\

~\ >

going after him like they did, was masswe .;__"
Q. Well it — that's true, but it's Ilkely that the‘re wlll be a dsﬂ‘ereq‘t 1eve| of
pressure described in the reporf a‘s far as the Mr. Slater\ Ms Odgers and
| think to a much less exten} Mr Graham It w,as prés’sure built around
15 the Five Fingers Feelby\connotatlons of theftﬂ

>

Bit nasty, that Was_nasty A( "--_-.;f-'.‘;;-\\' O

Q. Whereas thls pressuredr\qm the medla the print media, they were more

_\_j_restra(nejd and the):'ceﬁaanly as far as | can see didn't make any

,_,reference to S \\>
(A> That t‘erH
" 0L \'--.\To_\tm fheft allegat|on at least in the sense of the Five Fingers Feeley

’ \d‘éscrlptlon. So that's just to provide you with some context as to where
.. I'm coming from. Coming to the bottom of the page, “More to come on
this story”. My recollection is that Mr Slater, and you'll have access to
25 what he said if you want it, said that in fact at that stage he didn’t have

anything more.

MR COOKE:
Just so that we know, because we haven't seen the transcript, what has he

30 said about the involvement of Ms Collins with this series of posts and -
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THE HON L CHISHOLM:
I'm going to go through what he's said in his evidence so that you can answer
what he has said and | think I've got to do that, but | thought we would do that

after we've gone through this phase.

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

Q.

Q.
9(2)(9)(i)

Jumping back over to the blogposts, 4™ of October, just pausing on the
h of October 2011 at 8.15 via the tipline “it appears that the SFO is

leaking like a sieve”. Separately from any dlscussmn about Adam

Feeley, would that have been something that you talked to

Cameron Slater about, as a concern with an. agency ef yours’? ,
Well he goes on to talk about the Customs apd things |s ihat what he ]
talking about? I'm not talklng te Cameren about the SFO Ieaklng like a
sieve because it's not me that wae; Ieaklng the Sfuff It ‘was probably the
SFO leaking it, people there So hes now talkmg about a job at
Customs. /2 \ ¢ AN OOV

No, he s saymg that hes ge,ttmg mformatlon on the tipline —

Q
A. . .ngro‘m the SFO.
26-«-._;5;;; A\ '

= from the SFO
Not me :
But thatbwould have been a concern to you that your agency was

‘1eal<|ng like a sieve. Is that something that you might have talked to him

about, saying “What's going on?”

No, well it would concern me, but | don't think at this stage I'd be telling
Cameron | was concerned. You know, why would | tell him? He was
clearly the one benefiting from the leaking like a sieve. | just don’t think
| would have said that to him.

The next one “Five Fingers Feeley — ‘a cowboy™?

Well how would | - | mean again | don't know.
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Just stepping through, so then we're up to the 5" of October, “Former
SFO boss comments on Triple F” and copying over an article from Jared
Savage.

And David Bradshaw.

“Now as a result of his cowboy actions he may very well have
prejudiced a trial he celebrated”?

Yes, well that's what had been commented by — | thought it was Nigel

Hampton but obviously it was David Bradshaw that had dohe.._i_’;..-’-__\ So

that's what they're saying.

Is that a concern you had as well? ., !

No, I'm actually not a criminal lawyer so | dont know enough about |t to'.,.--"'.":?g'_

have said that. | think it's the sort of thlng Where it had been \E _Sed at
some stage in some of the corr{mentary l cant ’Lell\ you when but |
thought it was Nigel Hampten b de think |t‘s !mpbrtant ‘that clearly he
not act in the way- that\s gomg to be- embam‘aseing in a criminal case.
But | have toy say w. Jwere eampelgn|ng ai that stage. You know, | was
focused bn that end [ qe\fei* try and “take an interest in prosecutions,

x __..-_;_-cherw se f !I be acr;used‘of tr'ylng to push the prosecution.

: __He posts agam at Oc‘teber 5 at 10.30 am.

AN """'Mhm He,rafd edrtonal

-'""-\He_ Gondudes that with “Actually | think a red card’s in order, totally
"“mapproprlate to filch a bottle of plonk if you're the head of the SFO’.

" Well it's not good. | think as you can see most of his posts are actually

referencing the Herald rather than (inaudible 1:56:31)

They are, usually with a few comments around them.

That's his comments.

Now in terms of the chronology the call records show a call from you to
Mr Slater at 1.30 on the 5™ for about eight and a half minutes, 8:25
minutes. 5 October is also the email that gave rise to this Inquiry and
that's what 'd like to go to now. Now this email, unfortunately because
of the way that we've been provided with this, what Mr Slater has given
us is the reply he received from Cactus Kate to that email. So that’s the

one on 6 October at the top of the page and her version of the email he
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P Weil Hohg Kong is’ mlnus .ﬂve hours
"QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:
Q So that puts that about 6.00 pm.

110

sent her which is why it's got a very odd time on & October because
that, we understand, is Hong Kong time. So this email of 5 October
2011 is to Mr Hotchin, Kerry Finnigan, Cactus Kate and Carrick Graham
and it's headed “Update on SFO/Feeley sting”.

MR COOKE:

Do we know what New Zealand time it is?

MS CASEY:
| haven't been able to work it out. | probably should.

MR COOKE: AN\
But you're saying this is Hong Kong time, 2156”
THE HON L CHISHOLM: <
Well that's what we understand lt to lae

.“ ; -._\
A

MR COOKE

A\ It would be the same time of the year.

25

30

Q Exactly the same time of year. So what we understand at this point in

time is that Carrick Graham and Cactus Kate and Mr Slater are

providing paid services to Mr Hotchin.

>

It is pretty clear from this, isn’t it.?

Q. ltis pretty clear from this, and this is an update on this part of it. So, “an
update on the state of play of Adam Feeley. Fourth straight day of
headlines, maintaining daily communications with Jared Savage” and
then at the bottom of the page, “I spoke at length with the minister
responsible today, Judith Collins.” That would fit with the phone call of

earlier in the day.
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A. She is gunning for Feeley, but also Victoria that fits with exactly the
same things that he has been saying in every other email for every day
pretty much he has posted something. She is gunning for Feeley, or
she is against Feeley, she wants him gone — it is the same message.

Q. Then he says “any information we can provide her on this background is

appreciated.” Did Mr Slater ever provide information to you on

Mr Feeley's background?

No. e

Q. ‘I have outlined for her a coming blog about the post abot{t the Massg\!e

>

staff turnover” and | think Mr Slater confirmed that he dld cccaswnally-._‘_

discuss blogs that he was going to post with you's and {hat this wasOne —-;11' >

A.  For various things, well I don’t recall that at all and‘m fact ¥ alrea‘_ y‘-knewl
about staff turnover but | didn’ t k«nmwwr\at he d putf Lobkmg at the next
day he has outlined all these ‘named peeQIe hu( the issue of staff
turnover in the SF@" Was aIready sometr\lng\i was fully aware of and it
would not be” neWs {o anybody But/ what he posted the next day was
news anéﬁ sometfung I dsdm mat kﬁdw | didn’t have these names.

Q. _\\;\-But\yogdtdn t know~beqause .of the particulars?

i\ﬁa/d no knewledge that all of these people had resigned or even those

\>%4 numbers \1 héd rio knowledge of that at all.
u:“"xl/-le sta\es’and 'she has added this to the review of the State Services” —

_ '{_;Ieérly | didn’t. He is just being —

| QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

Q. So you are looking at the blog of 6 October 2011 at 8.30 am?

A. Thatis right, yes.

Q. Would he tell you about things he was going to do during your
discussions?

A.  Are you talking generally, Commissioner?

o

Yes.
A. Occasionally on various things, but mostly not, because one of the
things with Cameron is he will often say he is going to do something and

it is not quite what happens, but in terms of this, if he had said anything
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to me about posting about it | would say “Why are you doing that, it is
with the State Services Commission.” | didn’t have this information.
Anybody who contacted me from the media including Cameron at that
time got the same story from me, and | am sure Stefan Herrick would
5 have had exactly the same issues with people ringing him for updates.
People contact you, going round the house or going round various
places and people will say to you “What has happened on that?” and
you say it is with the Commission. Once you start answermg questlons
you end up then opening yourself to other questlons $0 no I don’t

10 believe he would have told me about this. He may well have told well.

