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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE — PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BUSINESS, 
ALL STAGES OF BILLS, AND COUNCIL MESSAGES 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 
MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Leader of the House) [4.26 pm]: I move — 

That so much of the standing orders be suspended as is necessary to enable — 

(a) private members’ business to have priority on Wednesday, 11 November 2015 from 4.30 to 
6.00 pm; 

(b) bills to be introduced without notice and to proceed through all stages in one day; and 

(c) messages from the Legislative Council to be taken into consideration on the day on which they 
are received 

for the remainder of 2015 unless otherwise ordered.  

The moving of this type of motion at this stage of the year is now quite routine. It does reduce the amount of 
time available for opposition business. However, there is long-established precedent for this type of motion. We 
are making quite a modest change. We have not proposed to remove grievances or some of the other procedures 
that could be modified. I ask for support for this motion to enable us, in the final three sitting weeks of this year, 
to get through as much business as possible. 

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland) [4.27 pm]: The opposition will not oppose this motion from the government. 
We note that a similar motion has been moved in previous years. However, I am not sure whether this type of 
motion has been applied in previous years for the final three weeks of a sitting. I am aware that on previous 
occasions, it has been applied for only the final two weeks of a sitting. Therefore, I am not sure that this motion 
has full precedent. Also, in some instances, this type of motion has been moved only to enable bills to go through 
all stages without the need to be declared urgent. The curtailing of private members’ time to one and a half hours 
does reduce the amount of time the opposition has to raise issues of significance. We find that because of the 
way in which this government and its incompetent ministers are travelling, there are many issues that we would 
raise if we had more private members’ time. I believe that one of the benefits for the government in moving this 
motion is that government ministers and government policies will be subject to less scrutiny. However, I do not 
see the point in debating this motion or opposing this motion at this stage. 

I note also that the government has been pretty tardy with its legislative agenda. The government has not had a very 
dynamic agenda. Earlier this year, there were weeks in which the government appeared to be struggling to find 
things to bring to the floor of the house. It seems to me that if the government was better able to manage the house, 
this kind of motion would not be necessary. I point out also that this motion will mean that for this three-week 
period, the Assembly will sit on Wednesday nights. Therefore, not only will we sit very late on Tuesday evenings, 
we will also sit late, by most people’s standards, on Wednesday evenings, probably until 10 o’clock, or thereafter. 
That is something that I do not support, because it is not a family-friendly practice to sit late into the evening. 

The government has some bills on the notice paper that obviously need to be passed by the end of this year. 
There are many more important matters, such as the government’s amendments to the dangerous sex offender 
legislation, which have yet to see the light of day and will not be able to get through this house this year. Again, 
with better management by government, this kind of motion would not be necessary. It is, no doubt, convenient 
for the government to be able to curtail our private members’ time. However, we do not intend to oppose the 
motion that the Leader of the House has put forward. 

Question put and passed. 
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