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TAXATION LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2015 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 21 April. 

MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [1.55 pm]: I get up to now speak on the 
Taxation Legislation Amendment Bill 2015 for the lofty time of approximately six minutes, but that will 
probably be chopped back to about four, maybe four and a half, allowing for interruptions from the Acting 
Speaker to say, “Members, could you please be quiet as you’re coming into the chamber for question time? 
Member for Mandurah, I can hear you from over here. Member for Mandurah, can you please be quiet?” The 
Acting Speaker might also draw attention to the fact that there is a member on his feet and that he is making an 
important contribution to this debate, yet we will see members filing in slowly but surely, chatting to each other 
and comparing notes — 

Mr W.R. Marmion: And they’ll be coming to hear your speech! 

Mr R.H. COOK: — about what they are going to be doing on the weekend; maybe reflecting on past glories 
and different debates. But the last thing they will be doing, Minister for Mines and Petroleum, is listening to me. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: You undersell yourself! 

Mr R.H. COOK: Ha, ha! 

Nevertheless, I will attempt to make a contribution today in this important debate because it is a debate that 
could impact very significantly on my electorate of Kwinana. It is my view that I have pearls of wisdom that I 
wish to cast before — 

Mr I.C. Blayney: Swine! 

Mr R.H. COOK: Ha, ha! Before the swine! That may be unparliamentary, Madam Acting Speaker! 

Dr K.D. Hames: Ask him to withdraw it! 

Mr R.H. COOK: No; he is the one who made the contribution! 

I might be casting pearls of wisdom before the chamber and, of course, it would be better if I could do it without 
the interruption of question time, which will no doubt come — 

Mr D.J. Kelly: Soon enough! 

Mr R.H. COOK: — very shortly; it will come shortly. From that point of view, I have some good points to 
make. Members might be interested in hanging around after question time to hear this important debate and the 
contribution that I will be making, and I will make it — 

Ms A.R. Mitchell: There are more people in the chamber now. 

Mr R.H. COOK: There are more people in the chamber! There may be more people in the chamber now than 
there will be after question time. 

Dr K.D. Hames: Do you want something on health to debate to help you? 

Mr R.H. COOK: I tried to relate it to health, minister. 

Mr W.R. Marmion interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms J.M. Freeman): Member, I would like to draw your attention to standing 
order 97, “Repetitious or irrelevant debate”. I might read it out for the member for the purposes of this debate — 

A member who persists in irrelevance or tedious repetition, either of the member’s own arguments or of 
the arguments used by other members, may be directed by the Speaker to discontinue the speech. 

A member directed to discontinue may require that the question “That the member be further heard”, be 
put which will be decided without debate. 

I am trying to suggest to the member that he may want to ensure that his speech is relevant to the issue before us. 
I hope that has assisted the member in understanding where the debate should be going. 

Mr R.H. COOK: Thank you, Madam Acting Speaker. I am very grateful to you for pointing out to me standing 
order 97. For those members who were not listening just then, standing order 97 states — 
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A member who persists in irrelevance or tedious repetition, either of the member’s own arguments or of the 
arguments used by other members, may be directed by the Speaker to discontinue the speech. 

Also for members’ interest, just in case they did not hear the Acting Speaker, it goes on — 

A member directed to discontinue may require — 

Indeed, “may require” — 

that the question “That the member be further heard”, be put which will be decided without debate. 

It would, of course, also be appropriate for the Acting Speaker to draw to my attention standing order 94, which 
refers to relevance, which, for those members interested, reads — 

A member’s speech — 

Mr D.J. Kelly: Would you take an interjection? 

Mr R.H. COOK: You would be surprised to hear, member for Bassendean, that I would! 

Mr D.J. Kelly: I’m not sure what standing order you’re referring to and I’m just wondering if you could repeat it 
for me. 

Mr R.H. COOK: Would that be standing order 97? 

Mr D.J. Kelly: No, that’s not my favourite standing order. 

Mr R.H. COOK: Is it standing order 97, referring to repetitious or irrelevant debate? 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 2665.]  
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