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EDUCATION AND HEALTH STANDING COMMITTEE 
Appointment of Members 

MR KOBELKE (Nollamara - Leader of the House) [12.43 pm]:  I move - 

That for the present Parliament the Education and Health Standing Committee consist of the members 
for Kimberley, Southern River, Geraldton, Murdoch and Roe. 

DR WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [12.44 pm]:  I oppose this motion.  I wrote to the Leader of the House several 
weeks ago requesting that I be appointed to the Education and Health Standing Committee.  I wrote because I 
have a background in the health sector, having worked as a nurse for 25 years, and I have also worked in the 
education sector, in both schools and universities.  I believe that I could have a major input serving on that 
committee.  I believe that I could make an important contribution because of my background, and I also stated 
during my election campaign that I would, if elected, do my best to help nurses and other health care workers, 
teachers and government schools.  The Government made a commitment to the community that it would address 
the issues of health, education and law and order.  This committee was established by the previous Government 
and had five members.  The problems in the Western Australian health sector have not changed in recent years; 
it is still in crisis.  The Government needs to look at the make-up of that committee and make some real effort to 
help people in the health and education sectors.   

The committee currently includes three members from the Labor Party, one from the Liberal Party and one from 
the National Party.  Why is it that there are five National Party members in this House and four Independents, 
and yet I, as an Independent, cannot join that committee?  I, therefore, oppose this motion and I would like the 
Leader of the House to reconsider the make-up of this committee.  

MR PENDAL (South Perth) [12.46 pm]:  I support the remarks of the member for Alfred Cove.  In fairness to 
the Leader of the House, he approached me and discussed committee memberships, and I indicated that I had no 
desire to serve on any of the standing committees.  I understand he also had a discussion with the member for 
Churchlands.  My remarks, therefore, are not directed against the Leader of the House, because, from my point 
of view, he did the right thing.  This House must start coming to grips with the fact that it does include 
independent members.  The Independents did not come into this House by creating their own seats, or as a result 
of a magic wand being waved by some extra-parliamentary entity.  The Independents came into this House by 
the same means as did every other member, but with the added difficulty that they had no party endorsement.  
Independents came into this House at the last election in record numbers, directly elected by the voters of this 
State in four key seats.  The parties must come to terms with that.  What happened at the last election can happen 
at the next election.  The seats being won by Independents have hitherto been regarded as blue ribbon seats on 
both sides of the Parliament.  The Government must come to terms with the fact that an independent Labor 
member has been elected to the seat of Pilbara, which was one of the Government’s prize political possessions.   

I have acknowledged the facility offered to me by the Leader of the House and I thank him for that, but there 
needs to be a change in the culture around this place, otherwise more Independents will be elected.  Let me 
remind members of the parliamentary Liberal Party, who sometimes get cranky with me, that the independent 
Liberals in this place represent 20 per cent of the numbers of the parliamentary Liberal Party component of this 
House.  The total number of Independents in this House almost equals the number of National Party members, 
yet the National Party has party status, and representation on the standing committees to the extent of two or 
three people.   

Like the member for Alfred Cove, I do not intend to move an amendment to this motion.  The facility was 
offered to me, not necessarily to become a member of a committee - I do not believe that I was being offered that 
- but the Leader of the House at least inquired whether I was interested, and I was not.  Later today I will be 
moving for a select committee in a field that is quite independent - if members will excuse the pun - of the 
standing committees we are currently setting up.  Meanwhile, I ask members to start coming to terms with 
reality, which is that 10 years ago in this place there was not a single Independent, while today there are four, 
holding four of the seats the major parties would ordinarily regard as their own.  A change in the culture needs to 
take place, so that we start to accommodate people.  

I confirm that the member for Alfred Cove applied in writing to the Government to be considered for a place on 
a committee for which she is eminently qualified.  That facility has not been offered to her.  I do not know 
whether any discussions took place.  I do no more than ask that members begin to take that into account, because 
the day of reckoning may be when the people who hitherto have been excluded from membership of committees 
will be very much in demand. 

