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JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE COMMISSIONER FOR  
CHILDREN AND YOUNG PEOPLE 

Appointment — Council’s Message 

Message from the Council now considered. 

The message from the Council was as follows — 

The Legislative Council acquaints the Legislative Assembly that it has agreed to the following 
resolution —  

(1) pursuant to section 51 of the Commissioner for Children and Young People Act 2006, 
a Joint Standing Committee on the Commissioner for Children and Young People be 
appointed by the Legislative Council and the Legislative Assembly; and 

(2) the terms of reference of the Joint Standing Committee be as contained in the 
Schedule annexed, 

and seeks the concurrence of the Legislative Assembly. 

SCHEDULE 

9. JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE COMMISSIONER FOR CHILDREN AND YOUNG PEOPLE 
9.1 A Joint Standing Committee on the Commissioner for Children and Young People is 

established. 

9.2 The Joint Standing Committee shall comprise 2 members appointed by the Legislative Council 
and 2 members appointed by the Legislative Assembly. 

9.3 It is the function of the Joint Standing Committee to — 

(a) monitor, review and report to Parliament on the exercise of the functions of the 
Commissioner for Children and Young People; 

(b) to examine Annual and other Reports of the Commissioner; and 

(c) to consult regularly with the Commissioner. 

9.4 A report of the Joint Standing Committee will be presented to the Council and Assembly by 
members of the Joint Standing Committee nominated by it for that purpose. 

9.5 Without limiting the effect of anything in Standing Orders 289 to 292, the Standing Orders of 
the Assembly relating to standing and select committees shall apply. 

Appointment — Motion to Concur 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta — Leader of the House) [11.04 am]: I move — 

(1) That the terms contained within the schedule annexed to Legislative Council message 215 for 
the establishment of a Joint Standing Committee on the Commissioner for Children and Young 
People be agreed to, subject to the following amendment — 

To delete section 9.5 of the schedule and substitute — 

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

(2) That the members for Maylands and Churchlands be appointed as members of the committee. 

(3) That the Legislative Council be acquainted accordingly.  

The Hansard of the Legislative Council of Wednesday, 4 June 2008, appears to indicate a view that the use of 
the Legislative Assembly standing orders in relation to the establishment of the Joint Standing Committee on the 
Commissioner for Children and Young People means that the Legislative Assembly is responsible for the 
administration and funding of that standing committee. Although the standing orders do not cover this matter, 
the longstanding practice in this Parliament has been that the house that initiates the establishment of a joint 
committee will take on the responsibility for the administration and funding of that committee. I do not believe 
there is any reason to change this practice. We are aiming to get this committee up and established in the last six 
months or so of this term of the Parliament, and I am sure that we will be able to reach some agreement on this 
matter. However, I want to put on the record that as a standard practice, the suggestion by the Minister for Child 
Protection in the other place is not necessarily the way in which we will go. We clearly want to assist in 
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establishing this committee. Therefore, we will see what we can do, in the time left in this term of the 
Parliament. For that reason, we are recommending that two members of this place be appointed to the 
committee. We will then ask the upper house to also put forward two members so that this committee can be 
established. Given that we are in the last six months or so of this Parliament, and that members already have a lot 
of committee commitments, we will try to ensure that the committee can be run in a way that will work with the 
membership of other committees so that it will be effective. Of course after the next election, this committee, 
along with all committees, will be re-established, and the matter can then be re-assessed. 

In addition to the schedule annexed to message 215, the reference at paragraph 9.5 of the schedule to standing 
orders 289 and 292 is I believe incorrect, as it refers to the standing orders of the Joint Standing Committee on 
the Corruption and Crime Commission. This reference needs to be removed by a motion to amend the clause, 
and that forms part of the motion I have moved. The matters that are contained in standing orders 289 and 292 
are now encapsulated in this motion, other than the specific reference to the Corruption and Crime Commission, 
because clearly that is not the matter that we are dealing with here. I believe that will fulfil the intent of the 
motion from the other place, but leave out what would be a problem if this committee, which relates to the 
Commissioner for Children and Young People, were to pick up a standing order that refers to the Corruption and 
Crime Commission. That clearly would not be appropriate. However, I believe that matter has been fixed by the 
motion that I have moved. 

