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JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE REVIEW OF THE RACING AND WAGERING 
WESTERN AUSTRALIA ACTS 

Assembly’s Resolution 
Message from the Assembly requesting concurrence in the following resolution now considered — 

(1) That pursuant to section 122 of the Racing and Wagering Western Australia Act 2003, and 
also taking into consideration the Racing and Wagering Western Australian Tax Act 2003 
(“the Acts”), a joint standing committee be appointed by the Legislative Assembly and the 
Legislative Council.  

(2) The joint standing committee will review the operation and effectiveness of the acts and is to 
consider and have regard to —  

(a) the effectiveness of the operations of Racing and Wagering Western Australia 
(RWWA); 

(b) the need for the continuation of the operations of RWWA; and  

(c) any other matters that appear to the joint standing committee to be relevant to the 
operation and effectiveness of these acts. 

(3) The joint standing committee will consist of four members appointed by the Legislative 
Assembly and two members appointed by the Legislative Council  

(4) The standing orders of the Legislative Assembly relating to standing and select committees 
will be followed as far as they can be applied.  

(5) The committee shall report by 30 June 2010. 

Motion to Concur with Amended Resolution 
HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral — Leader of the House) [9.20 pm]: Message 51 from the 
Legislative Assembly is a request from the Legislative Assembly to participate in a joint standing committee that 
is required to be appointed under section 122 of the Racing and Wagering Western Australia Act 2003. Members 
who were here at that time will recall that the Legislative Council inserted section 122 into that legislation to 
provide for a review mechanism within five years of the act being brought into operation. For some reason or 
other, which I cannot recall, it was a joint standing committee, and there is no such thing. However, that is what 
the act requires to be established, and so the Assembly has sent us a message requesting that we agree to its 
request to form a joint standing committee to operate under the standing orders of the Legislative Assembly and 
that it review the operations and effectiveness of the Racing and Wagering Western Australia Act.  

The motion from the Assembly indicates that the joint standing committee will consist of four members 
appointed by the Legislative Assembly and two by the Legislative Council. The original motion was for two 
members from each house. I gather the Leader of the Opposition in the other place sought an additional member 
on that committee, so the Assembly decided to have one from both sides to make four. However, our standing 
orders do not provide that joint committees of both houses should have different numbers from each house, and 
our standing orders require that if we initiate the formation of a joint committee, there be equal numbers from 
both houses. I would like to move a motion in response to the Assembly’s message.  

I without notice move — 

The Legislative Council acquaints the Legislative Assembly in reply to message 51 from the Legislative 
Assembly that it concurs in the resolution that a committee of members of both houses be appointed, 
provided that the committee consist of three members of each house. 

If the Legislative Assembly agrees to the foregoing provision, the Legislative Council will be 
represented by Hon Max Trenorden, Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm and Hon Alyssa Hayden. 

I seek the house’s support. I move that as a way of resolving the issue of equal membership. We will advise the 
Assembly that we concur with the intention of the motion but that we insist on there being three members from 
each house. My understanding is that it is an agreed position of the Minister for Racing and Gaming, Hon Tuck 
Waldron, and the Assembly will agree to this proposition. It will see both houses and both sides of politics 
equally represented. It gives an opportunity for this particular standing committee to produce a report by 30 June 
2010 on the operations and effectiveness of racing and wagering in Western Australia.  

As an aside, that legislation has been extraordinarily successful. Having seen the benefit that legislation has 
provided, I commend the previous President and former Minister for Racing and Gaming, Hon Nick Griffiths, on 
bringing it forward and having it dealt with by the Parliament. It is necessary, however, and a good thing, that 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Wednesday, 23 September 2009] 

 p7525b-7527a 
Hon Norman Moore; Hon Sue Ellery; Hon Giz Watson; Hon Max Trenorden 

 [2] 

that legislation be reviewed. I have moved the motion that we agree with the Assembly but that the committee 
consist of three members from both houses, and the motion also provides the names of the members who I 
understand have been agreed to by the various parties to be members of that committee.  

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [9.25 pm]: I rise again to indicate 
that we support the motion that the Leader of the House has just moved. It is the case that there has been 
considerable conversation today between the Australian Labor Party and the government behind the Chairs of 
the two places to give effect to the creation of a joint standing committee that meets the respective standing 
orders of both houses. I will also place on the record—I am glad that the Leader of the House did—a comment 
about the legislation and the role that the previous Minister for Racing and Gaming played.  

