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SELECT COMMITTEE INTO PUBLIC SECTOR EXPENDITURE 
Establishment — Amendment to Motion 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral — Leader of the House) [5.32 pm]: The amendment that is 
before us is to delete, in paragraph (1), “five” members and insert “three” members. For some reason or other, 
we have not been provided with an explanation as to why the motion should be amended in that way.  

Hon Sue Ellery: I actually did say that in my original comments. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: Could the Leader of the Opposition interject on me, if that is not too much out of 
order, and tell me the reasons why the motion should be amended in that way? 

Hon Sue Ellery: I am happy to interject, because if I stand I might end the debate. The original make-up of five 
was predicated on an understanding that we had reached behind the Chair about whether the Greens wanted to be 
involved in the committee. Subsequent to my moving the motion, the Greens established that they did not want 
to be involved in the committee. Therefore, I am supporting the amendment to reduce the number of members of 
the committee from five to three. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: I thank the Leader of the Opposition very much for that; I appreciate that 
explanation. I wonder whether the Greens might be kind enough to tell us why they do not think it is important 
that they be on this particular committee. I gather from comments that were made in the newspapers about this 
particular inquiry—which were made in advance of the actual sitting of the house—that this was an 
extraordinarily important motion, because the house needed to set up a select committee to look at all the issues 
associated with the three per cent efficiency dividend, and that the opposition had the support of the Greens, and 
others, to progress this particular motion. I wonder if some time during this debate the Greens might tell us why 
they no longer think it is important that they be on this committee—unless, of course, the intention is to have one 
Labor, one Liberal and one Greens member. That may be the opposition’s intention. Perhaps the Leader of the 
Opposition can tell me again, by way of interjection, whether it will be two Labor members and one Liberal 
member, or two Liberal members and one Labor member, because that is quite important in the context of this 
particular inquiry. 
Hon Giz Watson: I am happy to interject if that will be helpful. It is simply that I am already on five 
committees, and we do not have the capacity to serve on another committee. It is not because of a lack of support 
for the committee outcome.  
Hon NORMAN MOORE: I thank the member for that. It is just that there is more than one Greens member. I 
know how busy the Greens are. I do not have a problem with that. Also, I do not know that the member’s 
colleague is quite as busy as the member is, but then again he may not wish to be on this committee either. 
Hon Paul Llewellyn: I have been sitting around doing nothing, you know! 
Hon NORMAN MOORE: I just raise this in the context of the importance that the opposition has attached to 
this particular inquiry. I thought that the opposition wanted the committee to have five members so that the 
Greens could be involved. I thought also that the opposition wanted this committee to be a high-powered 
committee that could drag public servants before it to tell the committee what they were doing to achieve the 
three per cent efficiency dividend. I am pleased to hear that this committee is not so important that the Greens 
need to be on it. That is encouraging from the point of view of how important this particular motion is.  
The government does not have a problem with this amendment. I say that, firstly, because we do not believe that 
there needs to be an inquiry anyway; and, secondly, because I accept that if the committee does have five 
members it may cause a problem for Hon Giz Watson. If this committee is to be set up with three members, then 
clearly two of those members should be from the government, and one member should be from the opposition. 
The government should also chair the committee. That would be appropriate, in my view, bearing in mind that 
we are dealing with a matter of significant public interest, and bearing in mind also that for the past eight years, 
all the committees of this house have been chaired by the government, or the government and its Greens 
colleagues. That has been the situation for so long as I can remember. That would be the appropriate way to go if 
the house deems it appropriate to have this committee. However, I must say again that we do not support this 
committee being set up in the first place, for all the reasons that have been explained by me and my colleagues.  
Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders.  
 


