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Standing Committee on Public Administration — Fourteenth Report — “Unassisted Failure” 

Tabled on 20 January. 

Motion 

Hon MAX TRENORDEN: I move — 

That consideration of the fourteenth report of the Standing Committee on Public Administration be 

postponed to the next sitting of the Council.  

The reason for that is that the Minister for Energy has not yet reported to the committee. The reporting date is 

20 May, which happens to be on Sunday. Under our standing orders, we only have one shot at the committee 

reports so we would prefer to wait until the minister reports.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I want to oppose that motion. This is a very important report that we should be dealing 

with today as it comes up. The fact that we have not received the report from the minister is a sad indictment on 

him. No, the minister should not shake his head at me.  

Hon Peter Collier: We have not met the time; that is not the right time line yet.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Minister, this is the point. The reason we should be dealing with it today and the 

minister should have dealt with it and provided the report by today, is that on 8 March we changed our standing 

orders. Under the previous standing orders, ministers had four months in which to report. We changed the 

standing orders and we changed the way in which we dealt with reports in this house so that we got on to them a 

lot earlier than we had previously. As a result of that change, we have new standing order 191, which requires 

ministers to provide the report within two months. The fact is that this minister still, after all that time, has not 

provided the report and has not shown courtesy to this house by having that report available. But there are issues, 

even without the minister’s report, we could raise today about this report that would go to the heart of whether 

this minister is adequately maintaining and monitoring his department. There are issues in this report about 

which I think the minister should have come into this house and provided an explanation well before the formal 

report. 

Hon Peter Collier: You will get one. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Well before—not just in the formal report. The minister has obligations to this house to 

come in at the earliest opportunity if he is aware that he has done things previously that are incorrect. Whether in 

this house or in a committee of this house, he has an obligation to bring those matters before us; those are the 

sorts of things we should be debating. I would suggest that the answer to Hon Max Trenorden’s problem is that 

we should have the debate today, and when the minister has tabled his report we should suspend standing orders 

and have the debate again about whether his response is adequate. 

Hon Max Trenorden: If you will take an interjection, the committee has no problem with the suspension of 

standing orders to debate the report in a fuller manner than currently, but we do not control that, you do—

collectively we control that. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: We should have that report, and there is no reason that the minister should not have been 

able to meet the new two-month guideline. One of the things we know in this house is that a special report has 

been tabled by the Standing Committee on Public Administration. That special report contained a letter—

appendix 2—from the chairman of the board of Western Power, from which I will quote. The letter states — 

I confirm that the Board has carefully reviewed the Standing Committee’s report and the contents of 

your letter. 

That says to me that his agency has considered the report, and that letter was dated April. So why has he not 

been able to bring in a report to this house in time for today? 

Hon Kate Doust: Because he doesn’t want to. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: The minister does not want to because he is embarrassed. He has had a bad week 

already, and he does not want to have it further dealt with. I cannot believe that in all of that time, with respect to 

the new standing orders, the minister could not have had that report in today, knowing that this matter was going 

to come up on the agenda. The minister is scared and is running away — 

Hon Peter Collier: Not at all. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: There are issues that the minister needs to explain to this house, and he should have 

already explained to this house. 

Hon Peter Collier: I will be; I will be. 
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Hon KEN TRAVERS: The minister should have done it before today.  

Hon Peter Collier: I will be. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: The minister is just not across his portfolio. 

Hon Peter Collier: Rubbish! 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: He damn well knows it and he is running away! This is an indictment and an 

embarrassment. Page 134 of this report makes references to evidence given to — 

Point of Order 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: I thought the motion was that the debate be adjourned to the next sitting of the 

house; I do not know that the motion — 

Hon Ken Travers: And I’m opposing that. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: — is to debate the content of the report. It is a question of whether we adjourn it or 

not, not what is in the report I would have thought. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: On that point of order, what I was seeking to do was highlight information in this report 

that makes it imperative that we debate it today. 

The CHAIR: Member, the Leader of the House has mentioned a point of order. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I was making a further point on the point of order. 

The CHAIR: I will make this point: certainly standing order 54, “Adjournment of Debate”, pertains to standing 

order 52, “Matters Not Open to Debate or Amendment”, and I take on board the member’s comments that he 

was pointing out why he was giving consideration to the motion. But I make the point, perhaps to come to order 

immediately, that the adjournment of debate seems to be basically a part of standing order 52, “Matters Not 

Open to Debate or Amendment”. So, on that particular point I trust the member has made his point. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: No, I have not made my point. 

The CHAIR: At this time, member, I will leave the chair until the ringing of the bells.  

Committee interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 2601.] 

Sitting suspended from 4.15 to 4.30 pm 

 