It is the case that changes to the industry that occurred by way of the Racing and Wagering Western Australia 
Act were certainly very well received by the industry. That is always a good thing, and it is why acts include 
provisions for review. It is always a good thing to see if things can be improved further. It certainly was one of 
the important legacies of the Gallop government that changes were made to this industry.  

With those few words, I indicate that the opposition will support the motion.  

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [9.26 pm]: The Greens (WA) do not have any objection to 
supporting this message that has now been incorporated into the motion that the — 

Hon Norman Moore: It is our message to the Legislative Assembly. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: I will get the terminology right. We support the message going back to the Legislative 
Assembly in the terms that Hon Norman Moore has put. My only comment on this matter that we are dealing 
with right now is that it is unusual to have a message read in on one day and dealt with on the same day. We 
would have appreciated even knowing that the message was on its way. It would have given us a chance to 
discuss it.  

Hon Norman Moore: I apologise. The reason for doing it tonight is so that it can be dealt with in the Legislative 
Assembly tomorrow, so the committee can commence work immediately. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: That is fine. As it turns out, we do not think there is anything untoward about this 
message or the proposal to set up a joint standing committee. We had a concern, which has been answered, about 
which house would pay for the expenses that might be incurred by a joint standing committee. I have been 
assured that it will be at the Legislative Assembly’s expense, if there is any. We are happy in this case not to be 
on this standing committee, although we were not consulted on that either —  

Hon Norman Moore: The honourable member runs most committees. I could not give her all of them!  

Hon GIZ WATSON: I am actually not interested in racing and wagering! I probably should be. Nevertheless, I 
put on the record that I am sure this message did not just pop up today. It would have been useful to at least have 
overnight to consider the message. Having said that, we are happy to support the message as proposed by 
Hon Norman Moore going back to the other place.  

HON MAX TRENORDEN (Agricultural) [9.28 pm]: I want to say a couple of words. I recognise the role that 
the Leader of the House and the previous President of this chamber played in developing this process. It is really 
good legislation. I express some disappointment, as a person who will be on that committee, that it is now six 
members. I have to say that I find that stupid. It is difficult enough to carry out one’s tasks in the two small 
chambers we have in this Parliament, but to decide, because of some political argument on an issue that was 
bipartisan for at least a decade, that we have to have six committee members —  

Hon Ken Travers: So the government can have a majority of members.  

Hon Norman Moore: That had nothing to do with it at all, Hon Ken Travers. He does not know what he is 
talking about. 

Hon MAX TRENORDEN: It is not a majority—it is three each. 

Hon Ken Travers: No, it is not. It will be four government members and two opposition members. 

Hon MAX TRENORDEN: The point I am trying to make is that this legislation did not come together with 
strong dispute from both sides. Hon Norman Moore started this process how many years ago?  

Hon Norman Moore: 1997, 1998 or 1999!  

Hon MAX TRENORDEN: He was followed very strongly by Hon Nick Griffiths. And, I might add, significant 
effort was put in by our current President when he was opposition spokesman for racing and gaming. There was 
not any debate on this issue. There was debate in the community, but not a political debate, on this issue. I would 
have thought that it would be reasonable to pick X number of members to do a task. However, as one of the 
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nominated band of six, who I hope will see Kentucky, Paris and London, I express my disappointment. Similar 
to other people in this chamber, I have committed myself fully to committee work. I enjoy what I do. We have a 
lot of things on our plate. However, it adds a burden to two small chambers to have six members.  

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral — Leader of the House) [9.30 pm] — in reply: I thank 
members for their support, albeit somewhat moderate support rather than total enthusiasm. In respect of the 
change to the numbers, the original proposal by the minister was a committee of four members. In fact, the 
notice of motion that was originally moved in the Assembly was for four members. However, I understand that 
behind the scenes there was discussion about an additional member from the opposition. I did not get involved in 
that. I do not take any interest in those things if they do not directly affect me. However, when the motion came 
to this chamber with four members from the other house and two members from this house, I took the advice of 
the Clerk that we really do not go along with committees of four and two, and that this house should have the 
same number of members on joint committees as does the other house. I think that is a good principle to adopt, 
albeit the Assembly standing orders do not provide for that but ours do. 

I believe we have a reasonably balanced committee. I think the minister went to some trouble to try to get a 
chairman who knows something about the racing industry, which John McGrath does, and members who come 
from the country and the city, particularly those who have an interest in racing and gaming. I know that Hon 
Max Trenorden has had an interest over many years. I thank him for mentioning the person who started the 
inquiry that led to the formation of a committee, which then recommended the formation of Racing and 
Wagering Western Australia, but I will not go into the details about what a good minister he was. 

Question put and passed, and a message accordingly returned to the Assembly.  
 