\ l." \

he obviously told these people that he had told me PR,

Q. Itis along time back and | am well aware of the fra;ltles of memory. my
recollection is that the conversat’ on Was about erght mmuteafs on that
day. Have you got any |dea what you mlght ha\(e been d|scussmg’?

15 A.  [REDACTED]. Possibly {hat Possnbly etéctlons That is what | was
focused on at that stage because I had already parked the SFO thing
off somewhereefse W|th the State’Serwces Commission so | didn’t have
Ao deal With it. So. those wou!d be the sorts of things. We might have
:__j'_-i'.---;‘,been talklng about what mlght happen during the campaign, those sorts
20,

: _I___.\_had a Jod of contact with people in that area. Those are the sorts of

«---thmgs\ lt weuld be about polling, any polling that he might know of, he

thlngs we would probably be talking about. If he raised the SFO with

PN me and said to me “l am going to do a blogpost on all these people who
have resigned,” well | would have said “It is not going to do any good

25 because it is with the SSC and actually | can’t even comment on it.”

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:
Q. He is posting about four, sometimes more times a day on this topic. If
he was talking to you he would have been talking about this as well as
30 anything else. It seems to be a lot of his attention at the moment.
A. It clearly was a lot of his attention but he would be the one doing the
talking not me on it and these names, even though they are clearly here

and no doubt | would have seen them at the time once he had posted it,
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are not names that ring bells with me, but | would have obviously seen

them at some stage because the staff would have seen it if not me. Il
9(2)(a), 9(2)(ba)(i)

Q. Everything he is describing about his conversation with you is just
wrong?
A. Yes, itis wrong. So what he has said all the way through readmg those

10 emails, this is my interpretation of it, is he's saymg the s\ame '(hlrfg over. Fp \

and over again. And the same thing over agam IS she s unhappy,\ she";_jf----f“- '

wants Feeley gone, she wants mformatlon about Feeley, she is really'
upset.” Itis the same lnformatlon all Ihe\trme/ From \Wat\l cam see with
those emails, bear in mind N am r;cﬂ\an mdependent arbiter of them, |
15 can see no |nforma1:10n frorn me that he_._lb@uldnt have discerned from

him wishing it to be so. Heis

comments made by other news medla
generally reportmg on my general uhﬁapplness about things and my big

< ___'_‘h\ut 1{ down Cleariy hﬁs value to these people would have been proved
’”by him saymg “Italked to Judith Collins.” Well he will have obviously
"\..talked\to\me but it may not be about what he said it was or he may be

_“\@iking and | might be listening.

THE HON L CHISHOLM:
25 The massive staff turnover having been added to the review we know is not

right so | think we can skip over that.

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:
Q. “She is using his review — as State Services Commissioner to go on a
30 trawl looking for anything else.”

Where is the evidence and what evidence?

>

Q. | hear you saying there is no evidence of it and it is unlikely but are you

also saying it's not true?
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It is just not true. It is completely in my best interest to shut this down. |
had already spoken to the Prime Minister about possibilities after the
election, what we’re doing. The last thing | wanted was a situation where
| had lost my chief executive a few weeks out from an election. The last
thing.

Looking back to the blogs and the timeline, | am still on the staff
retention at SFO.
That seems to have gone on forever. There is a lot of deta”[haveno

idea where this came from.

| was going to ask about the last paragraph B 'It seems that the SFO-:-":‘-":

was being run by an ego-maniac more: concerned w:th hrs medla 1mage
than actually getting on and domg what the tax payer pay "him for.”

More concern with his medla 1mage ‘ AN
Isn’'t that what Fran O*Sul[wan sald about hlm'b 'Earller she described

him as media hungry L thmk it was :
Are you ’rhlnkmg about the radlo mtérwew'?

ﬂ_No Irn talkmg about Eran @‘Sulllvan

'-._'.;_:;_ég._i'séﬂbns FﬁoM"‘THE HON L CHISHOLM:
a. = We have got Fran O'Sullivan’s article of | think it is the 5 October.
\}.-:__‘-.“-Comm|SS|oner itis in my -

1\ A

Your affidavit.
Number 21. So her article —

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

Q.
A

“More than a storm in a champagne flute”

That's it and you will see that even she is now a blogger getting lots of
comments from people about it afterwards. “She is understandably
furious with the SFO director.” It is all the same words, the same things
over and over again between the two of them. Petricevic is quoted

there.
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MR COOKE:
There is references to Feeley's hired gun approach at the top of that article.
“Feeley’s hired gun approach may have upset many of the SFO he inherited

when he took over the office.”

5
MS COLLINS:
“Collins is understandably furious with the SFO director whom she personally
hawked around town as the sheriff who was going to drive the forces dgwn to
dodge city in the wake of muitibillion dollar finance companles co!{apsg \cfould

10 trivialise such an important issue.” | think, Commlssmner ydwtiald\US that she..‘____

said she didn’t speak to me. ) ' '-,\
QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISI{QLM.: : : R
Q. Correct. Where is that paragrﬂéph ybij have jUStml’Bﬂd from'?

15 A. There is very Ilttle that I\can see between what Cameron Slater was
printing and bleggmg and whathran QSuIlwan was writing at the same
t|me OF, rqund abt)ut the same,tlme dr even earlier.

Q. i is\ th’e same dateo‘ NS
A C ’\sfhey’are allqsaylng'\thé‘same thing.
2& MS C’ASEY A

25

30

Bul the media lmage is slightly different.

72\ ‘-\‘M\R}COOKE:
It has got the Five Fingers Feeley line.

MS CASEY:
| meant the point that Cameron Slater makes on 6 October about Mr Feeley

being overly concerned with his media image.

MR COOKE:

A bit of aggressive criticism.
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QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

Q.

0o

We will come to it in due course but Mr Slater talked about on more than
one occasion you having said to him about Mr Feeley’s media image,
we will come to it in due course but it is better to get his words so that
we can talk about it.

Did Mr Slater, Commissioner, have any notes other than his memory?
No. Thank you, because that just triggers something that | should check
off with you. All the notices | think have referred to eiec;tromc

communications and | take it that you didn’t have any written notes\apart

from the diaries that you have referred to as we have progress‘ed here? Riw

Well these aren’t written notes, these are calendar elactrOnlc dzar|ES so "

you are absolutely correct. The normal course of events is.I would not
take notes during meetings and \what Would happen lé thaf there are
action points that one of i’ny staff members whe are always in my
meetings with me would no’te those down and we would follow those up

with action pomts

Itis Just dottmg the i's and crosSmg the t’s.

-. In terms of conversatlons \M’th Cameron | am certainly not going to take

: '}-_-_"T'_-:'_notes I wouldn t take notes On what | can see | think they are saying

the same thlng over and over again.

. _._;_—QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:
e
A

We are going to continue that one, back to —

The other thing sorry Victoria when you mentioned the issue about
Cameron saying trawling through stuff —

Going on a trawl —

That is just completely wrong. What is the other one about the media
image? That is in his post. | would say that is out of his office. That is
out of his contact at the SFO most likely.

Why do you say that?

Because it is the sort of thing which would have concerned them
because Adam was quite a lot in the media as opposed to sharing it with

the others.
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Q. Thatis the “I” and “we” discussion we had earlier.

A.  Yes and | just think it is the sort of stuff that would have annoyed them
because | think they used to get quite a lot of the team thing before. |t
was just a suggestion that | made to him to include the team more.

