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STANDING COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION AND FINANCE 
Appointment of Members - Motion 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [2.14 pm]:   I move - 

That Hon Barry House, Hon E.R.J. Dermer, Hon Ken Travers, Hon Sue Ellery, Hon M.J. Criddle, Hon 
Dee Margetts and Hon John Fischer be appointed as members of the Standing Committee on Public 
Administration and Finance. 

HON N.F. MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [2.14 pm]:  This is as far as the 
Opposition’s support goes. 

I want to take a few moments to explain to the House why the Opposition has a problem with the composition of 
the committee in this motion.  Since this Government came into office the Opposition has argued that the 
composition of committees should be in line with the attitude adopted by the Government and previous minor 
parties when they were in opposition; that is, the Opposition in the Legislative Council should have, in political 
terms, the numbers on at least one committee.  There has been lengthy debate about the construction of the 
committee system proposed by this Government.  Unfortunately, having put the proposition to the Government 
that it should put into practice what it preaches, it is now going down the path that I guess I expected it would; 
that is, the path to ensuring that at least the right hand side of the House, which is the left hand side of politics, 
will have the numbers on every committee.  That is regrettable. 

In my earlier comments on this issue, I said I accepted that this House has changed from the days when the 
Government used its numbers to ensure it had the numbers on every committee.  I acknowledge that is how it 
was in the past and I can be accused of being a hypocrite for debating this motion.  However, I am very much 
fortified in my new view on this matter by the attitude adopted by the Labor Party in opposition during the last 
Parliament when it had the numbers in the Legislative Council.  As the Leader of the House then, I resisted that 
attitude.  However, I came to see how the committee system could work when the Government did not have the 
numbers on every committee and, interestingly, it worked well.  In some committees, particularly those involved 
with finances, which had a majority of opposition members, the level of scrutiny was considerable. 

I would have thought that the current Government, having gone to the election talking about accountability, 
would be happy to have its processes and activities scrutinised in the best possible way.  It is now telling the 
public that now it is the Government, having told everybody it will be open and accountable, it will go out of its 
way to make sure that does not happen and that the scrutiny of this House will in fact diminish because it will 
have, with its colleagues from the Greens (WA), control of every committee of this House.   

It is interesting to note that the Labor Party now argues the exact opposite to that which it argued the last time we 
debated this matter.  It is interesting that the Greens, with their enlightened views of this Chamber, also support 
the view that they and the Labor Party should control all the committees. 

Hon Robin Chapple:  Or us and the Liberal Party; whichever way you like to look at it. 

Hon N.F. MOORE:  The member can argue that if he likes.  However, at the end of the day he knows as well as I 
do that the division in this House is down the middle of the Chamber.  That is where the ultimate division is in 
this Chamber, Mr President.  However, if the Government’s attitude is not what I say it is, I cannot for the life of 
me understand why it does not agree to what I propose; that is, that the One Nation party, the National Party and 
the Liberal Party should have the numbers collectively on one committee.  If the Government thinks that 
everything is okay and it believes every member will make his or her own decision on every issue, what is the 
problem?  Why not have a situation in which that is the case?  Why does every committee have a majority of 
Labor Party and Greens (WA) members?  Why can committees not have a majority of Labor Party and One 
Nation members, or Labor Party and Liberal Party members?  None of those options has been considered.  If 
passed, this motion will mean that the Labor Party and the Greens will have a majority on every committee.  
This is from a Government that was elected on the basis of accountability and proper parliamentary scrutiny. 

I sat in this place for eight years and listened to the Government in opposition talking about scrutiny and what 
this Parliament is supposed to be all about.  If the truth be known, Mr President, the Labor Party’s history of 
committees in this House is abysmal.  It initially opposed the setting up of them.  I was in this place when Hon 
Joe Berinson was leader and we could not get a committee set up for several years.  We had inter-committees, 
whose decisions were not considered by the then Labor Government, which had to be dragged kicking and 
screaming with our numbers to implement a committee system in the first place.  Members of the Labor Party 
have never been enthusiastic about committees, certainly not when they have been in government.  Now that 
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they are back in government they are adopting the same approach they adopted when Hon Joe Berinson was 
Leader of the House.  Their attitude was different when they were in opposition and they had the numbers.  They 
wanted to talk about scrutiny in the upper House and pointed out how important it was to have a committee 
system that gave members the capacity to find out what the Government was really doing.  Now they are taking 
an entirely different view.   