MR DAY (Darling Range) [12.50 pm]:  The Opposition is sympathetic to the arguments of the two members.  
We do not oppose the member for Alfred Cove being appointed as a member of the proposed Education and 
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Health Standing Committee.  We are aware of her desire to be appointed to it.  We understand she has an interest 
in health issues; therefore, it is natural for her to have an interest in being a member of that committee.  We are 
sympathetic to her arguments.  However, it would be completely unreasonable to expect the Liberal Party to give 
up its one position on this committee to another member of this Chamber.  It is entirely reasonable for the 
Liberal Party to have one position on this committee.  The member for Murdoch, the opposition health 
spokesperson, will occupy that position. 

This matter could be dealt with in other ways.  With reference to my previous comments, if the Government 
were prepared to forgo its majority on one or two committees the aspirations of the member for Alfred Cove 
could be accommodated.  If the Government were prepared to nominate only two members for this committee, it 
could comprise an opposition member, a National Party member and an Independent member.  Another way 
would be to increase the size of the committee from five to seven members.  If the Government is adamant that it 
should have a majority, it could have four members, although this is the Opposition’s second preference. 

Mr Barnett:  That can be done.  I would give the Leader of the House credit for that. 

Mr DAY:  That suggestion was made to the Leader of the House in discussions we had.  I understand that the 
Government is not keen to take up that proposal.  I guess it does not want any more members of Parliament than 
it can avoid scrutinising what it is doing; and nor does it want any more non-government members, even if it 
retains a majority, scrutinising its activities.  The South Australian Legislative Assembly, which is smaller than 
this Chamber - I think it has 47 members compared with our 57 members - has a couple of committees 
comprising seven members.  There is a precedent for that; it could be effectively established in this Chamber.  

In relation to committees generally, one Independent member, the member for Pilbara, has been appointed to the 
Community Development and Justice Standing Committee.  Although membership of the Anti-Corruption 
Commission is not being determined today, the Opposition supports the nomination of the member for 
Churchlands, an Independent member of this Chamber.  Accordingly, the Opposition has nominated only one 
member for that committee, compared with the two government members.  As the Leader of the Opposition said, 
we have taken a very fair approach to this issue.  We appreciate the claims of Independent members.  We do not 
believe, in fairness, that they should occupy positions to the exclusion of opposition members.  We also accept 
that they should be accommodated proportionately and fairly.  In the light of the number of Independent 
members of this Chamber, in total, their representation has been reasonably accommodated.  The aspirations of 
the member for Alfred Cove could be satisfied in either of the ways I suggested.  It would be gracious and 
magnanimous of the Government to take up either of those suggestions. 

MR TRENORDEN (Avon - Leader of the National Party) [12.54 pm]:  This debate is vital.  As a member of 
this House I have been very keen to see the development of the committee process.  The changes made in the 
past few years are excellent and I congratulate the member for Cottesloe, as the Leader of the House in the 
previous Government, for not resisting the changes, which many other Executive Governments would have 
resisted.  As illustrated by members’ comments today, an important part of the change to the committee system 
is the competition it has engendered. A good committee system needs competition between members seeking 
places on them.  The difficulty is we do not have a level playing ground.  I will therefore argue that further 
change is necessary.  I had a guest with me earlier so I did not hear the comments of some of the previous 
speakers.  However,  I heard the words of the member for South Perth.  The cold, hard, rationalists would argue 
that the Government is overrepresented in the committee system.  However, the Government will always have a 
majority on those committees.  In reality, the committee system should work for the Opposition.   

I would love to be a member of one of those committees, even though as leader of a political party I have a 
larger task than most people in the Chamber.  Unfortunately, I am not on a committee.  When the National Party 
nominated people, I put my name forward.  I am very keen to serve on one of the committees.  To blow my own 
bags, I have the experience and the capacity to assist a committee and would love to do so.  For the next four 
years, I will miss not being on one of the standing committees; they are part of the mechanism of this House. 