DR G.G. JACOBS (Roe) [11.08 am]: It is very important that we establish a stand-alone committee to advocate 
for children in this state. I was not reassured when the Leader of the House moved to amend paragraph 9.5 of the 
schedule. The Leader of the House made a comment along the lines of, “We will do the best we can”. It is very 
important — 
Mr J.C. Kobelke: That was with respect to funding. 
Dr G.G. JACOBS: That is what concerns me. If no funding is provided — 

Mr J.C. Kobelke: That is not the issue. The issue is that because the establishment of this committee originated 
in the other place, the established principle is that the other place should fund the committee. I am making it very 
clear that I do not want to move away from that established principle. In this instance, we may look to see 
whether the Legislative Assembly can set up the committee in this term of government. The issue is to make sure 
that we give full support to its establishment, even though we do not want to move away from the established 
principle that because the committee was established in the other place, it should fund it.  

Dr G.G. JACOBS: The requirement to establish the standing committee is in the Commissioner for Children 
and Young People Act 2006. It seems as though this will be used as a political football between the upper and 
lower houses over the issue of funding. If that funding issue is not resolved, this thing will drop between the 
cracks. Section 51 of the Commissioner for Children and Young People Act, “Standing Committee of Houses of 
Parliament”, states — 

(1) The Houses of Parliament are to establish a joint standing committee comprising an equal 
number of members appointed by each House. 

It appears that the Leader of the House is going to play argy-bargy with this on the issue of funding —  
Mr J.C. Kobelke: I gave an undertaking that we are not going to do that.  

Dr G.G. JACOBS: The opposition has a major concern that this will drop through the cracks and the Leader of 
the House will use it as an excuse to yet again delay the establishment of a very important body for the advocacy 
of children in this state.  

Mr J.C. Kobelke: I gave an unequivocal undertaking that we are not going to do that.  

Dr G.G. JACOBS: I had experience of this area in this state in my previous job. It is very important that we 
establish this committee for the true advocacy for children in this state. There is almost nothing more important, 
Leader of the House. We have the CCC committee, which is an important advocate, and we have the Public 
Accounts Committee, which is an important advocate, but we also need this committee as an important advocate 
for children. It will be an oversight committee for the children’s commissioner. It must be set up as a stand-
alone, independent body. Only when Parliament is able to fully scrutinise the activities of the children’s 
commissioner will Western Australians have confidence in the position.  

We have had experiences in the past. This amendment proposes that the member for Maylands and the member 
for Churchlands be appointed. I have no problem with that. Two members from this house have been named in 
the proposal. We have no particular concern about that.  

Dr J.M. Woollard: I do.  
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Dr G.G. JACOBS: Maybe the member does, but she can have her say in a little while. My issue is that the 
amendment does not imbue me with a lot of confidence that this committee will be established as an advocate. It 
is seriously overdue. From a political point of view, the Leader of the House was going to ensure an argy-bargy 
between the lower house and the upper house about who would finance this committee. That would let him off 
the hook, and he could use it as an excuse for why this committee would not be set up. It needs to be set up now. 
I recognise that the minister has conceded to set up the committee, but I have some serious concerns about delay.  

Let us be honest. Is this another tactic to delay setting up the Joint Standing Committee on the Commissioner for 
Children and Young People? Is the government going to penny-pinch and say, “We have got to fund another 
committee and it is going to cost so much”? A committee such as this is just as important as the Public Accounts 
Committee in playing an oversight role to bring advocacy to this Parliament. We have seen the number of 
children in this state who have been put at risk because a Commissioner for Children and Young People and an 
independent joint standing committee to oversee the commissioner had not been established. 

I want the Leader of the House to reassure the house and give a commitment. I am not confident that the Leader 
of the House will establish and get behind this committee. I want the Leader of the House to give an undertaking 
that it will be funded and established. I want him to consider the welfare of children in this state. I believe that it 
is really important that this committee be established.  