5 Q. Stepping through the blogs — we have got staff issues at SFO continued

on the 71" and again on the 7" and again on the 7~

>

There are 45 staff, | had no idea.
Q. No reference to the cowboy culture and then again on the 7" we_;have

got the iPredict stock. Did you know about this at the tlme‘?

10 A. No, but it tells but you should never accept on |Predf0t because it .can\__ ( ._‘

clearly be manipulated very quickly. “ )

Q. Jumping back to the emails to finish up on. the 7‘“ th|s |5 an exchénge
between Cameron Slater and_ Jared Séva(ge onf the 7‘ @ctober at

8.42 am and this is a reference to he says he spoke bo you yesterday,

15 so the 6", “she has/asket:l the SSC to. Wideh ‘the 'scope of the enquiries
and look at ,sjaff ___,_qunever and- culture et‘ cetera. | should say that

Camerorl siater—ihlnks actually tbis mlght be a mistake. He might be

.\._;refern\ g._r@a conversatlc)n en the 5th another conversation.

. \hat\Is an abSOIute\lle ‘as l am sure the SSC have confirmed.

I So you, Can conflrm that you didn’t add it to the criteria?
o - T And he \s not even saying that | will ask it, he is saying | have asked it.
\1t\|s just a lie. Thatis Jared Savage saying that | don't think it's a storm

* ina teacup. It's a week after | sent it to the SSC.

25 QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

Q. Which one are you looking at?

A. | am just looking at that email from Jared Savage to Cameron Slater,
“Have you heard anything more from the Beehive. So far there's been
nothing. Only thing | have heard is that Crusher does not share the

30 PM's opinion that it is a storm in a champagne flute. State Services
indicated a result may be due today.” Thatwas a full 10 days before the
State Services Commission had its review so Jared Savage might have

been talking to State Services but again not to me.
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QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

Q.

A

Placing this in time, this was the day before the Hubbard story broke so
| think that did defer the State Services —

Yes, it would have actually.

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

Q.

They added it to their investigation.

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

Q.

>

The blogs kept running from 8, 9, 11 October As I JUSt sa|d the..----.--'

Hubbard story broke on the 8™. Accordmg to the phone records you ve
got two calls amounting to 10 mmutes on the 11th OctobeY Is it posmble
that you discussed the Hubbard |ssue W|th Mt SlatEr'? :

What is possible |s that Camemn has mentiened it to me, and you will
see that he is refarring onthe 11"‘ af ‘I 55 pm toa press release that the
Hubbard suppart team put oqt on a letter/press release addressed to

_my’self Chrls Flnlayaon ahd for some reason known only to them the
.'_:Preszdent ofthe erminal Bar Association. | think possibly because
-_'-"'_:'_.-'5Tony Bouchler had commented unfavourably about Adam Feeley in the
z ,,\NBR _\If ‘he has mentioned it he would have got the same answer that
'_:'_-_‘i'-\.gz\_/_eryone else in the media got on this issue. | see mostly he is just

bﬁnting the same thing that has been put out in the press release.

Then the blogs just continue.

Articles from other people.

Articles from other people and then on October 15 he refers to a witch
hunt at the Serious Fraud Office.

So that is when they are obviously trying to find out who has been
leaking to him.

The emails at this point jump ahead a year to the point where Mr Feeley
has resigned and the first one is an email from Jared Savage to
Cameron Slater, | see Crusher finally got her man and the response

was, “Yes she always does.”
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A. Really, wouldn't that be glorious.
31 July 2012.
A.  This reads like how | used the term cowboy. It reads like a western.

>

This is almost John Wayne, Clint Eastwood style behaviour. This is

5 completely nuts.
Q. Did you discuss the resignation of Mr Feeley with Cameron Slater.

A.  No and clearly he didn’t resign and he clearly stayed until way later.

MR COOKE:
10  What is that referring to?

MS COLLINS:
She finally gets her man or something,-

15 MR COOKE:

So did he resign in 2022 or Jat

e’ R

MS GASEY: |
R I DN\
“THE HON L) CHISHOLM:
o brﬁlécﬁ.éj-..ﬁ-é gave notice in July and actually left in October.

—/  QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:
25 A. One of the things that the media generally, particularly those who are

Ja)e(2)ba)(l), 2A2)g)i)

in that, they have

not in the press gallery and | would put §§
completely no understanding that ministers don’t employ or sack chief
executives and so this whole concept that | would be out gunning for
Feeley, getting Feeley, got him is just completely bizarre and any
30 attempt to do so would put me in a position where | would be sacked

myself. Itis just crazy to do it but that is what they would think.



10

15

Q.

120

In a different scenario where if you had a chief executive that completely
lost their mind and was behaving outrageous, what would the process
be? If you had real concerns that this person shouldn’t stay in the job?

| haven't had that concern. | have had issues over the years with some
chief executives who have needed some extra help and in some cases
have needed extra funding for things and needed to get a situation
[REDACTED] You just don't get situations where chief executives

suddenly start going bizarre.

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

Q.
A

[REDACTED] \ SN YA
You can see from the monitoring that ciearfy the SSC were domg wlth
Adam that they were watching_ and ’(hay Were trylng to heip 'and they
were keeping him mformed and stuff so they knew it was a tough

situation.  You just dont do it” Losang..._ chief executlves opens the

minister up to mmisterxal questaons m the '\House it opens you up to a
snap. debate At IS all these sorts of* thlng So it is a bad look. A chief

_executlve ﬁnlshlng thelr terrn and ending their term is a matter where

: :"'--:.peop}e would \say Well that's fine.”.

25
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‘QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:
Nels - l‘
O when this —

I know you said there was only one Question Time left in the House

There was one week of Question Time.

Did you face questions on this?

| don'’t think | did. | went and checked and we didn’t get any and | am
not at all surprised because | think it was Phil Goff who was then leader
of the Labour Party | think it was at that stage. He came out when he
was asked about this and said “We don’t want it blown out of proportion
but it is a serious issue and it should go to the SSC”. So he was
straddling the fence on it but he was right, you don’'t want to get too
carried away but it does need to go to the SSC. So there was nothing

for him to say. If | hadn’t sent it to the SSC and | had had questions, the
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question would have been ‘Do you have confidence in the Serious
Fraud Office director?” and | could have said the strictly answer to that
which would be highly unsatisfactory and that answer would have been
well “Confidence is a matter for the State Services Commission” and
that would have actually completely undermined Adam and made his
position very difficult or else | could have said “Yes, | do” in which case
they then would have launched in to me about how can | have
confidence in someone who does XXX. By taking the action | did what

was their question going to be to me, “Do you have confuiehc\,e m the

SFO?” and | would have said “Yes, however | have. refefred the matter-.___ e

to the State Services Commission because |- thlnk’ it is some’thlng that-;'-

should be investigated” and all that would ha\(e done for the G]DDOS\IUOI'\.
is to be make me look resp0n51bie re‘asonable and taklng ’that issue
seriously but not hystencally So 1 ‘stopped any QU\eshons and | had a
look through Hansafd as vyeﬂ but J cnuldmt\se\a' any written questions
either. So the matter kiad been deaii w;ih\ from their point of view and
the only pebale ruhnlng Jt'We;[e Cameron and his mates and the Herald

ter m Ibedernbef 2013 We don’t actually know the background to this

|a

equeét

2\ (THE HON L CHISHOLM:

25

30

" These were supplied by?

MS CASEY:
Mr Savage.

MR COOKE:
What is the date of this again?