I am very disappointed.  I have spoken to government members and I have indicated that the Liberal Party will 
accept all but one proposal, which relates to the numbers on one committee out of five or six committees.  My 
colleagues and I have asked for only one change.  Instead of the membership of this committee comprising three 
Labor Party members, one Greens (WA) member, one Liberal Party member, one National Party member and 
one One Nation member, there should be two Labor Party and two Liberal Party members.  That is one change 
to the entire committee structure and members opposite will not agree to it.   

The make-up of committees is interesting.  The ALP and the Greens have 17 members in this Chamber, and 12 
of those members have been nominated to sit on committees.  In contrast, only nine of the 16 members on this 
side have been nominated.  That is a very lopsided arrangement.  The Liberal Party’s proposal is that the Labor 
Party and the Greens should have 11 committee members and that the opposition parties should have 10 
committee members.  That is fair, given that the numbers in the House are evenly balanced.  Members of the 
Labor Party must live with their own definition of hypocrisy.  It has never worried them in the past, and I suspect 
it will not in the future.  Members opposite keep telling me that what comes around goes around.  I assure the 
House that if I am ever the Leader of the House again, I will argue the case I am arguing now; that is, that there 
should be at least one committee - particularly one dealing with finance and public administration - on which the 
Opposition has the numbers.  I say that on the basis of the arguments put forward previously, that the estimates 
committee should be controlled by the Opposition.  That would allow some serious scrutiny of the budget and 
the State’s finances.  I will argue that next -  

Hon Dee Margetts interjected. 

Hon N.F. MOORE:  I do not want to hear from the Greens, unless they are prepared to wake up to themselves.   

Hon Peter Foss:  Hon Dee Margetts is a hypocrite, too.  She does not believe in democracy; she just preaches it. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  The Leader of the Opposition has the floor.  

Point of Order 
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  Hon Peter Foss used unparliamentary language in respect of Hon Dee Margetts.  I ask 
that he withdraw those words.  
The PRESIDENT:  There is no point of order.   

Debate Resumed 
Hon N.F. MOORE:  I have put forward a proposal in good faith.  My record in this House demonstrates my 
strong support of the committee system.  When the coalition was in government and it had the numbers, the 
committee system did not always work in the Government’s interests.  We established the first committee in this 
Chamber - the Standing Committee on Government Agencies.  I was a member of that committee.  It was 
established over the almost dead body of then Premier Sir Charles Court.  He did not want parliamentary 
committees looking at what the Government was doing, but we established it anyway.  We then went through the 
process of establishing a proper committee system for this House.  I was also part of that process.  As I said 
earlier, we were constantly rebuked by the then Labor Government.  Eventually, we had to use our numbers to 
have a committee established.  It was then not provided with appropriate funding.  Once we regained the 
Treasury bench, we consistently allocated more money to the committee system.  It now operates very well and 
has done for the past four years.  It was good for our Government to have that system, because it made us aware 
that what we were doing as ministers and as a Government was being properly scrutinised.   
My concern is that the committee system established today as a result of these elections will be largely 
sympathetic to the Government.  
Hon Peter Foss:  It will be left leaning. 
Hon N.F. MOORE:  It will lean to the left of the political spectrum.  That is where the power and the numbers 
will lie.  If the Government wants the committee system to work properly, it will take note of what I am saying.  
I have been here long enough to know better than most how a system will and will not work.  If the Opposition 
decides not to be a part of the system, it will not work; it will be a joke.  On one occasion during the life of the 
Standing Committee on Government Agencies, the Labor members walked out.  They refused to accept a casting 
vote of the then chairman, Hon John Williams.  The remaining members all thought that was great and passed 
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every motion we wanted passed.  After three meetings, we decided it was a waste of time - there was no debate 
or discussion about different points of view.  That committee did not progress until the Labor members 
eventually decided to rejoin.  That is the potential scenario if we establish the committee system along the lines 
the Government has proposed.   

