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STANDING COMMITTEE ON PROCEDURE AND PRIVILEGES 

Twenty-second Report — “Review of the Standing Orders of the Legislative Council” — Amendment to Motion 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

Committee 

The Chairman (Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm) in the chair.  

Committee was interrupted after amendment (3)(v) had been amended. 

The CHAIRMAN: Members, we are dealing with proposed standing orders, schedule 1, section 5.4. The 
question is that section 5.4, as amended, be agreed to. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: May I suggest from the point of view of expediency that we agree to this and then 
go out of committee and recommit the question to reassess where we are at, basically. There is the problem now 
whereby a word has been removed and it has not been replaced. I think we need to sort that out, but it cannot be 
done unless we go out of committee and then deal with the matter and come back into committee. 

Hon ADELE FARINA: Mr Chairman, I ask for clarification. I do not understand the question that is being put. 
Is the question that only section 5.4 be adopted or that section 5 be adopted? As I understand it, to date we have 
been putting the whole section, not little sub-components of it. 

The CHAIRMAN: My understanding, member, is that it is just section 5.4 that we will be agreeing to, if that is 
the will of the chamber, and then we will move section 5 as a whole. 

Hon Norman Moore: We will come back to it once we have sorted out the problem we have created for 
ourselves—or perhaps I have created. 

Hon ADELE FARINA: So you are seeking leave now? 

The CHAIRMAN: At this point, we are simply putting section 5.4, as amended, and then we will come back to 
section 5, “Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review Committee”—namely, sections 5.1, 5.2, 5.3 and 5.4; that 
will come afterwards. 

Hon ADELE FARINA: We have not done things in sub-sections up until now. In fact, when I sought advice 
from the clerks, I was told it would not be done that way. We were putting the whole standing order or the whole 
part of a schedule, and now the rules have changed midway through. 

The CHAIRMAN: I seek the will of the chamber. I will put the question that schedule 1, section 5, “Uniform 
Legislation and Statutes Review Committee”, as amended, be agreed to, and then the Leader of the House will 
move to recommit that. 

Hon ADELE FARINA: I have some other things I want to raise. When the question is put, I will stand up and 
raise the other matters I want to raise. 

Hon Norman Moore: If you keep talking now, we will finish at 5.20 pm and that will be the end of it, so you 
can take credit for this not happening. 

Hon ADELE FARINA: That is fine; I am happy to. 

The CHAIRMAN: The question is that section 5, as amended, be agreed to. 

Hon ADELE FARINA: The proposed standing orders at section 5 propose to remove the own-motion referral 
of the committee. No real explanation has been provided as to why that is being removed. I have received two 
explanations that have been advanced. One is that the committee has not used the power, so removing it should 
not be an issue. I want to put on record three responses to this. The first is that the committee and its former 
incarnation have made use of the power. Just because the committee has made use of the power judiciously, this 
is not a good justification for removing it. In fact, in most reasonable and rational environments, it would be an 
argument for retaining it. Also, the committee has not used its treaties review function, yet the chamber saw fit to 
retain it. On the basis of consistency alone, the chamber should retain the committee’s self-referral power. We 
are after all a house that is steeped in custom and precedent and doing things simply because that is the way it 
has always been done. The third point I want to make is that other committees have had a self-referral power. In 
the absence of sound, reasonable justification in support of the deletion of this power, which to date has not been 
provided, it should be retained. 

The other reason that has been advanced for deleting the self-referral power is that the legislation committee 
does not have a self-referral power, and therefore the uniform legislation committee should not have a self-
referral power. I just want to put on the record my response, which is that time and again Hon Norman Moore in 
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particular and some other members in this place have stated that the uniform legislation committee is not the 
legislation committee; they have distinct and very different functions, they are not the same and only the 
legislation committee can inquire into the policy of a bill. On the basis of consistency, if the two committees are 
distinct and different, it is absurd to argue that because the legislation committee does not have a self-referral 
power, the uniform legislation committee should not have one either. After all, as we have been told, they are 
very different and distinct committees. I ask the Chairman to explain why the committee saw fit to delete the 
self-referral power. The uniform legislation committee has used that power judiciously. It has not been abused. It 
has been used only when it was felt necessary to do so, and that it would actually assist the house in doing that. 
On that basis alone, I cannot see a reason to remove that when a self-referral power exists for other committees.  

Progress reported and leave granted to sit again at a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Hon Norman 
Moore (Leader of the House). 
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