The Independent members have a point.  The systems in the House are dominated by the Government and the 
Opposition of the day.  National Party representation matches the ratio on the committees, so I cannot argue that 
the National Party has not done well enough, although it is not overrepresented. Nevertheless, I sympathise with 
the member for Alfred Cove because it was at my insistence that Ross Ainsworth was selected for the Education 
and Health Standing Committee.  That is why there is no place for the member for Alfred Cove on that 
committee.  Like the member for Alfred Cove, the member for Roe has a great interest in education and health, 
and he wanted to be on that committee.  By insisting that he represent the National Party on that committee, we 
did not do the member for Alfred Cove a favour.  However, it was not our intention that she be excluded from 
the process.  

It is important that there be competition for places on committees in this new system.  It was nonsense in the past 
for members to be on three or more committees.  I will drop the Clerk of the House in it and tell the House that 
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he reminded me last year when I made several speeches that I should not be on more than one committee.  I was 
on three, which was nonsense.  I emphasise that members should commit to one committee and work hard for 
that committee.  Representation on committees is not about elevating our position or occupying a place because 
we are National, Liberal or Labor Party members or an Independent.  It is about giving our hearts and souls to a 
committee and making it work for the benefit of the Parliament.  My representation on a number of committees 
was wrong.  I was not doing them justice, particularly the Anti-Corruption Commission, because I could not give 
it the time it deserved. 

I was also involved with the Select Committee on Petroleum Products Pricing in Western Australia, which we 
will be debating today.  For the sake of my constituency, I felt I had to be on that committee, although I made a 
hypocrite of myself in the process. 

The situation has improved but some members will always feel aggrieved.  There are members in this House 
with talent, and that talent is needed to make the committees work.  I am not having a go at Labor Party 
members, and I hope they do not take it that way, but when these committees commence, a whole raft of new 
members - due to the nature of politics - will hold responsible positions on those committees.  I wish them well, 
but we all know that we must take time to do whatever we have to in this life.  The member for Ballajura will 
have a difficult time for a while, and if I can assist him I will.  I am sure he will handle it.  Last year he was 
doing something else; this year he is Chairman of the Public Accounts Committee. 

Mr Hyde interjected. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  That has nothing to do with it.  I am talking about running a committee system in the 
Parliament.  I am not saying he is not without ability; I am not having a go at him.  He has the ability; he was 
elected to this House and he has every right to be in that position.  He has not previously been Chairman of the 
Public Accounts Committee, and that committee has a long tradition, not of support, but as one of the institutions 
that maintains the House.  As I said yesterday, the role of Speaker and the tradition of the Chair maintains this 
Chamber. 

Mr Hyde:  Is it the point that we are becoming accountable in a different way? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  No; that is nonsense. 

Mr Hyde:  You were just having a go at the Public Accounts Committee in previous years by saying that with the 
coalition having a majority the committee was not truly accountable.  I stood up for the member. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  The record of the previous Public Accounts Committee will speak for itself, and the 
member’s opinion is his opinion.  Only one member in this Chamber has served on that committee.  The 
reputation of the Western Australian Public Accounts Committee is second to none. The Western Australian 
Public Accounts Committee is held in high regard by the Auditors General in the United Kingdom, Canada, 
South Africa and Australia, because of the processes it went through.  The current Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure and the member for Pilbara were prepared to be members of these committees, take off their 
political hats - although never totally - debate the issues and produce outcomes.  Not everyone would be 
comfortable with the outcomes - everyone has a right to criticise the previous Public Accounts Committee; it 
does not worry me; that is history.  However, if we asked the academics in the eastern States to rate the Western 
Australian Public Accounts Committee, it would get an A.   

If I can assist the member for Ballajura to maintain that standard I will.  That is all I have said.  I simply make 
the point that he is inexperienced; I am not having a go at him; he has just never been there before.  It will be a 
new experience for two other members of that committee.  The member for Stirling has not been a member of 
that committee previously.  It will be a brand new Public Accounts Committee, the members will not have the 
ethics and the traditions of previous members of that committee, but they will pick those things up.  I wanted the 
member for Ballajura to go to the conference so that he would get an early introduction to the nature of this 
committee.  Despite what the people of Western Australia would have said if they had heard that the member 
went to the conference, it would have been of enormous value to the State. 