Members of the Liberal Party are not impressed with what the Government is seeking to do.  We have asked for 
one minor change in an area of general agreement.  I have sought to expedite the establishment of these 
committees, but I am not satisfied that the Government has taken the vaguest interest in what I have proposed.  I 
nominate Hon Ray Halligan as an additional member on the basis that I believe the committee should have two 
Labor Party members, two Liberal Party members, one Greens (WA) member, one National Party member and 
one One Nation member.  If my nomination is successful, this side of the House - not only the Liberal and 
National Parties - will have a majority of members on the committee.  I ask the House to consider that 
proposition seriously in the context of what I have said today.  If members want the committee system to work, 
they will elect -  

Hon Ken Travers interjected. 

Hon N.F. MOORE:  The member should go and play with his numbers.  The putative power brokers think they 
can come into this place and ride roughshod over everything.  That is what happens in the Legislative Assembly, 
but it has never happened in this place.  
Several members interjected.  
Hon N.F. MOORE:  Members opposite can laugh all they like.  
The PRESIDENT:  Order!  The government members will come to order.   

Hon N.F. MOORE:  It has never been like that in this place.  However, this Chamber has changed; it is not going 
back to the old days and we must live with that.  If we do not work within the current scenario, this House will 
not work.  It has worked in the past because of the way in which members have behaved.  If members want the 
committee system to work, they should elect two Liberal Party members to the committee.  I nominate Hon Ray 
Halligan.  

The PRESIDENT:  A motion has been moved by the Leader of the House for seven nominees to fill seven 
vacancies to constitute a committee.  It has now become apparent that there will be more nominees.  The 
question cannot be determined by the motion but must proceed to ballot.  I instruct that the bells be rung. 
[The bells were rung.]  

The PRESIDENT:  Members, we will now proceed to appoint the committee by way of ballot.  The procedure is 
that I now call for nominations.  Are there any nominations for the Standing Committee on Public 
Administration and Finance? 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [2.41 pm]:  I nominate Hon Barry House. 

HON BARRY HOUSE (South West) [2.41 pm]:  I consent, Mr President. 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [2.41 pm]:  I nominate Hon Ed Dermer. 

HON E.R.J. DERMER (North Metropolitan) [2.41 pm]:  Mr President, I consent. 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [2.42 pm]:  I nominate Hon Ken Travers. 

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan) [2.42 pm]:  I accept and place myself at the will of the House, Mr 
President. 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [2.42 pm]:  I nominate Hon Sue Ellery. 

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan) [2.42 pm]:  I consent, Mr President. 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [2.42 pm]:  I nominate Hon Murray Criddle. 

HON M.J. CRIDDLE (Agricultural) [2.42 pm]:  I consent, Mr President. 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [2.42 pm]:  I nominate Hon Dee Margetts. 

HON DEE MARGETTS (Agricultural) [2.42 pm]:  I consent, Mr President. 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [2.42 pm]:  I nominate Hon John Fischer. 

HON JOHN FISCHER (Mining and Pastoral) [2.42 pm]:  I humbly consent, Mr President. 

HON N.F. MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [2.43 pm]:  I nominate Hon Ray 
Halligan. 
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HON RAY HALLIGAN (North Metropolitan) [2.43 pm]:  I consent, Mr President. 

The PRESIDENT:  Members, we now have eight nominations for seven positions.  Ballot papers will be issued, 
the Clerk will read the nominees and the balloters will write down the names of seven nominees they wish to fill 
the vacancies. 

[A ballot was taken with Hon George Cash acting as scrutineer.  Hon Barry House, Hon E.R.J. Dermer, Hon Ken 
Travers, Hon Sue Ellery, Hon M.J. Criddle, Hon Dee Margetts and Hon John Fischer were declared by the 
President to have been elected as members of the Standing Committee on Public Administration and Finance.] 

Point of Order 
Hon N.F. MOORE:  I recall that on a previous occasion when a ballot was held in this House, the number of 
votes obtained by each of the candidates was revealed.  Mr President, I draw your attention to the ballot between 
me and Hon Tom Stephens, which was referred to last time we argued about this case.  I read that debate in some 
detail.  I now ask you, Mr President, whether the number of votes cast for each candidate on this occasion is to 
be revealed.   

The PRESIDENT:  It has not been the practice; however, I see no problem with revealing it.  

Hon N.F. Moore:  It has been a practice. 

The PRESIDENT:  I see no problem with revealing it, and I will do so in the course of this afternoon’s 
proceedings, although I will not necessarily delay the proceedings any longer at this stage.  
 