MS CASEY:
December 2013.
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MR COOKE:
[REDACTED]

5 QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:
Q. Yes. “After the Feeley gossip, Bridegcorp debacle did Crusher make it
clear to him that he should look elsewhere?” We are reading that as a
reference to Mr Feeley and Mr Slater replies “not sure but | can-check

for you completely off the record. Knowing her MO though | belleve it is

10 probably the case. | do know she told him to do hls jeb and stop show%_."' \

boating i.e. STFU and stop running off to the media So ;ust a \couple:"--":

of things stepping through that. Mr Slater was under the ;mprasszon that
he would be able to find that mformatlbn out from you by askmg Would
that have been a correct presentqtlorr of hIS reiaqonsmp With you?

15 A.  Well he might have asked but askmg is not gettlng an answer that he
might like. So my bniy centact that } can rECaII with Adam Feeley after |
was no Ionger his mlnlster, ware durtng the Justice sector ministerial

I,and chlef executlve meatmgs There was no reason at all that | would

_g\"'i_f"-il_ever talk to h|m abaut gettlng another job. | would not be telling
o >

L - off 10 the media. It is widely commented during all this matter about

Cameron that Adam should stop showboating, STFU and stop running

\ Adarn running off to the media, being in the media all the time. In fact

\) there is that comment from Fran O'Sullivan. So no. She wrote quite a

! few things actually. This was the general frame all the way through
25 about him, in the media too much, cowboy whatever. Actually the

cowboy stuff frankly was these guys.

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:
Q. Thisis from 1 October 2011 onwards.
30 A. Yes. | amjust looking for the comments that | saw because that article
by Fran O’Sullivan was the 5" or 6™ of October where she referred to
me. | think she termed the words “hawking around town”, she obviously

got upset. | think she must have got upset. | was trying to help him to
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build relations with the media and she clearly got upset. | am trying to
find her words, Commissioner —

It was 5 October.

That was the hawking. If you go to number 30 in my exhibits where she
is criticising lain Rennie’s review and she has said four paragraphs from
the bottom, “Feeley's reputation is that of a self-promoting gunslinger

who shoots from the hip. There has been growing dismay within his

own office for some time over the way SFO staff have felt themselves

features in the SSC statement.”

publicity hungry Feeleym )\ :
That is where she seid‘ilt _ So th!S was the f'e‘frain that was in the media
by people like: her ahd Cameron has plcked it up. She has referred to
the SFO hgvmg/a contrac’t F’R company She obviously didn’t like that

___,.'elther ould be a&ut\ely anhoyed at missing this particular opportunity
< for i)bmplng LLp his' oﬂ‘ice s reputation. A typical breast beating effort by
"f..the SEO s.\contract PR company.”

\ Jusf g{;;lng ‘back to that email —

--'\Ne 8 the answer.

I' QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

25 Q.

30

We are well through, you will be pleased to know and | think what we
might do at this stage | said to you | wanted to go through with you the
evidence that Mr Slater has given us and | will give you the evidence. It
is not complete because knowing that this topic had to be raised with
you today, | asked the stenographer to zoom in on the October emails
and | think probably the best approach to it is if | just give you the
transcript and | have highlighted the relevant passages. What | think
might be more efficient is for us to take a break now, you glance at them

so that | can then go through with you and after that there are a few
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general things | wanted to talk to you about including indicating in terms
of section 14 the areas that | think we need to focus on and | want to
talk about the Cabinet Manual. If we go through these highlighted
passages, not necessarily reading in full but endeavouring to focus on
what Mr Slater said. This is the email dated 3 October, Collins is
gunning hard for Five Fingers Feeley. “She is disgusted by his
indifference.” At page 2 of the transcript his answer as to where that
came from, “if | remember correctly she said to me why doesn't he do
his job and stop talking to the media. | am probably over, blowing lhls a

little bit on my part not on her part.” Does that comment or that answer.___ \-

R e

by him give rise to any response on your part? . 4 l ',1 ~P

It does. For a start Adam Feeley was, not mdlfferent to the sntuatlon “He
had already written me an apology on the 1 October\ At had already
been passed to the SSC He was clearly taklng 1t senously otherwise
he wouldn’t have wrltten me an apology The ISEUe about why hasn'’t he
stopped talklng to the medla domg hus job well that had already been

commented on anyway now lhat thlngs about Adam and various other

stones over the years l have had those sorts of comments from other

.."_-;people | thmk it was generally talked about quite a lot in the media who
-5dealt W|th anythlng to do with the SFO. But that's his statement, that is

< _._j'_z»a'e_;mg it. It is good advice for any chief executive frankly but | wouldn’t

éay it to him.

One thing | am not sure about is whether it had been commented on in
the media. It had been to my recollection commented on by the State
Services Commission and also by you to him which would have dated
back | think to 2010 and | am not sure that it was in the public arena at
that stage.

| think it would have been otherwise | wouldn’t have thought it was an
issue and State Services wouldn’t have thought it was an issue so there
must have been something said at the time and | don’t have that —

We are at cross purposes. | am meaning your comment about him

being in the media.
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A Well | wouldn't have commented to Cameron Slater or anyone else in
the media about Adam being in the media. My comments would always
be about, there is nothing wrong with being in the media, there is
nothing wrong with Adam being in the media, you have just got to be

5 very careful with it and that is what | think we saw in that review from
2010 about just making sure that it was that. One of the problems with
Adam and the work that he was doing, | shouldn’t say with Adam, one of
the problems with the SFO and the work it was doing is it is qwte often

highly contentious work in dealing with multiple people deféndam{s or

10 suspects on issues with lots of complainants and so it is always going to._ "o

be a difficult situation for him, so he is aiways gonng to have fots of;_‘_'_’ﬁ

media wanting to talk to him. So | wculd hot h‘ave said- lo Cameron'
Slater “Why doesn't he just do h;s 10b and s,fep talkmg ’te\the medla " He
was doing his job and he. was|dblng a~ good Job and his media
15 comments were well “oirer a year ago that I‘had Jsaid before that, | had
said anythlng a?ound/fhat and that Was Yo protect him but | wouldn't

l_l. ] |

have sau‘d thatte Cameroﬁ -
Q. ¢ Gﬂomﬁg hard for Fee[ey N\ He can't recall the conversation and he says

N “Wheh [ spcfke to her\about this sort of stuff it would have been along
20 the _Ilnes bf exactly what | have described where | said, well, you know,

\we wer@a aiready talking about the newspaper coverage and things like

'-\m_at. " Do you want to comment on that?

If Cameron spoke to me about these issues, it would be Cameron
speaking to me about the issues. What | can see going through the

25 emails and the blogposts that Cameron posted at that time is that he
had nothing new that wasn't already in the mainstream media other than
the names of the investigators and he had a story about the number of
people who had left and how many were at the SFO. Thatis all | can
see that wasn't already out there in the mainstream media and clearly it

30 seems to me that his value to his group from what | can see now was
not only his ability to have a lot of people read his blogposts and to get
the messages out, but also because he was telling them that he was

able to talk to me, which he could talk to me, that didn’t mean to say |
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was giving him any information and there are plenty of times when he
would talk to me about all sorts of things, but he clearly got value out of
that and | think he said what he wanted to hear actually.

You will see at the bottom of the page he refers to phone conversations
and this relates to the discussions about Mr Feeley’s indifference. We
have aiready covered this, but do you want to say anything more as to
what Mr Slater says?

Adam clearly was not indifferent. The statement that he made to

Jared Savage | think which was not great, that was the statemeﬂt he

made on the Friday 30 September, that Adam made. 1 thlnk Adam was. A%

showing a frustration at the pettiness of the request from Jared Savagef-

because they were petty but he was also I thtnk qmte qehcerned from
that statement as to where this: was gomg and 1 dont thmk he was
flippant. | think he just, it WOuId haVe been better |f he hadnt said the
things he said and | thlnk he was havmg;a degree of frustration which |

can well |mag|ne' \ o AN
| thlnk we can nofw turn A0 pagelg whlch is the email at 3.41 on the

3 Octeber that is the second ema|l and there is reference to she is livid

, and he refers to the tmpressmn that you were very angry. Is there

Q.

