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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE — PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BUSINESS 

Suspension of Standing Orders — Motion 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Leader of the House) [1.15 pm]: I move — 

That so much of standing orders be suspended as is necessary to enable private members’ business to 
have priority on Wednesday, 16 March 2016, between 4.00 and 8.00 pm. 

This motion will allow us to sit past the usual finishing time of 7.00 pm. I understand that members would prefer 
not to be here later on Wednesday nights and we do not aim to make this a regular occurrence, but it depends on 
the amount of time spent in debate on legislation that is a priority for not only the government, but also, in most 
cases, Parliament as a whole. The opposition is keen to have quite a number of speakers on quite a number of 
bills, and this motion will allow further time for that to occur. I am hoping that we will not be here very late 
tonight; we will take a reasonable approach. In the last sitting week we were here on Wednesday evening but 
finished soon after 4.00 pm on Thursday; maybe that will be possible tomorrow. Certainly next week, in the 
lead-up to Easter, we will aim to not finish late on Thursday afternoon, of course. We aim to take a reasonable 
approach to this, but we need adequate time for legislation to be considered and for the opposition to speak. 
MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland) [1.16 pm]: I rise to speak, as I did last time the Leader of the House moved 
a similar motion. I have previously put on record that I think the standing orders need reform. Late last year 
a proposal came out of the Procedure and Privileges Committee, but the government did not accept the 
committee’s recommendations. That cross-party committee comprises members of the government, the 
opposition and the National Party. We put a unanimous proposal to the government. Unfortunately, the 
government sought to cherrypick from that proposal what might suit it, rather than proceed with it fully. I do not 
intend to revisit that in detail, nor do I intend to detail again the fact that the sitting hours of this place need to be 
brought into the modern age. We made some progress more than 15 years ago, and we need to make some 
further progress. Some of the progress made was that we would not sit on Wednesday nights. Rather than repeat 
what I put on record relatively recently about family-friendly sitting hours—this is not just about women; it is 
about whole families and sensible sitting hours—I will focus today on the limited number of weeks we will sit 
this year. 
It is true that the opposition wants to contribute in detail to legislation that the government brings forward. We 
want to ask questions in the consideration in detail stage and subject legislation to appropriate scrutiny. On that 
basis, it would be my simple proposal that we need to sit another couple of weeks. The government cannot just 
spring it on people; it is even more disruptive to families and people’s lives when we are not given notice. I get 
advised by email towards the end of the week before when there is a proposal of this nature, and most people 
find out on Friday that they are required to sit on Wednesday night if they want to participate in Parliament’s 
proceedings, which of course everyone expects members of Parliament to do. I do not think that is satisfactory. 
We will sit this week and next week, and then there will be a one-week recess. We will then sit for one week, 
and then there will be a recess of four weeks. I am not proposing that at short notice the government pull out one 
of those four weeks now without giving people notice, but I really question why the government put a four-week 
recess in there. There is space there; there is a three-week sitting — 
Mr J.H.D. Day: It is related to the school holidays and Easter. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: There are not four weeks for Easter and school holidays. A combination of Easter and 
school holidays surely tallies three weeks. 
Mr J.H.D. Day: I should have said Anzac Day. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: In any event, even if Anzac Day is one of the reasons, the fact of the matter is that that is 
just a day, not a week; maybe we could have sat a couple of days that week or sat different hours or something—
I am not sure. But the fact of the matter is that there will be a six-week recess midyear, and we will finish on 
17 November. I can well understand why the government might want to rush out of Parliament early this year 
and not face question time and matters of public interest in the lead-up to the 2017 election.  
But this is not the way to run Parliament. The government cannot just blame the opposition because we want to 
subject bills to appropriate scrutiny. If the government has a legislative workload to get through, it should have 
listed a couple more weeks. In opposition we do not know what legislative workload the government is going to 
put forward or how controversial the bills it puts forward are going to be. Only the government knows that, so 
when we see a smaller number of sitting weeks listed for the year, we have to assume that the government does 
not have much of a legislative agenda or that the bills it is bringing forward are not going to be controversial. It 
is pretty lame to blame the opposition for wanting to subject the government’s legislation to scrutiny. Everyone 
knows that there is some pretty controversial legislation coming up, particularly with regard to the protest laws 
and yes, that will be very time consuming for the Parliament. But the way to deal with this is to sit proper hours 
and for a proper number of weeks for the year rather than just saying, on an ad hoc, week-by-week basis, 
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“Oh well, let’s just change the arrangements and sit on a Wednesday night.” I do not think that that is good 
practice or good planning. 
Question put and passed. 
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