I have no issue with the appointment of members from this place. I will read the motion before the house — 

(1) That the terms contained within the schedule annexed to Legislative Council message 215 for 
the establishment of a Joint Standing Committee on the Commissioner for Children and Young 
People be agreed to, — 

The Leader of the House agreed to the establishment, and I think that is very good — 

subject to the following amendment — 

To delete section 9.5 of the schedule and substitute — 

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

Is that bureaucratic speak or politics? What is that? Is that saying that if there is any little hitch, there is an 
excuse to not follow this through to produce the end that we need?  

They are the concerns that I have. I congratulate the Leader of the House on coming this far by agreeing to the 
establishment of the committee, but I suspect that he has given himself an “out” so that next year we still will not 
have the Joint Standing Committee on the Commissioner for Children and Young People.  

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [11.17 am]: I am very pleased that this committee will be established. 
However, again, we need to look at the committees and what they are meant to do. I brought it to the Leader of 
the House’s attention the other week that there is a definite lack of women on the committees. There are far more 
males than females on the committees, and some committees have no females at all.  

Hon Barbara Scott has been a great advocate of these issues for many years. The members from this house who 
have been nominated are the member for Maylands and the member for Churchlands. I do not know about the 
member for Churchlands, but the member for Maylands is not standing for election again. There is no guarantee 
that any person in this place will win his or her seat at the next election. I have made it very clear that I will be 
running again. I enjoy the work I do in my electorate and I enjoy the work that we do in here as parliamentarians, 
so I am running again. When committees were last discussed and members were appointed, and I raised the issue 
of more women sitting on the committees, the Leader of the House said that it was too late to make a change 
because there will be an election soon. He knows that there will be an election soon, so what is he doing? He is 
putting a member on this committee who is not standing for election again. I hope that when the member for 
Churchlands stands she tells the house whether she is going to run again at the next election. 

Dr E. Constable: That’s not the point. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: It is the point. The point is that I intend to run again. This committee will start to meet 
in the life of this Parliament, and it will carry on in the next Parliament. As far as I am concerned, this is garbage 
from the Leader of the House. He is putting the member for Maylands on this committee, but she will not be in 
this place next time around. I would like to know why I was not approached to go on this committee. I would 
have been more than happy to go on this committee. The Leader of the House knows that I have always spoken 
on these issues and would have been delighted to serve on this committee. I think it is very wrong that the 
Leader of the House is putting a retiring member on this committee. What value does he place on this committee 
if he is putting a retiring member on it? I may not win at the next election, but the Leader of the House knows 
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that if I do not win, it will not be because I did not give it a good shot. He knows that the member for Maylands 
is not going to run again. By putting the member for Maylands on this committee, and possibly the member for 
Churchlands, if she is not running again, the Leader of the House is paying lip service to a very important issue. 
Serious consideration should be given to who is nominated to be on this committee. I would like to put my name 
forward to this house to be a member of this committee. 

MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [11.21 am]: I am just wondering why we are setting up this committee, because 
there is a fundamental flaw in the bill that established the Commissioner for Children and Young People. What is 
the oversight committee supposed to be overseeing? I recall that my argument about the establishment of the 
Commissioner for Children and Young People was that people could not look at the files of the department. If 
members cannot look at the files of the department, what will the oversight committee do? We cannot look at the 
files of the department. The whole point of establishing the Commissioner for Children and Young People was 
so that people would be able to look at the files of the department to audit those files, so that the children would 
be protected. Since the Labor government has been in power, we have had the appalling situation that those 
children are not being protected by that department. Therefore, I am wondering why this committee is being set 
up. 

I take the point of the member for Alfred Cove. There are Independent members on this side. The last time that 
members were coopted to a committee, it was the member for Churchlands and the member for Maylands. They 
were on that committee that was looking into the prosecution of assaults and sexual offences by the Director of 
Public Prosecutions. They were the two women chosen. I think they are also the two women who went with the 
Speaker to China. I think it should be shared around a bit, and I think it is incumbent on those women to share it 
around a bit, so that every person has a say and a go on the committee. It is for our own development as well. 

I am wondering why this committee is being set up, when the Commissioner for Children and Young People has 
no teeth. I wonder what the people on this committee will do, because they cannot look at the files of the 
department. Under the act, that is not within the province of the Commissioner for Children and Young People. 
That is because the government made it that way. The department still keeps those files secret. It is not like that 
in any other state; for instance, in Queensland. The commissioner there, as I understand it, is able to look at the 
files of the department. It will be an oversight committee doing what? I have not heard anyone give a detailed 
explanation of that. 

