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PROCEDURE AND PRIVILEGES COMMITTEE 
Eighth Report - Legislative Assembly Meeting Times 

MRS D.J. GUISE (Wanneroo - Deputy Speaker) [10.11 am]:  I present for tabling the eighth report of the 
Procedure and Privileges Committee, on the Legislative Assembly’s meeting times. 
[See paper No 2449.] 
Mrs D.J. GUISE:  On 26 February 2003, following the release of the proposed new Legislative Council sitting 
times, which commenced on 20 March 2003, the Procedure and Privileges Committee agreed to review possible 
options for Legislative Assembly sitting hours.  After the committee prepared several options for sitting 
arrangements, various members of the committee canvassed their respective parties for feedback.  Following 
further discussion, the committee decided that further consideration of the matter should be postponed until the 
new Legislative Council sitting hours had been trialled for at least six months.  
The matter was again placed on the committee’s agenda after the new Legislative Council meeting times had 
been in operation for 12 months.  The committee is aware of anecdotal evidence that the new meeting times had 
not significantly altered business in the Legislative Council such that the Legislative Assembly should follow 
suit.  The committee was also concerned that, if the Legislative Assembly were to adopt similar meeting times, 
there would be significant additional pressure on Legislative Assembly members when undertaking their 
electorate responsibilities.  The committee recognises that members who represent Legislative Assembly 
electorates have a far higher profile with the general public then Legislative Council members, who jointly 
represent multiple-member regions.  While this places more pressure upon Legislative Assembly members’ time, 
it would be further exacerbated if the number of sitting days in any week for the Legislative Assembly were 
increased.  Furthermore, anecdotal evidence also indicates that the new Legislative Council times were proving 
to be problematic for the executive members of that House.  While ultimately all members are required to first 
give their attendance to the House, the committee acknowledges that Assembly members with executive 
responsibilities would find it more difficult to attend to their ministerial duties and electorate responsibilities 
under greatly altered arrangements.  The committee therefore concludes that it is impractical to adopt meeting 
times for the Legislative Assembly similar to those of the Legislative Council.  

However, the committee believes a minor adjustment could be made to the commencement time for sittings on 
Thursdays.  By adjusting the commencement time to 10.00 am, members with metropolitan electorates will be 
able to briefly visit their electorate offices and conduct other meetings prior to the House meeting on Thursdays.  
I might also note that I am au fait with some overseas models, in which there is a split between the business and 
financial sector and the retail sector.  If we are looking to a livable city for the future, perhaps the Parliament 
could be seen as a trendsetter in making that split, to ease traffic congestion in the city.  We are suggesting a 
model that might be considered some time in the future.  I am sure the member for Carine is interested in that, 
given her interest in public transport and the road network.  Perhaps the Parliament can set a little trend here for 
the future, and think about adopting the model of splitting times.  The committee therefore proposes that an 
amendment be made to Standing Order No 19 by amending the commencement time for Thursdays from 9.00 
am to 10.00 am. 

The committee also reviewed the adjournment times for Thursday meetings of the Legislative Assembly and 
concluded that there were advantages in having a later adjournment time for Thursdays.  It was acknowledged, 
however, that members with country electorates, who needed to travel by air or drive long distances, under 
current arrangements generally have access to pairs through their respective Whips that allows them to depart for 
their electorates at reasonable times.  The committee is very cognisant of that fact, and that arrangement needs to 
continue, so that commonsense applies.  The committee acknowledges that, when needed, it is open for the 
Government, through the Leader of the House, to extend the adjournment time on Thursdays by one hour but 
indicates that the House should not adjourn later than 6.00 pm.  

MS K. HODSON-THOMAS (Carine) [10.16 am]:  I support the report on sitting hours.  Although the 
Procedures and Privileges Committee has reviewed this issue over the past few months, it has been debated by 
many of us over a long period.  During the previous Parliament, the changes were made to sitting times with a 
view to making them a little more family friendly.  That is an interesting issue, because what was hoped to result 
in family friendly hours has not done so.  It was said that when the House rose on a Wednesday evening, many 
members would be able to spend more time at home with their families.  Most members, however, actually end 
up spending more time in their electorates.  Another evening is available to us to be in our electorates.  That is a 
good thing, but it did not address the issue of more family friendly hours.  I know country members had an issue 
with the Wednesday evenings.  They find that they are in Perth on Wednesday evenings with nothing to do.  
They do not have their family here to spend that evening with.  
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We are actually dealing here with the Thursday commencement time.  As the member for Wanneroo said, I have 
an interest in this, particularly in relation to the road network and public transport.  I will not try to make this 
political, although it may be viewed that way.  I have noticed, coming from my electorate in the northern 
suburbs, that to arrive at Parliament by 9.00 am, I am often caught in enormous congestion.  This is more 
relevant in the winter months.  Once upon a time, when the starting time was 10.00 am, it was easy to leave my 
electorate at 9.40 am and be here punctually for the 10.00 am start.  It is always interesting on a Thursday 
morning to see how bare this place is, because often members are not here on time.  They do not arrive until after 
9.00 am, which is most unfortunate.  
I am so pleased to see you in the Chair, Mr Acting Speaker!  With the commencement of construction of the 
southern railway, I feel for the people of your electorate.  It will be a good thing for Mandurah if the Government 
takes up the suggestion to commence sitting at 10.00 am on Thursday.  It will perhaps provide members with an 
opportunity to leave a little later, or even spend some time at their electorate offices, before they come to the 
Parliament.  Those issues must be considered.  I am sure that the member for Joondalup finds it difficult to come 
from Joondalup for a 9.00 am start, as would the member for Hillarys.   
Mr R.F. Johnson:  I definitely do.  It is the worst time of the day to come to Parliament, because the Mitchell 
Freeway is like a car park at that time of the morning.   
Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  It is indeed.  It is not just about us.  The member for Wanneroo has made a very 
valid point.  If we considered staggering work times for members of the community who work in the central 
business district, we might find that we could share the load on our road network, and that would be a good 
thing.  A change to the sitting times would be a positive step.  Members invariably stay at Parliament until at 
least six o’clock on a Thursday evening.  It is hardly worthwhile leaving before six o’clock, because doing so 
means they would get caught in the traffic congestion.  They may as well spend some time at Parliament doing 
further work or catching up with colleagues.  I certainly support the suggestion that we change the Thursday 
sitting times.  It would be a good move for the Parliament.  I hope the Government will take the opportunity to 
address that matter promptly and will not ignore the recommendations of the Procedure and Privileges 
Committee.   

While I am on my feet, Mr Acting Speaker, I hope you will allow me a little latitude to make some comments 
about the first report that was presented.  I did not take the opportunity earlier, but I am sure that you will allow 
me to make a few brief remarks.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr D.A. Templeman):  As the member for Carine has feelings for me, I am happy to 
accommodate her request!   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Report No 6 about questions on notice is a good report.  It is an issue that many 
opposition members of the committee felt needed to be addressed.  We recognise that often members in the 
Legislative Council ask questions and obtain answers to questions in a much speedier manner than do we.  If that 
can be done in the Legislative Council, why can it not be done in the Assembly?  I think a calendar month is a 
little long; however, given that it currently takes three months to obtain an answer, I will not argue the toss.  I 
simply wanted to put those few remarks on the record, and I appreciate that you have allowed me that 
opportunity, Mr Acting Speaker.   
 