A

I have\already said that | was very frustrated that this was at the story. |
was ‘obviously disappointed that Adam had let himself down and the
SFO but the timing of it was really bad and the last thing | wanted was
this story continuously running day in, day out. If | was livid as Cameron
says then it would be livid at him, and | don’t actually think it was livid, |
think it would be frustrated that he was still running this story and
encouraging it.

It does mention at line 21 that she had referred Feeley to the State
Services Commission, | believe she did say that and that may well have
been the case.

That is what | would have said and | can well imagine that someone
would take and so well therefore she is not hugely happy. Well clearly

not.
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Q. Towards the bottom of the page around line 30 he is acknowledging that

he is talking it up from nothing. Then we go to the bottom of page 10,

“she is now feeding me information.” The issue is raised about feeding

the information and his response in a nutshell is that was not based on

5 anything you said. Then at line 7 the paragraph referring to
Bill English’'s comment about a storm in a teacup he says the “gunning”

is his phrase, but the sentiment he says reflects that there is no love lost

between Mr English and you and the question isn’t answered direefly by

10 A
\ To say thath Was‘::\‘" iy
gunning for Bill over this is clearly not shown t}y the facts 1 wbuld never)
go out trying to take out the ,Députy R\ﬁhl*sé MIHIST@?; partacr.ﬁllarly six
weeks before an election. Thls"‘; \not a gun flgl:ﬁ at the O.K. Corral.
15 This is an election tmat 15 lmportant for- tha o}auntry and me.

Q. Onpage 12 he aays Iha{ ’there; would ha\?e»been some discussion along
the hnes aof Dl’d you see\whai BJJS Enghsh said, how dare he talk about
_ ttus\ lf 15 not a smaﬂ m'a‘tte\r this is somebody stealing a bottle of wine.”
: . Aﬁy comment on th‘al\? >
ZOA\I thlnk he us presummg something would have been said along that, and

'-.S|mp]y Prsme Ministers and Deputy Prime Minister’s comment all the

< “t[me’ and having been faced with a situation where | have been asked to
* comment on something and have later found out all the facts | know that
you never blame the poor old person who is trying to answer the
25 question, so no | would not do that.

Q. Again this is ground that we have already covered but the suggestion

that there would have been a discussion about Bill English —
A.  Well he may have mentioned Bill to me. If he has mentioned Bill to me |
can’t imagine | would say anything like this because Bill is perfectly
30 entitled as the Deputy Prime Minister to make a comment and he is not
a lawyer, he doesn’t necessarily have to see things the way | see them

and the Prime Minister has backed him but they have also gone on to
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back the SSC inquiry so | think he was just trying to give it some
perspective.

Any suggestion that there was, over this particular matter animosity
between you and the Deputy Prime Minister?

No. So | cannot recall ever for instance speaking to Bill English and
saying why did you talk about my area, because he is entitled to talk
about anything he wants. That is the form of being in those positions
but what | felt what was right and the best thing to do was to send it to
SSC and | think he has probably made the comment do the med|a

without even knowing about that. This matter would have been faken do. \ f)

Cabinet, an oral item by me to inform everyone so that they all knew but??-"‘ﬁ':* )

that would have been on the Monday mommg not in the weekend wh;ch
is when | think Bill got asked and taken on the hop So\who knows what
Cameron might have sald He m|ght have Sald someth[ng about Bill but
| can’t imagine me saying How dare hedalk about this.” That's not my

phraseology. . N A\
Page 18, fhe next page; the ﬁrst bart I think we can skip over pretty

___qumk4y beo:ause lt conserns ‘the Iength of the discussion. We have got
documentary records cencernlng that now. To page 19 at line 4 there is

20, _" .\'-‘:-."_'Ei"':reference to the ‘words “gunning for’ and he says that they are his
N ‘__..._werds Later on he says when asked whether they were a pure creation

< _';"on his part or they were words from what you had said, he suggests it is

“an amalgam and perhaps for present purposes | need to concentrate
on the displeasure that she would have passed on to me especially
around him being in the media all the time and also comments that |
received from Jared Savage and also just having a long term knowledge
of Judith Collins. | am putting my words around these things and
embellishing them and it has cost her, her job.” Do you want to
comment on the suggestion that in part they arose from what you might
have said to him?

No, | believe what he's done, Commissioner, is he's taken my being
very precise in my wording and the way | would have said it, which

would be "The matter's been sent to the State Services Commission,
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Cameron, and | can't talk about it". He would take that as me being
grumpy about it, very angry about it and what | was is | was annoyed
that Cameron was running these stories and making it worse. So any
displeasure would have been directed at him but 1 wouldn’t actually say,
“Please stop doing these stories”.

No half way down the page at about line 20, the question how he knew
that there was a concern about Mr Feeley being in the media all the
time, “I've heard this from several people, not just from Judith quligs_"’.

Yes. Fath

Repetitious | know, but is there anything you'd like to say about th;s._\_ .'

suggestion it came from you that you were concernad\abc;ut hlm/bemg‘;lf— 35

in the media all the time? e % oY )

Now at the bottom of the page, “Judith Collins did say to me at one point

that she found this disquieting that he was conducting his job in the
public domain and it's her view that he should be conducting his job in
his office.”

All in the public domain. So no, my concern is always with Adam that
he be very careful. | suggested that he get the media help, to help him
with it and the fact is he went on to get it. But would | have said that to
Cameron? Certainly not during this, certainly not about Adam Feeley.
Adam Feeley was my chief executive. Any undermining of him

undermined me.
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Q. Then he acknowledges that “any information that could be provided
about Mr Feeley’s background” was his creation.

A.  That's true. Well we agree on that one.

Q. Then at line 23 “l have outlined for her a coming blog post about the

5 massive staff turnover”. That's the question. Do you have any

recollection of discussing with him staff turnover that he intended to run
in the blog?

A. | can't tell you, Commissioner, that he's never mentioned that he was

going to post that blog, but the staff turnover, the Ievels the numbers

10 he's used, the names he used, I've seen those in his bit}g and that's the

only place. | don't have that information. So lf he has said it to. me then'_'..'- e

| will have heard it, but | don't know: these names other {han hlS

blogpost or these details. So |f he said \It t’o me well N dont know what

he said to me. AN \__\ '\,‘:-

15 Q. Then if we turn to page 21‘ he sa;ys that you n\ever solicited information
from Cameron and 8 thmk’as far as ﬁ‘xe adding — this is at line 50, adding
the staff .|ssues m the State serwcés Commission review, we can skip
II__oven: thét because p[am!yf' at is not the case.

';\Ij\l‘dn’thappen L% S

(A -.;.\_T.-"Tﬁat S cqmﬂrmed from the State Services Commission.

VA Ana q{xdntask for it is the thing.

Tﬁe trawl looking for anything else” at the top of page 22, “I'm not sure

that came from her. It's not the sort of thing she does”. Anything more
v you wanted to add to those?
25 A Well he's right on that, | didn’t do it.