However, it is important, when people are asked, that there be a fairness in the allocation of who goes on what 
committee. We all know that when members are on a committee, they get all the resources in the world. They 
also get the opportunity to travel and develop their research skills. Members will probably travel and develop 
research skills. However, that should be made available to all members of Parliament. I put those points on 
record. 

MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon) [11.24 am]: I am very pleased to get involved in this debate, and I want to 
put on the record my support for the motion. We should think about these things a little and the consequences of 
what we are doing. We have had a long debate in this area. I acknowledge Hon Barbara Scott’s presence in the 
chamber. For several years, a range of parliamentarians have had a sustained interest in the welfare of children 
and they have been pushing issues in this area. It is important that we look at the extremities of the argument 
from A to Z. I put to members of this chamber that this is really about a moderation of that process. This is really 
about the capacity of individuals to feed information into a process that reacts. I might add that this is a system 
that you, Madam Acting Speaker (Ms K. Hodson-Thomas)—I am not picking on the Acting Speaker—were 
supporting very strongly just a few moments ago regarding a retirement village. There must be the capacity to 
pull information together and filter it through the psyche, the brains and the knowledge of members of 
Parliament to be fed as information to a single source for action. 

Over a couple of years, there has been a long debate in two houses about a Commissioner for Children and 
Young People and all the things that have occurred. I believe this proposal is sensible. I will tell members one of 
the reasons that I have a bit of a passion for this. A lady constituent of mine rang me from an area between York 
and Quairading. The school bus run finishes at a point 16 kilometres from her house. She has a very ill child—it 
is probably a permanent illness—and she has to drive that child to a spur. She has to ensure that the school that 
that child goes to has a medical system that is capable of looking after her child, because she, the mother, works 
in Midland. Therefore, she has to leave her child at a school. Because she lives halfway between Quairading and 
York, she has to make a decision about which school she sends her children to. In that area, and in other country 
areas, the education system says that the child must go to the closest school, whereas in the metropolitan area it 
says no such thing. However, the best hospital for this family is in York. Therefore, a child’s education, a child’s 
life and also a child’s wellbeing are being interfered with by a dropkick in the transport department. He has no 
interest in that child; he has an interest only in the rules handed down by the minister, I presume, or by the 
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departmental head of that agency. I would love to name that person, and if he were here, I would love to give 
him a few kicks where it hurts, because I think that people like this Paul whatever his name is should not be in 
the public service. Nevertheless, there must be a component of concern for the child, and there must be a 
component of concern for the parents. However, first of all, the concern must be for the child. 

During the course of any year in this place, in many cases it would be very useful for me and for my office to 
have access to a group of people who could give me some satisfaction in those areas. I am certain that if we cast 
around the 57 electorate officers of the members in this chamber, each of those electorate officers would be able 
to tell us stories similar to that of this child that come up regularly. We now have a Commissioner for Children 
and Young People. Sincere congratulations to Hon Barbara Scott. However, aside from that, we need to have a 
process into which we can feed information and which tells these bureaucrats, who are acting under another set 
of parameters, that children are important and that they should receive some consideration. I will put my 
contribution to this debate in that context. I understand that the response from the government is neither positive 
nor negative. Let us get on with it. Over several years this subject has attracted hot debate, and a conclusion was 
reached when a children’s commissioner was appointed. Let us get on with it. Let us finish it now and move on 
by putting this process into place so that members of Parliament and the public, who will be able access the well-
known processes that are available, can feed their information into the system.  

DR S.C. THOMAS (Capel) [11.30 am]: The member for Avon was relatively succinct today; he took only five 
minutes. However, his key words came in the last 30 seconds of his contribution to this debate when he said, 
“Let us get on with it.”  

I place on the record my thanks to Hon Barbara Scott for the work she has done on this issue. In my view the 
members for Maylands and the member for Churchlands would be very good representatives on the select 
committee. They are both members for whom I have enormous respect. It has been argued that they will not be 
on the committee after the next election. The member for Maylands will not be there, but the member for 
Churchlands, like the rest of us, rolls the dice. Every committee obviously finishes its life and rolls over when an 
election is called. It is unusual for the same members to be on a committee for more than one electoral term. It is 
time for experienced members of Parliament to get this select committee up and running before the next election. 
The key message is that we get on with it.  

