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Mr Peter Tinley; Mr Colin Barnett 

UNIVERSITIES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2016 
Consideration in Detail 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 
Clause 99: Section 12 amended — 
Debate was interrupted after the clause had been partly considered. 
Clause put and passed. 
Clause 100: Section 14 replaced — 
Mr P.C. TINLEY: I have a couple of questions on this clause. Firstly, proposed section 13(2) mentions that the 
nominations committee will consist of six members of the senate. Was any consideration given in this clause to 
find other people to be on the nominations committee? From what I can tell here, it will basically be 
a subcommittee of the senate. Was any consideration given to putting other people on the committee who may 
have industry expertise or independent eyes, to form part of the committee or be co-opted on the committee? Can 
only members of the senate be appointed to the nominations committee? 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: On the surface, the provision might seem a little bit narrow, so I take that point. However, 
that does not mean that a chancellor or even a vice-chancellor, for example, might not canvass other opinions. In 
my time as Minister for Education, I was asked on a fairly regular basis about nominations to senates and 
whether I had any views or suggestions. That can take place but the formal nomination does come down to 
a subset of the senate. However, they can draw more widely, and they do. 
Mr P.C. TINLEY: Proposed replacement section 13(4)(a) reads — 

The functions of the Nominations Committee are — 
(a) to maintain lists of persons who are eligible and willing to be appointed to any vacancy or 

casual vacancy in the office of any member of the Senate who is appointed by the Governor or 
the Senate; 

This list maintained by the nominations committee would, I presume, be from recommendations that the 
committee has garnered. Will that list be publicly available? 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: I think it would primarily be from that committee; and, no, it would not be available 
because obviously people might indicate, for example, that they would like to be on the senate, but they might be 
deemed not to be suitable. I think that would be unfair to potential future senate members. 
Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
[Continued on page 6026.] 
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