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SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE 
Motion 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [3.48 pm]:  I move without notice -   

That from Wednesday, 6 November 2002 for the remainder of the session, the House continue to sit 
until 11.00 pm on Tuesday and Wednesday and 6.00 pm on Thursday, and the House commence its 
sittings on Tuesday at 3.00 pm, Wednesday at 3.30 pm and Thursday at 10.00 am.  

This motion reflects the need of the House to progress a range of very important Bills, including the Animal 
Welfare Bill 2001, which was just subject to a notice of motion from the Leader of the Opposition.  In the past 
this House has managed its workload extremely effectively by stretching the starting and finishing date within 
reasonable limits and has been able to get through its work without excessive late sittings and without sitting too 
close to Christmas.  I hope the House will support this reasonable proposition that will allow us to progress the 
legislation which must be finalised this year.  

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [3.50 pm]:  In indicating the 
support of the Opposition for this motion, I will make a couple of comments.  Today I received from the Leader 
of the House a letter indicating the Government’s legislative program for the next two weeks.  This is a big help, 
because it is quite different from the program that was previously provided to the Opposition for next week.  The 
letter also indicates that after the next two weeks, the Leader of the House will advise the Opposition of 
additional legislation that needs to be passed in the spring session.  We should be thankful for small mercies in 
that the Government has indicated to the Opposition that six Bills need to be dealt with in the next two weeks.  
We have no idea what is to be dealt with after that! 

Although I have suggested in the past to the Leader of the House that the House sit longer hours at the end of 
sessions to deal with legislation, it has never occurred this early.  The proposed sitting program indicates another 
four weeks of sitting.  I would have thought that by now the Government would have indicated its legislative 
program for the remainder of this session.  The Bills the Government wishes to deal with in the next two weeks 
are the Railway (Jandakot to Perth) Bill 2002, the Volunteers (Protection from Liability) Bill 2002, the Home 
Building Contracts Amendment Bill 2002, the Civil Liability Bill 2002, the Insurance Commission of Western 
Australia Amendment Bill 2002 and the Workers’ Compensation and Rehabilitation (Acts of Terrorism) 
Amendment Bill 2002.  The Opposition can indicate ways and means of ensuring that those six Bills are dealt 
with in the next two weeks.  The Railway (Jandakot to Perth) Bill 2002 can be dealt with in the next couple of 
hours by the Government agreeing to send it to a committee, which is the motion currently being debated by the 
House.   

Hon Graham Giffard:  The answer of the Government is no.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  That is entirely up to the House to decide in due course.  The Government has a 
motion on the Notice Paper - 

Hon Tom Stephens:  That took one minute; now let us move on to the next point.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I am pleased Hon Tom Stephens is here.  I was prepared to be very generous to the 
Government and agree to this motion without too much concern.  I am also spending a few moments giving the 
minister some advice, which he may or may not accept.  He probably will not accept it.  The railway Bill is very 
significant, and it will not be dealt with in a short time.  Unless it is sent to a committee, I cannot give the 
Government any guarantees about when it will finish.  It will be dealt with properly and debated thoroughly in 
this House if it does not go to a committee.  If it goes to a committee it will be dealt with very thoroughly by the 
committee and it will come back to the House, which will presumably then take much less time to deliberate on 
it.  The Government can get that one through in the next two weeks if it goes to a committee.  If it does not go to 
a committee, I cannot give any guarantees about how long it will take.  The other five Bills can be dealt with.  

Hon Ken Travers:  The committee would not get the Bill through in two weeks.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I did not say that.   

Hon Ken Travers:  That is exactly what you said.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I said it could be dealt with in the next two weeks.  

Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT:  Order!  The member on his feet is indicating his views.  They do not need to be interpreted.  
Hon NORMAN MOORE:  In case there is any misunderstanding, the order of the day relating to the Railway 
(Jandakot to Perth) Bill 2002 could be dealt with in the next two weeks.  It could be dealt with tonight if the 
legislation is sent to a committee.  When that committee reports is up to the committee and when the Bill is 
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disposed of by this House is entirely up to the House and the committee process.  That is what I am saying; 
therefore, I hope that clarifies any confusion that members may have.  