The message I heard from the member for Roe was one of making sure that the government did that in a 
roundabout way. To ease his worries, I advise that the standing orders will apply. My understanding, from being 
a member of a committee, is that that is the regime under which all committees operate. The Public Accounts 
Committee, the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission and other committees 
operate under those circumstances.  

This is a government that loves to hide things, but in this circumstance I understand that the motion can be 
passed. The issue before us is not whether we should debate the motion or who will serve on the committee, 
which membership will change after the election—that applies to every committee. As the member for Avon 
said, let us get on with it. If we can get this motion through as quickly as possible, hopefully the government will 
get this process operating.  

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta — Leader of the House) [11.33 am] — in reply: I will respond briefly. I thank 
the last speaker for his support. Some of the other speakers showed their ignorance and did not understand this 
motion or had not taken the time to read it. For the benefit of the member for Roe, as the last speaker said, the 
amendment to the motion will free up the committee’s work, because the reference from the other place was not 
applicable. Under its proposal, the committee would be tied to the Corruption and Crime Commission, which I 
indicated previously. Therefore, by amending the motion to include that the standing orders apply will ensure 
that when greater flexibility is needed it is available; for example, certain standing orders might create a 
problem, but there will be a way to get around it. It will in no way limit the committee’s operations. It will 
ensure that it can operate effectively.  

The message from the other place set the guidelines that there be two candidates from this house. Rather than 
argue with the upper house, we will accept its recommendation that the membership comprise two members 
from each house. Clearly, one member would be from government and the other from opposition. The 
government has nominated the member for Maylands and the opposition has suggested that the member for 
Churchlands should represent the opposition side. She is a capable member and we accept that nomination.  

The issue of whether we should look to what will happen after the next election is a nonsense. Committees are 
not established on the basis of what might happen to them after the next election.  

Several members interjected. 
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Mr J.C. KOBELKE: We see that the nonsense from some members opposite continues. The fact is that after 
the election, all committees have to be re-established; that is the required practice. 

Several members interjected.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms K. Hodson-Thomas): Members, I will not tolerate interjections and I have no 
hesitation in naming people.  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: There is not a precedent for the continuation of membership of a committee after a 
general election. The point is, as the member for Avon urged, to get the committee set up as quickly as possible, 
and we are seeking do that.  

Ms S.E. Walker interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms K. Hodson-Thomas): I formally call the member for Nedlands to order for the 
first time. 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE: The members who have been nominated will, I am sure, diligently apply themselves to the 
work of the committee. After the next election, as always occurs with all committees, this chamber and the other 
chamber will re-establish the committee in the form they determine at that time.  

Question put and a division taken with the following result — 
Ayes (45) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Dr K.D. Hames Mr M.P. Murray Mr T.G. Stephens 
Mr M.J. Birney Mrs J. Hughes Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr D.A. Templeman 
Mr T.R. Buswell Mr J.N. Hyde Mr P.D. Omodei Dr S.C. Thomas 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Dr G.G. Jacobs Mr P. Papalia Mr M.W. Trenorden 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Mr R.F. Johnson Mr C.C. Porter Mr P.B. Watson 
Dr E. Constable Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr J.R. Quigley Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mr M.J. Cowper Mr F.M. Logan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr G.A. Woodhams 
Mr J.H.D. Day Mr J.A. McGinty Ms J.A. Radisich Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio Mr M. McGowan Mr E.S. Ripper Mr S.R. Hill (Teller) 
Dr J.M. Edwards Mr J.E. McGrath Mrs M.H. Roberts  
Mr B.J. Grylls Ms S.M. McHale Mr A.J. Simpson  
Ms D.J. Guise Mr A.D. McRae Mr G. Snook  

Noes (2) 

Dr J.M. Woollard Ms S.E. Walker (Teller) 

            

Pair 

 Mrs C.A. Martin Mr T.K. Waldron 

Question thus passed. 
 