Q. Those are the matters that | want to directly discuss with you concerning
the emails. Now just in terms of section 14, what | will have to weigh is
the evidence arising from the emails suggesting that you were talking to
him and undermining Mr Feeley against the other evidence on the topic

30 and while that has to be analysed, | think it is extremely unlikely that |
will come to the conclusion that you were attempting to undermine
Mr Feeley so that's probably not something that you need to devote

more time to. What I'm pretty sure | will find is that there were attempts
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to undermine Mr Feeley from within the SFO and also via Mr Slater,
Ms Odgers and probably to a lesser extent Mr Graham. Initially 1
thought it was going to be necessary to interview Mr Hotchin and I've
decided it's not because the information | have doesn't directly involve
5 him in any undermining. So that really covers the general question that
is posed by the terms of reference, “to inquire into and report on
allegations that Ms Collins was involved in efforts to undermine
Mr Feeley during his tenure as director of the SFO’ mcludmg the flrst

question, “whether there is any evidence Ms Collins acted. anonSIstentIy

10 with the conduct expected of a minister by underminln@' or\ahtem\ptlng tc
undermine”. | note that there is reference to ahy ‘evtden\ce and dqder,
those circumstances | will have to trave\(SE%Ii tﬁe ewdenceftha \|‘:‘. there
as | already mentioned the prmqrg\év@ence as’ fsqe\m 1hat might
suggest an undermlnmg or an attempt to do that t:omes from the emails,

15 particularly the one thatgave rise to the Inguiry\xThe second question is
one that will, need sgme atteptlon\I athlnk? The issue is whether you
prowded ”uh;brm‘a‘t&on abgui Mﬁ\Feedey durmg his tenure as director of the

___‘.\.-_-_;Serlous F\raud Offrrs\e to_' ameron Slater or any other party who did not

aVe a prope\' entlﬂe}snent to receive such information.

So | think that is an area
25 where when we come back to the question of submissions there is room

for assistance and I've got a few more questions that relate to that

aspect as well. ZEE

30

_Now just to cover a few finer things. Context
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is, | think, important and | want to talk to you for a moment about your
style as a minister and as the Inquiry has gone along | think gained
some insight into that. You're pretty hands on?
A.  How would you have got to that impression, Commissioner?

5 Q. Because | asked one of the witnesses and for the life of me | can't
remember which one it was, that question and it might have been Mr
Herrick actually and he thought, yes, that you would be and that's not
intended as a criticism at all?

A.  Well I'm not a lazy minister

B So ! think | w0uld nol say I wasxhandss on in terms of

15 interference in any way whatsoever

Q. No, I should have mfade it clear It s not critlcal and it's not suggesting
that you would bemterfermg lq“any Way It's more inquiring whether you
have‘/ " _ robably an attention \to detail?

A.’{_‘; You see thats any mterestlng comment, because I'm often accused by

O ,'..’-'-':peopleg of not\héving an attention to detail, but that's because | want to
> \Mkrlo”w \that matters are being dealt with properly which is why I'm
: --“*é?:solutely appalled that these comments were being made about me,
when it was not true. | can't deal with people who lie about me.

: Q. Expectations in terms of chief executives or the departments for which
25 you have responsibility? High expectations?

A. | expect a good standard of behaviour and | also expect them to deliver
on their outcomes and if they can't, if there's an issue, that they need to
tell me about it.

Q. If there is an issue on which they can't deliver what is your attitude likely

30 to be?

A.  Well for instance, I'll give you an example. Modernisation of the Courts.

The Ministry of Justice could not deliver on that promise or that

undertaking in the timeframe that they had and it was obvious early in
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this year. So they approached me, told me about it and put it on hold.
So to me, it is | just want to know about the situation, if there's a
problem we’ll sort it out, or put it on hold and we'll find out what we do
need to do. So chief executives that | deal with or have dealt with would

5 know if there is an issue, bring it to me and we’ll try and sort it. If not,
we'll deal with what we can do. So it's not telling me about things that
causes the problems.

Q. In other words, perhaps like all ministers you don't like surprises- as -

A. Well that's why we have a no surprises policy. In the C&buﬁi\‘Manhal jf,
G

10 that's the attitude that people, chief executives have to havé w1th ther
rather'

o

ministers. It's the surprises that mean you~ then have {o reaQt

than to think about a planned responsef':._ AW < _
Q.  You've mentioned the Cabinet Manuai éth Just Wanted to Gover one or
two (inaudible 42: 28) about that The forward | to !t descrlbes it as an

\
\\'I|

15 authoritative gurdﬁ Do you see |t that \Nay‘i’l

A. lseeitasa veﬂ? ]mporfant gu:de and yes absolutely But it's still up to
the ane?Mrm'sfér' 6bweus{y‘}ts~ h}é decision —
Q./_\‘;\'\And lr'f tetms of tl'(e c&mduci of ministers?
— A Absoiute[y |’t\s an aumorltatlve guide. We always had a copy in the
\\ offtce > \
it Viary B(EQﬂy, you haven't got this in front of you, but can | just briefly read

= its paragraph 2.50 “To protect the integrity of the decision-making
process of executive government and to maintain public trust in”
amongst others, “Ministers must conduct themselves in a manner
25 appropriate to their office.” Have you ever had occasion to reflect on

what that actually means? Where the line is drawn?

A G e A S TR

30 I So yes, in that way. But

as the Prime Minister has been quoted as saying, you know, you're still
a human being, you still have to undertake your normal work. You're

still entitled to have friends and you're still entitled to talk to people.
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Yes and in terms of talking to people, do you have a view as to how far

a minister can go as a human being, perhaps talking in confidence to

others?

Are you talking in a past sense, before you resi'gjﬁ Sdor— %A

Well I'm not going to go into that detail, < & O\

| just want to understand what you're saymg " e I

| know things have happened over ‘the years where th]ngs —sotomel
am very clear | did not tell Camar@n Slater anything that was
mapproprlate anti l dont care what hQ Says about it, because | can't

stop hlm saymg what he Says xany more than | could stop him,

,:--Comm1ssloner saying the thlngs he said in his emails, some of which

_‘_..__'.-_.,:he Tiow says; well, he sort of made up.

---:"So [n terms of a “discussion about politics, where do you draw the line?

_.,--'-._Well polmcs would be around things like, | don't know, | would draw the

-'-'-l_u‘_'le |f | was trying to — we're coming back to this Inquiry, | presume is

~ what we're coming to terms of reference.

Sure.

| would not, for instance, undermine my chief executive at a time, at all
actually, but particularly at a time where to do so would be nothing more
than to hurt not only myself by my Government and which, by the way, |
wanted to get re-elected. So | would certainly draw the line at
undermining my chief executive. | would certainly draw the line at
undermining the Prime Minister. | would certainly draw the line at
undermining my colleagues. | would certainly draw the line at that,
where they were clearly, you know, | wouldn’t go out for instance and

say about — | might say for instance how — let's say an example that I've
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been using recently. | believe that we as a Government has failed to
bring about meaningful change in the Resource Management Act. That
is a fact. Well it's my interpretation of the facts. | don't blame the
minister in charge, but that is the nature of MMP, we couldnt get
5 changes we wanted. So for me to say we haven't been able to secure
that, we have failed on that. That's not undermining, that's stating. Well
it's pretty obvious to everyone but it also shows my commitment to us

going ahead with change.

Q. As you understand it, is it a matter of personal Judgement for amimster

10 or is there a general standard that you would expectaCross the board?

A.  Every minister has to answer to the Prlme Mimster under the~ Céblnet-i‘"

Manual and the Cabinet Manual |$ an authontatwe gqide. \bu‘t it is
ultimately up to the Prime Mlmste

So from my po nt af view every

minister has to deal Wlth that and every mm:ster Wha falls or falls behind

15 or does somethlng that undermlnes tha vae}nment it's going to be
difficult for tl}at Govemment bgpause of i

