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STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION 
Private Members’ Business, All Stages of Bills, and Council Messages — Motion 

Leave granted for motion to be moved in amended form. 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta — Leader of the House) [12.18 pm]: I move — 

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

(a) to enable private members’ business to take precedence on Wednesday, 18 June 2008, from 
4.00 pm to 6.00 pm; and 

(b) until 31 July 2008, to enable bills to proceed without delay between the stages, and to enable 
messages from the Legislative Council to be taken into consideration on the day on which they 
are received. 

Part (a) of the motion will enable private members’ business to run from 4.00 to 6.00 pm this evening. With your 
indulgence, Mr Speaker, we will have a dinner break between 6.00 and 7.00 pm and continue with government 
business from 7.00 pm onwards. I envisage again that we will finish, as we did last evening, somewhere between 
10.00 and 11.00 pm, but I do not propose that we should go past 11.00 pm. This will enable us to make very 
good progress on the matters appearing on the notice paper.  
Part (b) of the motion permits the house to move through all stages of a bill on the same day, and to deal with 
Legislative Council messages on the day they are received. There is no suggestion that the government will 
introduce things that it has not foreshadowed. Messages from the Council will need to be dealt with on the same 
day. That date was put there because if an amendment was made in the week during which the Legislative 
Council but not the Legislative Assembly was sitting, we would need to return for a short time in early July. 
Therefore we have extended it to cover such a sitting day, if it should arise. I anticipate that that is not likely to 
happen, but this simply makes allowance, should we need to return, to deal with an amendment from the 
Legislative Council following the rising of this house. 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe) [12.20 pm]: The opposition agrees with this motion. It amounts to an 
agreement to reduce private members’ time from three hours to two hours. That is common at the end of a 
session, certainly at the end of the year, and often at the end of the autumn session. In doing so, we expect the 
government to keep to its legislation as it was specified at the beginning of this week, and not to deal with 
extraneous or trivial matters. I recall that last time we agreed to a similar motion, the government proceeded to 
spend a day or so debating the roles of upper house members and various other matters. It completely trivialised 
the whole thing.  

The opposition accepts this in good faith and Parliament will sit tonight. We cooperated yesterday in the fairly 
rapid passage of the Diamond (Argyle Diamond Mines Joint Venture) Agreement Amendment Bill so that it 
could go through both houses. We will act in good faith on genuine legislation, but the government should not 
expect these arrangements to persist if it gets up to pranks; we would never do that! I note, however, that there 
are two matters listed for private members’ business this afternoon, which has been reduced from three hours to 
two hours. One is from the member for Churchlands and the other is from the member for Stirling. The Liberal 
party does not have a matter listed. 

Mr J.A. McGinty: That’s very kind of you! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: It is very generous, yes! I ask members opposite to cooperate. I hope to hear some debate 
on both motions; I doubt we will finish the matter raised by the member for Churchlands, and I hope it will be 
adjourned to allow some debate on the other matter raised. That would be a fair outcome. 

MR D.T. REDMAN (Stirling) [12.22 pm]: I will make a couple of comments, more from frustration than from 
any capacity to be able to change what will happen. The frustration comes from the perspective of the 
opportunities that some of us in opposition are given to raise issues in this house. There are really only a handful 
of opportunities, and one of those is private members’ time. The National Party has a number of motions on the 
notice paper. We are certainly proactive about the issues we raise in this house, and we seek every opportunity to 
debate those issues. The opportunities are very limited. The Leader of the House gave notice of the suspension of 
standing orders to modify procedures to enable a late sitting, but for private members’ time to be given the full 
three hours. As the member for Cottesloe highlighted when he accepted the position of the Leader of the House, 
as I understand it, it is the Liberal Party that wants only two hours private members’ business rather than three. 
The Leader of the House was actually prepared to offer three hours. Three hours of debate was proposed last 
week, and only two hours ended up being used; that was not planned clearly enough, and, in my opinion, an 
insufficient strategy was put in place to put these matters in order. It is of serious concern to have only two hours 
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of private members’ time when we could have had three, as there are already very few opportunities in which to 
raise issues. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, members! 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: The National Party takes every opportunity to raise issues in this house. In my opinion it 
does not get a fair crack. To sit here and say that we will accept the amendment made by the Leader of the House 
to bring private members’ business back to two hours, when he offered three hours yesterday, is quite ludicrous. 
I do not accept that this reduction in time is common practice. The Leader of the House provided an opportunity 
for us to use that time. There is certainly not a lack of issues to be raised in this house. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke: I can assure you that it is fairly common practice for the last week of sitting. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: The Leader of the House offered the opportunity of three hours of private members’ time. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke: That’s a standing order. It has been quite a regular practice in the last week, and at the end of 
the year, and sometimes for the last three weeks, to reduce private members’ time. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: It is my understanding that had the motion of which the Leader of the House gave notice 
yesterday been read in exactly the same way as it is rendered on the notice paper, we would have had three 
hours’ private members’ time today. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke: That is correct, because the intent of the motion had nothing to do with private members; it 
had to do with us being able to sit on Wednesday night. That is what it was about, and I gave notice of that 
before I had had an opportunity to discuss my proposal with the opposition, and, as we normally do, we reduced 
the time for private members’ business in the last week of the sitting. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: The only reason I have not chosen to dissent from this motion is that, as a result of the way 
it is set out, there may not have been time to have three hours’ effective debate on the two motions. It would 
have looked a little silly had I gone against it. However, I highlight the fact that the National Party has many 
matters to bring to the house, and we seek every opportunity to do so. 

Question put and passed. 

The SPEAKER: As a result of the motion being carried, I advise members that we will break between 6.00 pm 
and 7.00 pm this evening for dinner. 
 


