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Standing Committee on Public Administration —  
Fifteenth Report — “Omnibus Report — Activity During 38th Parliament” 

Resumed from 7 November. 

Motion 
Hon NORMAN MOORE: I move — 

That the report be noted. 

I indicate to the committee that when we come out of committee and go into the house, I will move a motion to 
the effect that recommendations 1 and 2 be referred to the Standing Committee on Procedure and Privileges for 
consideration and report. I will very briefly explain why. First of all, the committee cannot make that decision, 
the house has to, so I have to wait until we come out of committee to move that motion. Recommendation 1 
refers to the standing orders of the Legislative Council and the time available to members to make comments on 
committee reports. I think that is an issue that could very usefully be considered by the Standing Committee on 
Procedure and Privileges as it looks at potential amendments to the standing orders. There is no doubt that we 
have gone from one extreme to the other when it comes to committee reports. We are now very contemporary—
in fact, too contemporary in some respects—whereas in the old days we were a year and a half behind. The 
changes we made have solved one problem but perhaps created another. Therefore, it is appropriate for the 
procedure and privileges committee to look at that issue. Recommendation 2 relates to the Ombudsman giving 
evidence to parliamentary committees. As it is similar to the matter that has already been referred to the Standing 
Committee on Procedure and Privileges in respect to the Auditor General, it seems appropriate that the issues 
relating to the Ombudsman also be referred to that committee for its consideration. I have moved that the report 
be noted and I foreshadow a motion to send those two recommendations to the Standing Committee on 
Procedure and Privileges. 

Hon ED DERMER: Is referring that issue precluding us as members speaking to the report at this point? 

The CHAIR: No; you are certainly at liberty to speak because the question is that the report be noted. 

Hon ED DERMER: Therefore, speaking now prior to the motion being put is the objective. 

I am very pleased to support the motion that the report be noted. I am very pleased to hear the Leader of the 
House’s comments about the opportunity to debate reports from standing committees. Certainly, under the old 
standing orders that preceded the ones currently in place, too great a time elapsed before there was an 
opportunity to consider committee reports. Often in life when people change procedure in an attempt to address a 
problem, they can overcorrect. I think that this is an example of that. Under the previous rules that allowed 
members to jump up and give repeated speeches of 10 minutes’ duration, it took too long to consider reports, so 
the length of time before any report came up for consideration was too far into the future from when it was 
presented. I think that in this example we have overcorrected and I am very pleased that the Standing Committee 
on Procedure and Privileges will examine that standing order. I think a possible option would be to increase the 
10-minute limit to perhaps 15 or 20 minutes. Another option may be to allow two debates, one to occur prior to 
the receipt of the government response to a report and another after receipt of the government response. 

I recommend the Standing Committee on Public Administration’s “Omnibus Report — Activity During 38th 
Parliament” to members. I have had the privilege of serving almost 16 years in this Parliament, all of that time 
on a standing committee and most of it on the Standing Committee on Public Administration. I hope I am not 
speaking out of turn, but the most effective committee work has been the work that we have done on the 
Standing Committee on Public Administration in the past four years. I thank all my colleagues on the committee 
for being part of that work. It has been a privilege for me to work with them. The obvious effective leadership of 
Hon Max Trenorden as the chairman of the committee is to be noted, as is that of his deputy, Hon Jon Ford; and 
I note also the work of my colleague Hon Jim Chown and my friend and colleague in the amalgamated Whips 
union, Hon Ken Baston. I hesitate to be seen in any way to be blowing my own trumpet, so I give the credit to 
the other members, but I think we have been effective. We have also been well served by the staff we have had; 
different staff have come and gone in that time. Currently we have Dr Colin Huntly, the advisory officer; Mr 
Alex Hickman, the advisory officer legal; and Ms Margaret Liveris, the committee clerk. In thanking those 
particular staff, I would also like to thank the other staff who have served the committee during the course of the 
last four years. 

I think that it took me 15 and a half years approximately to fully understand the importance of committee reports 
and how they work in the real, hard political life. We put forward recommendations. We do an enormous amount 
of work to put forward recommendations. A very large number of Western Australian citizens give of their time 
freely in the preparation of submissions and come along as witnesses to make sure that the recommendations and 
the reports that those recommendations are entailed in are based on good sound evidence. A lot of people 
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contribute to the work of the reports—a lot more than just the members of the committee and their staff; there 
are always people who do much work in preparing submissions and who come along to give evidence. We then 
prepare recommendations and very appropriately the ministers of the Crown assess the recommendations and 
respond. It could almost sound a little bit like an anticlimax, if someone did not understand the Realpolitik of the 
whole business, which is why committee reports are matters of the utmost importance. 

