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

Motion 
MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Leader of the House) [12.13 pm]: I move — 

That from Wednesday, 9 November 2016, and for the remainder of this year, unless otherwise ordered, 
so much of standing orders be suspended as is necessary to — 

(a) enable private members’ business to take precedence on Wednesdays between 4.30 pm and 
6.00 pm; 

(b) enable bills to be introduced without notice and to proceed without delay between the stages; 
and 

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

This motion obviously involves a reduction in the amount of time available for the opposition to initiate and 
debate issues that it wishes to raise. However, a motion such as this is common practice at this stage of the year 
and I think is well established, with less than two weeks of scheduled sittings remaining. It is a fairly modest 
change in relation to the total number of sitting weeks this year. As I said, it is a practice that is commonly 
followed in the last two or three weeks of sittings, whichever government is in office. I commend the motion to 
the house. 

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland) [12.15 pm]: It is common practice to curtail the amount of private members’ 
time in the last couple of weeks of Parliament. Unfortunately, this government started that process in October, 
which is unprecedented. There are two parts to the motion that the Leader of the House has moved today. One 
part deals with curtailing the amount of time available for private members’ business, effectively cutting back 
the three-hour time allocation each parliamentary week to only one and a half hours. The second part of the 
motion deals with the precedence of government motions and government business and allows bills to proceed 
without delay through all stages. That is something that does not have a lot of precedent. It is not common 
practice. It was not commonly used by the last Labor government. Having checked the record, it was used on 
only one occasion when the former Labor government was in office. That element of the motion moved by the 
Leader of the House is not commonplace—that is, to allow bills to be introduced and go through all stages and 
so forth without delay. 

I am unaware of any legislation that the government has in the wings that it is concerned about and that needs to 
be through this house by next Thursday. I am not sure why the Leader of the House moved that element of the 
motion today. I do not support that element of the motion. I appreciate that the government wants to cut back 
private members’ time in the last couple of weeks but I do not think it needs to be done “just because”. The 
Leader of the House needs a legislative agenda that demonstrates the need for more government time. I do not 
think the Leader of the House has presented that argument today. I am not sure what legislation he thinks he 
needs to progress through this house through all stages without delay. I note there is not a lot on the 
government’s agenda. There are bills that I think the government has no intention of bringing forward. I doubt 
that it wants to bring forward the Aboriginal Heritage Amendment Bill—something that it has absolutely put on 
the backburner. I doubt that it wants to bring forward the bill currently listed at No. 7 on the notice paper—the 
Criminal Code Amendment (Prevention of Lawful Activity) Bill. One of this government’s big bungles has been 
introducing such abhorrent legislation into this place. The community has given the government a very strong 
message about the inappropriateness of elements of the Criminal Code Amendment (Prevention of Lawful 
Activity) Bill. The government should have withdrawn that bill, but it has left it on the notice paper. Of course 
that just makes me wonder whether that will remain on the government’s agenda should it be successful at the 
state election in March. If that is the case, I think that gives people pause for thought about what kind of 
legislation the government would put through if it were to be successful for a third term. 

There is not a lot on the government’s agenda that screams out to be passed urgently. I note that three bills 
reached their final stage yesterday and passed through this house—one related to trading hours and another 
related to the impoundment of vehicles. The government gave no priority to the latter bill, having delayed its 
introduction for years. It was promised in 2013 but it did not bother introducing it until June this year and it did 
not bother bringing it on for debate until the end of October. That bill also progressed through this house 
yesterday, along with another bill. Today, we are dealing with the School Boarding Facilities Legislation 
Amendment and Repeal Bill 2016. I doubt that it will take very much time. We will then deal with the 
Classification (Publications, Films and Computer Games) Enforcement Amendment Bill. Again, I do not think 
that there will be any particular delay in that bill passing through. Finally, the only other bill that the government 
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listed for today is the Oil Refinery (Kwinana) Agreement Amendment Bill. If we were to do those three bills 
today and tomorrow, that is the whole government list for the week. It listed only six bills in the letter. We have 
done three of them and three bills are to be done in the next couple of days. I regard this as a heavy-handed and 
unnecessary approach by the government and the Leader of the House. The Leader of the House has not made 
the case for the necessity of the element of his motion that deals with the precedence of government business; 
that is paragraph (b) of the motion, which states — 

(b) enable bills to be introduced without notice and to proceed without delay between the stages; 
That provision is not commonly moved. It is not as commonplace as the Leader of the House would like 
everyone to believe. I reiterate that it was used on only one occasion by Hon John Kobelke when he was 
Leader of the House during the terms of the Gallop and Carpenter governments. I do not think that the 
Leader of the House has made the case. We are well aware that the government has the numbers and it will get 
its way in this, but I do not think it is a good move. 

Visitors — St Francis Xavier Primary School 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr I.C. Blayney): I would like to acknowledge the students from St Francis Xavier 
Primary School from my electorate of Geraldton. 

Debate Resumed 
MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Leader of the House) [12.21 pm] — in reply: I will respond very briefly. 
I appreciate the comments made by the manager of opposition business. The desire to enable all bills to pass 
through all stages on one day is, to some extent, a precautionary measure. If we do not need to use it, that is fine. 
However, it would be unfortunate if we got to, say, the end of the consideration in detail stage of a bill and we 
were not able to conclude it because of an inability to go into the third reading stage. We hope the Sentencing 
Legislation Amendment Bill 2016 will be introduced into this house following its passage through the 
Legislative Council—assuming it completes consideration of that bill. I think it is a fairly important bill. I think 
that is one example in which this provision could potentially be used. As I said, we are keen to ensure that due 
consideration is able to be given to legislation introduced into this house. We do not intend to abuse this change 
if it is agreed to by the house. 
Question put and passed. 
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