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STANDING COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION 
Twenty-seventh Report — “Government Response to Report 26: Transport of Persons in Custody” — 

Tabling 
HON LIZ BEHJAT (North Metropolitan) [2.10 pm]: I am directed to present the twenty-seventh report of the 
Standing Committee on Public Administration, titled “Government Response to Report 26: Transport of Persons 
in Custody”. 
[See paper 4492.] 
Hon LIZ BEHJAT: The report that I have just tabled is the committee’s report on the government response to 
the committee’s twenty-sixth report, “Transport of Persons in Custody”. On 21 June 2016 the Standing 
Committee on Public Administration tabled in the Legislative Council its twenty-sixth report, “Transport of 
Persons in Custody”. The government response to this report, which is required by Legislative Council standing 
order 191(1), was tabled on 25 August 2016. 
By way of background, on 26 November 2014 the committee resolved to initiate an own-motion inquiry into the 
transport of persons in custody. The inquiry was thorough and extensive. The committee received a large amount 
of evidence during a number of public and private hearings and conducted site visits to several Perth prisons, the 
Perth watch house in Northbridge and the District and Supreme Courts. 
During the inquiry, Hon Joe Francis, MLA, Minister for Corrective Services, advised Parliament that the current 
court security and custodial services contract would not be rolled over and that tender documents would be 
released “in the coming months”. The committee resolved to continue the inquiry in order to inform Parliament 
of the outcome of its investigations and of relevant facts and gaps identified in the contract. The committee 
intended that the report would assist the decision-makers in the re-tender process. During the inquiry the 
committee was frustrated at the continual refusal by the minister to provide documents central to the inquiry 
despite numerous requests and assurances from the committee about the safe custody and use of the information 
in those documents. 
The government response to a committee report is intended to address, in a specific and substantive manner, the 
issues raised in the recommendations. The government response should explain what action, if any, will be taken 
as a result of each recommendation, and if no action is to be taken, why not. The government response to the 
twenty-sixth report addresses none of the substantive issues raised in the recommendations. It consists of vague 
and general comments. For example, in recommendation 3 the committee recommended that “the Minister 
advise how, in future contracts, this significant risk”—that is, contract management resourcing—“will be 
managed”. The trite response failed to explain how this risk would be managed. 
The government response is also deficient as it fails to articulate the government’s position in all 
10 recommendations—that is, whether the recommendations are supported, partly supported, not supported or 
supported in principle. The committee is of the view that the minister treated the committee with disdain and 
disregard during its inquiry in the non-provision of information, and the committee has again been treated in this 
manner by the tabling of this government response. 
The committee recommends that the Leader of the House table a further government response to the 
twenty-sixth report, “Transport of Persons in Custody”, that clearly articulates the government’s position on each 
recommendation. 
I commend the report to the house. 
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