If something were to go horribly wrong, the minister responsible for the disaster may be tempted to say that no-
one told him that problem could occur. Under the Westminster tradition, the minister should resign. Sadly, in my 
view, that particular aspect of the Westminster tradition has diminished, because I have seen many ministers on 
both sides of politics over the years say that it could not possibly have been their fault, that it might have 
occurred in their department under their watch, but that it was not something they could reasonably have known 
about before it occurred. Sadly, this happens all too often. Where committees such as this chamber’s Standing 
Committee on Public Administration have real political leverage is that once we point out the problem, once we 
develop inquiries and consider the evidence, once we articulate what we find in that evidence and focus that 
articulation in recommendations in a report, a minister of the Crown has no excuse if something goes wrong. 
Probably, in the opportunity to read this omnibus report that members have, I would look at all the different 
matters that we have investigated in the past four years, but I am running out of time so I will get back to the 
standing order, and I recommend to the Standing Committee on Procedure and Privileges that they deal with that 
in that 10 minutes. 

The prime example of what I am talking about would be the investigation into Western Power in which the 
failure of Western Power to manage its power poles and other distribution infrastructure resulted in the 
Tenterden fire in which, as I understand the clear evidence, two ladies lost their lives some years ago. The fire 
was caused—I do not believe anyone disputes this any further—by power pole failure. It is literally a matter of 
life and death. Other disastrous fires have occurred that may well have been caused by power pole failure. Next 
time such a disastrous fire occurs, the minister responsible and the officers in Western Power responsible for 
making sure that the distribution assets of Western Power are maintained and looked after properly will have 
absolutely nowhere to hide. I believe that they should have stood up in the first place, in the Westminster 
tradition of responsibility, and copped it when such disasters occurred in the past. But after the work that we 
have done on this committee, we have spelt out in every possible detail the scale of the problem; we have 
brought the Parliament’s attention to that problem. Should another bushfire occur as a result of neglect of the 
distribution assets of Western Power, the minister of the day and the responsible officers working within the 
agency to ensure that the energy supply is provided—and in that sense, answerable to the minister and the 
Parliament, this senior chamber of the Parliament of Western Australia, by way of its Standing Committee on 
Public Administration—we can at least say that we did everything we possibly could to warn the minister, 
Western Power and everybody who holds that immediate responsibility, of the dangers concerned. I hope that 
such a problem never occurs and there will not be any more fires resulting from the distribution infrastructure of 
Western Power. If my prayer is not answered and such a fire were to occur, at least members in this chamber can 
say that we have done all in our power to spell out the problem. The duty and responsibility were always with 
the minister and the officers working with Western Power, but now the problem is spelt out more clearly. 

Hon MAX TRENORDEN: I will take only a short time. I suspect if I moved a motion that this house be 
extended for another year so the committee can finish its work, it might be called out of order; but it is a bit like 
that, unfortunately. There are a range of issues in this report that extend into another period of time and, of 
course, another committee will make up its mind whether those matters will be pursued or not. The main purpose 
of this report is to ask a future Council and a future committee to give consideration to a number of issues. In my 
three-minute dissertation a few days ago, I pointed out that paragraph 20 refers to an interesting issue. I asked 
members in this chamber if they were aware of the integrity coordination group. I asked who in this Council 
could explain to me the role of the integrity coordination group, and who could name the members of that group. 
Hon Nick Goiran: The CCC is one of them. 

Hon MAX TRENORDEN: Yes, the Corruption and Crime Commissioner is one of them; the Auditor General 
is another, the Public Sector Commissioner is another; the Ombudsman is another; and the Information 
Commissioner is another. 
Hon Ken Travers: I thought you wanted us to tell you! We were trying to! 

Hon MAX TRENORDEN: The point is they are a very senior group of people, but under what offices, what 
authority, do they meet? Who does this group report to? Who reports their minutes? Who oversees what they 
decide? The answer is nobody. That does not change the world. 

Hon Ken Travers: Under your standing orders, your committee has an obligation to consult with a number of 
those officers on an ongoing basis. Hon Nick Goiran’s committee consults with another and the estimates 
committee consults with the final one. 
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Hon MAX TRENORDEN: But who actually consults with the integrity coordination group? 

Hon Ken Travers: Individual agencies all have a parliamentary committee that they are answerable to. 

Hon MAX TRENORDEN: They are only members of the group. The groups meets and makes decisions, and I 
will just read through the minor things that it does! 

Hon Ken Travers: Their authority comes from their individual pieces of legislation. 

Hon MAX TRENORDEN: No, it does not! I would argue that the authority comes from their own decision. I 
will not spend a lot of time going through this because it is in the report. The point I make is that it is interests 
like that that we would like to see going forward. 

There are also questions about Bandyup Women’s Prison, which the committee was very involved with, and that 
too will be an issue for the future. I did not intend to speak on this but my main reason for doing so is to thank 
the Minister for Energy for tabling the addendum from Western Power to the committee’s fourteenth report. The 
committee has been waiting for this for a considerable time and it is pleasing that the report has been tabled in 
time for us to do something about it. The committee is meeting with Western Power next Wednesday and at the 
end of the meeting we will consider this addendum and perhaps after Parliament rises the committee will report 
back to the house through the President, to round off the issue. I appreciate the motion moved by the Leader of 
the House because it is important to consider these matters. Another matter that the committee found difficult 
was that often it had to subpoena people such as the Ombudsman when we were really just looking for direction 
from them. That matter is somewhat difficult and is one that this chamber will need to consider in the new 
Parliament. 

Question put and passed. 
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