Q. Paragraph 2 62 and I"ron noi gqmg to read it, but the effect of it is that a

___.j'conﬂlct can anse I'f peaple close to the minister might derive or be

P

—‘ipere&wed as derlwr@; some benefit from the actions of a minister. Now |
) """want to ask yau “with reference to Mr Slater whether that paragraph
f:"-\\cé)uld concewably apply in the sense that if you provide him with
\ D '-u_;}fo.rmatlon which is to publish for, we'll say, a reward in the sense of
N advertising, it could be contrary to the manual.
A.  Well if that happened, yes. But quite clearly | did not — well it's up to you
25 to decide. My view is very firm. | did not give him that information and |
certainly did not know about his group and what they were doing.
Q. Had you been conscious of bloggers generally, without referring to
Cameron Slater, over the last — well since 20107
A. Absolutely. Part of the press secretary’s job is to go through and check
30 what's being said. So they would — Stefan and after him, other press
secretaries would go through and check what was going on.
Q. When you say that you didn’t know what he was doing, you mean in

light of the revelations that we've now got?
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| did not know

that there was a group of people doing that. It's clear from Cameron
Slater’s blogposts that he and Cathy Odgers were talking to each other.
He was using some of her blogs, he was referencing her, but that is not
something that | knew that they were working in with anyone else. So
just because they come up with crazy ideas and want to do thmgs

doesn’t mean to say that | would know what they were actua]ly dcﬂng

trying to do. But when | look at those blogposts. agam toeiay and the PRS

emails, Commissioner, there is nothing in those that wasn't alreac{y weuﬁf--

known in the public space or had just been wnﬁen by Fran Q Sullivan or
Jared Savage other than detalls around the numbers of staff who d left
and the names of mvestlgators By the way. | D d[d not have either of
those pieces of mformatlon So | know that I\WOUld not have given him
any informatjon. that could have beeh used against Adam Feeley or my
- SFO as I saw 1t my argamsanon That would have been totally

- -_'.;__'__-_'_.__-:_:The fmal paragraph'ts« 2 66 which warns against becoming associated
20 .',\:'_--_ \ -
" “-..@359.5_5-ment and | think yours a lobby against Adam Feeley, was it

wﬁh A Iobby gr0up To the extent that there is certainly in my

\dangérous to even be talking to Mr Slater?

Well, Sir, | didn’t know that there was a lobby group and in fact in my
business in politics it's dangerous not to talk to the media, as | found out
when | stopped talking to them and they interviewed each other. It's
very dangerous not to talk to the media and to not take the phone calls.
But also the Cabinet Manual | have to say is the lobby groups we're
talking about are groups like — that get funding from Government.
That's what we've always said. So for instance when | became a
Cabinet Minister | had to resign my associate membership of the
on the basis that the lobbies Government for law
changes but also for money, for funding. But I didn’t have to resign, |

was able to be a member of Global Women after | was a Cabinet
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minister because Global Women doesn’t actually seek funding from the
Government or lobby for particular law changes, although it will often
make comments about how women are badly treated within
Governments and they'd be right.
5 Q. For a minister, what other guidance as to conduct is available? In your

affidavit you've referred to responsibilities —

A.  To the State Services Commission?

Q. When | read that it seemed to be someone’s opinion with & wew to

change and | raised with Mr Rennie what status that doeument\had Tm 3 :

10 wondering whether you can help me with it. If you cant We wOn t spend: --""'_:'

time on it.

A. | think, Commissioner, that when I was puttm.gﬁy atftdawt iogether |
looked for anything which wou!d assm you m Wor‘klng ‘through these
issues and one of the _thll'IQS | did was to look at ‘the State Services

15 Commission because \they had a webé é_"and they talked about the
minister’'s respcmsmlltty and | also whmh is dated — last updated 28" of
June 20‘10 and b also pt{t te?‘of} as part of my affidavit from the Cabinet

<;_Mahuai J‘dles and \re*spcbr}s;bllltles of ministers in the public service to

._glve you. sdme he!p\WIth that or to put you in that direction.

NN N -
>‘\_,.~ \. \lI \ -: -.\.-_‘__\.'_,.

7 MR coomé
--".'f-'-""ln & way strlctly speaking the State Services Commission doesn’t really have

~ »..'f.‘-‘ ,-esponSIblllty for ministers at all actually. When this question came up in the

Inquiry of the Audit Office on the Shane Jones immigration issue, there was
25 that question of where ministers get their assistance and advice from and
apart from the Cabinet Manual, | guess there is the Cabinet Office itself you
can ask questions of, but there isn't a SSC for ministers, | don’t think. The
SSC don't really have that brief.

30 QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:
Q. | think that reflects the view that was expressed also by Mr Rennie
because the minister is their own person, except to the extent and |

don't think there's any dispute about this in terms of the employment
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relationship there are boundaries between what the minister should
probably do and what the minister shouldn’t do.
A.  Well to an extent I'd agree but | would also say, Commissioner, that
we’re not our own people because at a moment’s notice, as | found out,
5 we can lose our jobs and that is absolutely at the behest of the Prime
Minister. So the Prime Minister wants us to serve, we serve. |[f the
Prime Minister doesn’t want us to serve, we don't serve. So we tend to
take our guidance in practice from the Prime Minister, the Prlme

Minister's office, his chief of staff, his team and if there IS an issue

10 around constitutional issues, then definitely from the, Cabtnet office. But AN

Cabinet office is not political, it's not in charge of appomtmg lts-I"""

available to give guidance on issues on cqnshtutjonal |ssuas but the way
in which ministers behave about: certam thlngs or: tatk to certaln people,
that is absolutely a matter for the Pﬂme Mlmster

15 Q. That brings me to SiT Maarten Wever
here that the interwew nf Slr Maarten Wevers very early in the piece and

camments | have to explain

there was technoioglcal fazlura Fﬂrtunately Victoria had taken very full
__I_-;_\notes l think that, rf you want to look at them, you're welcome to look at
N '}'-the notes as they stand at the moment but it is my intention to have
20 them checked by Sir Maarten to make sure that they are reasonably

| 5 __-.:_'\"-a_c_c\:u_rate-. | think they are reasonably accurate.

‘MR COOKE:
" What was the thrust of what he said?
25
QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:
Q. First, if a minister undermined a chief executive, that would not be
appropriate conduct.
A.  Absolutely.
30 Q. Andas Ms Collins has said, it would ultimately be a matter for the Prime
Minister to sort out and I've traversed these various rules with him. So
as | say, you're welcome to have a look at what he said, but one issue

just diverting a little bit to the question of submissions, in relation to
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question 2 who had a proper entitlement to receive information is
something that inevitably | have to address and on which | would be

pleased to receive any assistance that you might want to provide.

5 MR COOKE:
| was going to ask actually when you indicated that whether question 2 is the
one we should focus on. Can you give us any indication of what the actual
information is that might be said to have been passed onto Mg.---_$§é}_ter?

Because there's been so much said.

10

15

20 A N \ j-\.??::;"‘J
_~“Sowhat does that really leave? There is the reference in his transcript to Ms
L o

| __‘}__'Cc‘)ﬁins making reference that she wished he wouldn't talk so much in the

media. Is that really passing on information or —

25

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

Q. Well yes, he constantly referred to Mr Feeley being in the media too
much and my interpretation was that he was saying that this was
information that had been passed on by the Minister to him and that — if

30 you assumed that that was the case, one of the issues is whether it was

appropriate for that information to be passed on and coupled with that is

very likely a question as to whether it was in the public arena anyway
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and I'm doubtful at this stage — this is a possible adverse finding, that it
wasn't in the media but it was passed on.

A.  So Commissioner I've have a look to see references in the media.

Q. Well all of that is important from my perspective because | want to be as
thorough as | possibly can and also accurate in the analysis of the

evidence.

MR COOKE: O
Can | ask one question about the terms of reference? | can see that theres a

sub category that has to be addressed but the passnng on of mformatlon to-

those who didn’t have an entitlement, that's all the subpart - Of the mvolvementi' >

in efforts to undermine Mr Feeley, isn't |t’? Which 1S\the real {hruet ef the terms

of reference?

THE HON L CHISHOLM:< ¢ ~
as 1 see,itr and feel free to make submissions on

Well it is, except that i S,
this, as | see Jt, a epecn‘ic ques’uon ln atself but it is still within the subject
matter of‘undermlnlng Mr\Feeley énd the timeframe too while Mr Feeley is in

_ ,offiee \80 1‘m very open to submlssmns on the terms of reference.
MRCG)OKE £
.- Theway Id read that is whether he was being undermined by these various

I'.'-‘L‘,'I-:_--.;‘s'ltjb"’éategories of activity, including was he undermined by the Minister

providing information that shouldn’t have been provided.

