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SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE, EXTENSION OF HOURS 
Motion 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [11.05 am]:  I move - 

That from Tuesday, 13 November 2001 until Thursday, 6 December 2001 the House continue to sit 
until 11.00 pm on Tuesdays and Wednesdays and 6.00 pm on Thursdays and that the House commence 
its sittings on Wednesdays at 3.00 pm and Thursdays at 10.00 am. 

This is a reflection of the workload that faces the House and our desire to have some control over the hours that 
we will need to sit in order to meet the requirements of the legislative program.  It is certainly not an onerous 
schedule.  However, it will assist greatly in providing some additional time in which to debate the business of the 
House.  The proposition before us of the number of hours and their placement is identical to an arrangement that 
was achieved by the House last year.  I commend the motion. 

HON PETER FOSS (East Metropolitan) [11.07 am]:  We will be happy to support the motion.  It indicates the 
sort of cooperation the Opposition has offered throughout this session and the degree to which the House can 
succeed if it looks to that cooperation from the Opposition.  I believe it will be quite adequate to deal with all the 
business that needs to be dealt with in the time remaining for the House to sit, without either extending the hours 
further or keeping the House back further.  The Notice Paper does not appear to contain a lot of pieces of 
legislation that one would regard as being highly time-critical so that this House would have to sit longer.   

We have had a list of legislation that is regarded by the Government as critical, but it is one of those things that 
Governments in the lower House always do: they send Leaders of the House in this place a list as long as one’s 
arm of legislation that they regard as being highly important.  That requires of a Leader of the House in this 
place the ability to tell the people in the other place that they must get their priorities right and that we will not 
go mad trying to deal with not only legislation that they have not been able to get up to us but also legislation 
that has not even been introduced in the other place.  The important message for the Leader of the House to give 
to his colleagues is that, yes, we will sit longer hours; we will use our best endeavours to get the business dealt 
with; but they should not make stupid demands on this House to make up for the problems in their House.  I can 
assure the Leader of the House that he is no orphan in having been asked to meet such ludicrous requests.  It has 
happened to every Leader of the House in every Government that has ever existed.   

In this House of late, we have worked out that we do not need to sit ludicrous hours.  We can manage with our 
timetable, as long as we do not go overboard and we get a reasonable amount of cooperation between the parties.  
The Opposition has been extremely cooperative.  Some ill-advised remarks were made by the Leader of the 
House about our delaying things, but I draw his attention to the fact that I, particularly during the budget papers 
debate, said that I would make a short speech, and I did.  It would have been even shorter had I not been 
interjected on, not the least by the government Whip and the Leader of the House.  It is extraordinary, when the 
Government is so keen to get its legislative program through and the Opposition is trying to be so cooperative, 
that a member who has indicated that he is trying to make a short speech is interjected on by no less than the 
government Whip and the Leader of the House, plus another minister.  I commend to the Government a degree 
of discipline over its own members; admittedly if the Whip is one of the interjectors, it is difficult to expect other 
members to show the discipline that is required.   

Hon E.R.J. Dermer interjected. 

Hon PETER FOSS:  There he goes again!  I am trying to finish my speech, but if I am to be interjected on by the 
government Whip, it shows that this Government needs to manage its people a bit more tightly than it is, and 
perhaps it should speak to the Whip about how it can do that.  I suggest that it does require cooperation and 
effort from us all.  We tend to get a bit tired towards the end of a session; therefore, a bit of self-discipline is 
called for.   

Opposition members have been highly cooperative and will continue to be highly cooperative.  Contentious 
issues will arise that we will obviously need to debate fully, and we will be able to do that, and everything else 
that needs to be done, provided ridiculous demands are not made on us by the other place.  I look to the Leader 
of the House to watch over our interests and send a clear message to his colleagues in the other place not to try 
anything stupid.  We will deal with what needs to be dealt with.  Obviously, money Bills are the most important 
Bills to get through, and we believe they should be given the highest priority; and so long as we are given a 
reasonable and fair opportunity to deal with contentious matters, I am sure members will find that we will be 
cooperative and the outcome will be extremely beneficial.   

HON DEE MARGETTS (Agricultural) [11.12 am]:  It is evident that there is a degree of support for the 
motion.  However, there still needs to be some improvement in the communication of the program; and if we are 
to get through the next few weeks, that matter must be addressed.  For example, there are a number of issues 
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with regard to what happened to the legislation last night.  It would be useful, particularly in our situation as a 
smaller party, if we could be advised of what legislation the Government was likely to move onto next.  In that 
case, Hon Jim Scott, who was our spokesperson on that legislation, did not have his notes with him.  If we are to 
change the order of the Notice Paper, it would be useful if we could know that.  
Hon Kim Chance:  It was on the Business Program. 
Hon DEE MARGETTS:  There was a motion to change the order of the legislation. 
Hon Kim Chance:  We did not change the order.  The matters were adjourned progressively -  
Hon DEE MARGETTS:  Yes, and one matter dropped out.  It would be useful if members could know if the 
order is to be changed so that everyone can do their best to help the program along.   
At some stage, we need to give serious consideration to setting aside time in the program for non-government 
business.  Perhaps one of the reasons that there is so much debate on the Address-in-Reply and on certain Bills is 
that no time is set aside in the program for non-government business and to move private members Bills that are 
important to the community.  
Hon Kim Chance:  I am happy to talk to you about that. 
Hon DEE MARGETTS:  There still has not been a discussion in a formal meeting about how many hours we are 
likely to need and about the priorities of the matters that are listed.  Another issue that needs to be dealt with and 
that is on the Business Program is endless speaking times for some members of this Chamber and not others.  
Hon N.D. Griffiths:  Do you want that?  
Hon DEE MARGETTS:  No.  I am suggesting that if the leader of a party cannot put his views in the same time 
as any other member of this Chamber, then if there are any points that that person has left out, I am sure other 
persons in his or her party can make those additional points.  I see no reason that any member in this Chamber 
needs two, three or four hours to make a speech in this place.  Whether someone interjects from the other side is 
irrelevant.  In order for members of this place to know, particularly at this time of year, how much time is needed 
for Bills, it is extremely important that at some stage we address the concept of open-ended speaking times for 
some members of this Chamber.  We are all elected by our constituents, and it is reasonable to suggest that we 
have some discipline and put our views in the time allotted; and if any other points need to be made, they can be 
made by other members of one’s party.  

Question put and passed.   
 


