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JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON AUDIT 
Appointment - Motion 

Resumed from 16 August on the following motion moved by Mr E.S. Ripper (Treasurer) - 

(1) That in accordance with section 64 of the Economic Regulation Authority Act 2003, the Joint 
Standing Committee on Audit be appointed to undertake the required legislative review. 

(2) That the Legislative Council be invited to pass a similar resolution. 

MR T. BUSWELL (Vasse - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [4.47 pm]:  As I understand it, this motion 
seeks to establish a review of the Economic Regulation Authority.  I did have the leader whispering sweet 
nothings in my ear as it was read out and it is very hard to concentrate when he is doing that! 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Perhaps I might just explain why I moved this motion.  We are required by the Economic 
Regulation Authority Act to conduct a review using a joint standing committee of the Parliament.  Usually each 
house resists the establishment of more joint standing committees.  It is proposed, for the purposes of the Auditor 
General Act and the Financial Management Act that we establish a Joint Standing Committee on Audit and the 
motion relating to that standing committee is before the other house.  It seems very convenient to have the Joint 
Standing Committee on Audit conduct the review of the Economic Regulation Authority Act.  I think it is a 
practical and sensible motion. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  The opposition will support the motion; however, I wish to make a few comments.  It is 
worthwhile looking at the Economic Regulation Act 2003, and in particular section 64, which deals with the 
review of the act.  As I understand it, sections 1 and 2 commenced on 5 December 2003 and some other sections 
commenced on or near 19 March 2004.  However, let us say the act commenced on 1 January 2004, which 
appears to be when the majority of the sections in the act commenced.   

Section 64(1) of the ERA act says - 

A Joint Standing Committee of both Houses of Parliament appointed for the purposes of this section 
must carry out a review of the operation and effectiveness of this Act as soon as is practicable after the 
expiry of 2 years from the commencement of this section and thereafter at 5 yearly intervals.   

When I add two years to 1 January 2004, I come up with 1 January 2006, and, to the best of my recollection, it is 
now the back end of September 2007.  The only point I want to make is that the opposition supports the review, 
but the Treasurer is a little late.  I would have thought that if it was enshrined in legislation, he would have made 
it his business to make sure that the houses of Parliament conducted the review in accordance with the act.  This 
may well be the normal course of business; I do not know.  I have not been here long enough to see many 
periods of review that follow the passage of legislation.  I suspect that it is not.  I would like the Treasurer to 
explain why it has taken him more than three years - nearly four years - to commence the review.  I was 
interested to read in Hansard some of the speeches of members of the other place during the passage of this bill 
at the end of 2003.  A number of members of the other place outlined very good reasons that they thought the 
review should be conducted after two years.  I understand that the original bill provided that the review would be 
conducted after five years, but that period was reduced to two years.  The bill had the support of the opposition 
and the Greens (WA).  Some very good reasons were given during the debate in that house that the review 
should be brought forward.  I want the Treasurer to explain to the house why it has taken him so long to conduct 
the review.  What is his explanation for this tardy governance?  Notwithstanding that, the opposition supports the 
review.  I think the referral of the review to the Joint Standing Committee on Audit will be an interesting 
exercise for that joint standing committee, which I understand is our estimates committee and the upper house’s 
equivalent committee. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  It is our Public Accounts Committee and their Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial 
Operations. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  It will be an interesting exercise for the members of those two committees to come together 
in the true spirit of cooperation and push this matter forward. 

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont - Treasurer) [4.51 pm]:  I will respond very quickly.  The legislation requires the 
review to be conducted as soon as practicable after the expiry of two years.  We have not had a suitable standing 
committee to refer the bill to.  I hope that a suitable standing committee will soon be established and we can get 
on with the review.  I thank the member for his support for the review. 

Question put and passed.  
 