The point is that competition for committees is important.  Some members who are capable of contributing to 
these committees are not serving the House.  The committee system has improved, but it has a little way to go.  
Some of the issues raised by the members for Ballajura and South Perth and others are true.  The committee 
system is better than it has been previously, but I would have elected the membership of the Public Accounts 
Committee differently.  I have not changed my argument.  When in opposition I argued bitterly that the 
Chairman of the Public Accounts Committee should come from the Opposition, as is the case in Canada and the 
United Kingdom. However, having lived through the process I recognise that it does not matter which side of 
politics the chairman comes from - the attitude of the chairman is the important factor.  I have totally changed 
my view on that point.   



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 30 May 2001] 

 p685b-688a 
Mr John Kobelke; Dr Janet Woollard; Mr Pendal; Mr John Day; Mr Max Trenorden 

 [4] 

This is an important committee and I wish the new chairman well.  I am disappointed that members in this 
Chamber who have the capacity - and would dearly love to participate in the committee process, which is an 
important part of the new Parliament in Western Australia - do not have the opportunity. 

MR KOBELKE (Nollamara - Leader of the House) [1.05 pm]:  After four weeks of discussions, the 
Government is reluctant to change the recommendations for the membership of this committee.  It was always 
understood that people would be disappointed if they missed out, and the member for Alfred Cove has quite 
rightly used the opportunity available to her to express her disappointment at not being nominated as a member 
of the Education and Health Standing Committee.  I respect her right to do that.  I also respect the way she 
submitted her name in writing, indicating her interest and professional expertise in areas to be covered by this 
committee.  Therefore, understandably, she is disappointed that she will not have an opportunity to participate in 
that committee. 

The first move by the Government was to propose committee membership roughly in proportion to the number 
of members in the House in a particular grouping.  This excludes the position of Speaker because it is a 
requirement that the Speaker be nominated to chair two of those committees.  Labor has 32 members, excluding 
the Speaker, which represents 56 per cent of the House, and it will have almost 56 per cent of the committee 
positions.  The number is roughly commensurate with the number of Labor members in the House.  The Liberal 
Party has 16 members, or 28 per cent, and will have 30.5 per cent of committee positions; the National Party 
with 8.7 per cent of members in the House will have 8.3 per cent of committee positions; and four Independents, 
representing 7.3 per cent of the House, will have 5.5 per cent of committee positions.   

The member for Alfred Cove had the option of joining another committee; that was not her wish, but it could 
have been accommodated.  As has already been pointed out by the Leader of the National Party, another member 
of some standing and experience also expressed a clear interest in serving on this committee.  It was a very 
difficult call.  I accept responsibility, because ultimately a motion had to be moved.  I always knew that some 
people would be disappointed with the outcome for the membership of this committee and the committees 
generally.  The member for Alfred Cove has properly expressed her disappointment.  I point out to her and all 
members the following section in the new standing orders - 

249(4) The Assembly may on motion co-opt any member of the Assembly, not being a Minister, to 
participate for a specified inquiry, in meetings of a portfolio-related committee or the Public 
Accounts Committee in relation to portfolio-related matters allocated to it.  That member is not 
a member of the committee and may not vote, move any motion or be counted for the purpose 
of a quorum, but in relation to that inquiry may ask questions of witnesses and participate in a 
deliberative meeting. 

Although this is obviously second best to being a member of the committee, it does enable members who fail to 
gain a position on a committee to participate in a way that was not previously possible.  I hope the member for 
Alfred Cove and other members who are to some extent disappointed at not being able to participate in 
committees, will still contribute to these committees and participate in that more limited way, which will also 
help the working of the committees.  I commend the motion to the House. 

Question put and passed. 
 


