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Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation — Fifty-sixth Report —  
“The Ability to Conduct Electronic Meetings and the Trial of iPads by Committee Members” — Motion 

Hon KATE DOUST: Prior to the break I was talking about how things have certainly changed over the last few 
years, in terms of not only the types of computers that members have access to, but also the increased number of 
members who use that technology to assist them in their work. Even now a couple of my colleagues are 
diligently working away on their iPads, to assist them with their work at a later stage of our proceedings. The 
change in attitudes is interesting; a lot of members talk about the need to be much more portable. This report is 
very useful because of the issues it addresses of access to information, particularly for committees. It also talks 
about the issue of security. I know that that is of significant concern, particularly given the types of documents 
that are dealt with in committees. 
I think back to when iPads first came on the market and seeing a photograph of the Prime Minister of Norway 
sitting in an airport terminal, using his iPad, and talking about how the Norwegian Parliament had decided to 
become paper-free within a reasonable time. I thought then that if Norway could address the security issues 
sufficiently for the Prime Minister to sit in an airport and tap into whatever information he needed—I know that 
other Parliaments have also looked at this issue—then surely we in Western Australia could find people in the 
industry to provide the appropriate advice or support to address the same security issues. As time goes on and we 
see further change in this chamber, we will see more and more members making use of technology to assist them 
to do their job. 

That is another mindset that needs to change. Sometimes it can be like pushing up against a wall to deal with the 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet for our IT needs; it can be very difficult to get action or a response as 
quickly as we would like. It needs to be acknowledged that we need to have access to computers, laptops, iPads 
or any other form of technology. They are not things we choose to use because we want to play with them; they 
are now deemed essential items for assisting us to do our job and to communicate with our staff, our 
constituents, committees and other colleagues. It certainly adds to the productivity of individual members who 
choose to go down that path. 

These types of trials are therefore very important, and it is a shame that the government is not seeking at this 
time to expand opportunities for other members to utilise a much more portable tool than the laptop. I am not 
saying that iPads should replace the laptop, because they certainly perform different functions; but who is to 
know whether the iPad will not be upgraded, over time, with new applications that could pick up on some of the 
deficiencies that it currently has? 

In my role as shadow Minister for Science and Technology, when I meet with people in the ICT area, I say that 
one of the things we should be asking is how we can assist the industry. They say to me that members of 
Parliament should be role models for demonstrating to the rest of the community that they are prepared to take 
on and use new technology in their work. I think that that is a real challenge for us, but it is one that I think most 
members are prepared to meet. There will be real benefits to the Parliament in cost savings, as demonstrated in 
this report. We can save paper and make savings in the cost of the work undertaken by staff. Uploading 
documents from the internet is a much more appropriate use of time than having to stand next to a photocopier, 
printing off thousands of pieces of paper to go into members’ packs. There could be a range of benefits to 
members, to Parliament and to the parliamentary staff who have to provide us with information. 

I hope that the government will, in due course, reconsider its position. The committee has put together a very 
good report and I certainly agree with its findings. I hope that there will be, in due course, a more enlightened 
approach and an acknowledgement of the importance of the use of technology in our work. It does, indeed, make 
all of us a lot more productive in delivering positive outcomes for our constituents. 

Question put and passed.  
 