THE HON L CHISHOLM:

That's something that | would have an open mind on at the moment, whether
it is a separate category itself or whether it is, as you're suggesting, coloured
by the general issue which is obviously the main issue of whether Ms Collins

undermined Mr Feeley during his tenure.
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MR COOKE:
If you are able to give us greater help with what information might be, it would

easier to make submissions.

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

Q.

Ultimately once | have completed my thinking, you will get the draft
report so that you will be able to have another go at it, but I'm keen to
have submissions from you at a stage where | can consider them before

the draft report is completed. So as far as the section 14wam}og<s are

concerned, I've gone as far as | can, as | see it, 0. oove( the possmle«_\ﬁ_"-.\

findings. Whether that will prove to be the oase
think I'm obliged to do that. Core pﬂrnmpaht‘ 1 dont thmk‘:

comment any further except to. saykihat\hawng decid’eﬂ xth‘at you are a
core participant you are entlt{ed \to give | ev1denf:& but “also it's your
entittement to m,ake aubmlssmns and» If vdu, ‘want to resume the
interview once \YQ‘U ve had a Ilerols at an\f\ matenal feel free to do that.
Exce,pt tﬁaft m?ll J‘eahty/!t’ wIlI h"avé lIo be probably tomorrow. | wouldn't

___.\_\-ruie ouf. hext week\ but\k really want to be able to concentrate on the
:bor’f at that stage aﬂd | wouldn't rule out a telephone conference if

N there are aspems that are troubling you both.
A Q("mbd}fl) CTAIE)0)

\lslahg’ther thmgl buh '
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MR COOKE: e
Did Sir Maarten make any comment in his evidence about — you referred Ia it

as difficulty of working out how you deal with situations. like thls Obwously

this matter had become public, it was going to be on the front page Qf the-fi’ >

Herald on Saturday and the Herald had contacted Mr Feeley on; the Frlday $O
it was becoming a matter of public debate a{ready Mr Feeley had made a
comment and it was going to be on the ~Herafd So thIS 15 th|s typical area
about ministers in that SItuatfon but does it bec;ome a publlc issue. When do
you have an obllgation of confldentlahty l|’1 relatlon to all matters when they are
in the publlc demaln S0/ dld Sn‘ Maarten give any guidance about that?

THE HON ¥ CHISHOLM g4
20.©

[ thmk It s best |f you have a look what Sir Maarten said and if you want to —

I: . \ 1 v ] :.:I.L )

-_'-_I\thi‘nk paraphrasing | think he said “it's tricky”.

THE HON L CHISHOLM:

He was in no doubt that as | recall it in a situation where issues involving a
chief executive come to a minister, the appropriate course is generally anyway
for the minister to refer it to the State Services Commission as you did. So |

think it's best that you look at what he told us, rather than —

MR COOKE:
That's sort of understandable, but it also has a political dimension then too.

We've heard what Ms Collins has to say but for a minister to say in those
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circumstances, “l wish the chief executive wouldn’t say things in the media”
may not be surprising, if you see what | mean. For a minister to say or
comment that she would have appreciated it if it hadn't been released to the
media or the chief executive hadn't said so in the media it wouldn't be a
5  surprising comment to make. I'm not suggesting Ms Collins said that but it
develops a political dimension and a publicity dimension that has to be

managed as well as everything else.

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM: K >

10 Q. Well there doesn’t seem to be any doubt in this- case that Ms COIIips_gf\__"_*-.__.'-"'__j-'
said once she'd referred it to the State Servaces C@mmlssmn that ‘L had""”"

been referred, that didn’'t appear |n the Weékend Her@fd and that was
because the information hadn't been G@nveyed to the f}erafd on the

evidence we've got untll the Saturday memlngf.:_,_ut !ater in the day it
15 appeared on the e!ectrcmic wersmn of the HEraid’.
A.  Soitwas on therHsrafd on thesr Websne(was it?
Q. Yes.So \m\térms of anyﬁubmlssmns that you want to make, I'm anxious
PRe re&ét\#e any mformatton\that you're able to present. | know the

-j _ttmeframe is\ tlght ‘ahd I'm just not worried about form at all. It's the

contént mat ts hkeiy to be of assistance to me.
l‘Il__get\ onto that tonight, [REDACTED]
"‘-I_f.you want to have a look in the morning. | think it's best looked at here.

N Is there anything else that you want to cover at the moment?
>/ A. | think the issues you've raised with me, Commissioner, is the issue
25 around whether or not | would have said to Cameron Slater, “I wish he'd
stop talking in the media” or words to that effect and whether or not
that's an appropriate to say if | did say it.
Q. Probably as a precaution you ought to look at those things that
Cameron Slater said that you had passed onto him, just in case there
30 was a finding that way, but | think that’s pretty unlikely but | just need to
work my way through all this information.
A.  Soin the issues that he has said in his statement where he said there's

some things he made up, some things he didn’t make up —
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Where he has said that he created it, I'm reasonably clear in my mind
that that is the truth of the matter.

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:

Q.

The ones that are left are probably how you felt about it, so the

emotional response.

QUESTIONS FROM THE HON L CHISHOLM:

Q.

>

>

would have said something along the lines ‘Did you see what Bill

We can skip through them if you like. “Disgusted by his’ mdaﬁ“erehce

which is on page 2. “In my recollection the M:nlster must have Sald_'_'-\_l'\': :
something to that effect.” That's on page 2 and 3 of the top of page 3 i

Now on page 9 that she'd referred Feeley to the State Servrces
Commission, “I believe she did say that Well thats true\ 'Thats not in
issue. At page 11 the reference to Bill Englrsh s comment but excluding
the “gunning’ connotation Well whether there was discussion about Bill
English’s commem P o W \

I'm sorry. ,Commlssmner but Im aiso supposed to have said — | said

’ .,-anythlng \@bout Blll Engllsh ‘why wouldn’t | say something about the
’-3.'3---_:"-F’rime Mmlster'? O

" ."".No all J! m try:ng to do is to alert you to possible adverse findings.

< __\fel‘s, :ok_ay. I'm just frustrated at Mr ...

Its hé"(':.tually on page 12. “We would have had a discussion and she

17

et
cetera. At line 10, “especially around him being in the media all the
time”.

| just note at 21 where he said he'd heard that from several people.

Yes, sure. Then at the bottom of page 19 “he was conducting his job in
the public domain and it's her view that he should be conducting his job
in his office”.

So how does that ring with me taking him around the media to try and
get him to build relationships?

True.

So | will deal with that.
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Q. The only one is the trawl, “I'm not sure it came from her’. Well | think
there's going to be a fairly clear finding that it didn't. 41, reference to
“chief executive being constantly in the media is my impression and

hers as well” because he'd been told.

QUESTIONS FROM MS CASEY:
Q. There's a reference at 42 to emails coming through from Mr Slater but

nothing’s come through on that.

A. He also says there was never any discussion about hIS work, So we 'l

deal with those matters and did you say that to that \we wrll do a_;

submission on what it is appropriate to talk- ¢ people who are the

media?

MR COOKE: A A

{ |
../ '.‘-\

Because the terms of refe}‘eﬁce ask about W["laLS mapproprlate and there is a

Mr Feeley hlmself Wés saylng thmgs i the publlc domain, well how much is

the Mmlster hamstrung fiom Gomment It's a difficult issue as probably Sir
IWé\au"ten an’dmatecf \ A\ %

25

30

,\___f;.)to"prowde information we're asked by the media if we can give it, given that

it's a proper use of that information but also there's the issue, Commissioner,
around Official Information and the fact that we under an obligation to provide
information that we have that is probably in the public domain. So that’s an
issue that we will address that. It would be quite nice to run Government

without having to talk to the media.

INTERVIEW CONCLUDES