The Opposition believes that the other five Bills can be debated and finalised in the next two weeks.  In fact, we 
have been waiting quite a long time for some of these Bills to be debated.  Even today, I have had to give notice 
of a motion to bring on a Bill about animal welfare, which has been sitting here for twelve months.  I keep 
hearing from sundry parliamentary secretaries in the other place that somehow or other the Opposition is holding 
up this Bill.  Even the minister in charge of the Bill in this House seems to think that is the case.  I draw to the 
attention of the Minister for Housing and Works that the letter from Hon Kim Chance to me does not include the 
Animal Welfare Bill 2001 as being one the Government wishes to deal with in the next two weeks, even though 
it is on the program for the next two weeks that was sent to us.  I have sought to assist the Government to deal 
with that Bill by moving to bring it on, so that once and for all the Parliamentary Secretary to the Premier will 
know that the incompetence of the Government’s legislative management of this House rather than the 
Opposition is holding it up.   
Several members interjected. 
Hon NORMAN MOORE:  That is good; it will go on the list and be dealt with in due course.  The Government 
cannot have it both ways.  It cannot blame the Opposition for Bills not being passed when it does not bring the 
Bills on.  I am loath to take this course of action, even though there is a facility for members to move that 
motions be moved up the Notice Paper.  It is not one the Opposition has ever used, in my recollection.  It is the 
job of the Government to organise the business of the House, although I had that job taken out of my hands by 
the then Leader of the Opposition on many occasions when we sat on the other side of the House.  I 
fundamentally believe that the Government should be in charge of the business of the House.  That is how it has 
been and how it should be.  If Bills are not dealt with, it is the decision of the Government.   
I am interested in how serious the Government is about this place and the legislative program.  Last Thursday 
there was only one minister in the House.  Two ministers were off doing other obviously important things, but 
they left the running of the place to one minister.  The House adjourned at 4.30 pm on Thursday because that 
minister had to catch a plane to somewhere as well.  He is paired today because I gather he is somewhere else.  
The moment the Opposition said it would agree with pairs, the floodgates opened, and everybody headed off in 
all directions - some north, some south, some to the Middle East and wherever else they could find around the 
world.  I bet the jet was working overtime.  
Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  What a disgrace that the Opposition blocked pairs for so long, depriving members of the 
opportunity to work in their constituencies.   
Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I have always believed that the first responsibility of members is to the Parliament 
and that pairs are provided to members when there is something that they simply cannot get out of or is of 
significant importance and necessity to require them to be absent from the House.  The Opposition has agreed to 
reinstate pairs following the comments of the Leader of the House about the matter that caused the cessation of 
pairs in the first place.  That has been resolved, and that is how it should be.  However, the biggest mistake I 
made the week before last was to bring on pairs a day too soon, because on the Thursday the worst second 
reading speech ever read in this House was given.  Had we not had pairs, that Bill would not have been 
introduced that Thursday, which would have given the Opposition at least another week to contemplate that 
rubbish.  
I query the Government’s enthusiasm for and sincerity about getting through its business program because this 
House adjourned at 4.30 pm on Thursday, 24 October.  The Government is now asking this House to sit longer 
hours.  I hope that the Leader of the House will give some indication that ministers will be present to deal with 
legislation if the House is to sit longer hours.  We must never again have the absolute disgrace of the previous 
Thursday when one minister tried to carry the business of the House for the whole day.  That is not the first time 
that has happened.  For some reason or another, it always appears to be the same minister who has to do it. 

Hon Tom Stephens:  You always complain when I am here and when I am not here!  I cannot work out the 
Leader of the Opposition. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I do not complain about the minister not being here; I do not complain about him 
being here either.  It is what he does that I find difficult to comprehend.  His presence is not the problem; it is his 
behaviour!  If he cannot behave properly he should not be in this place.  As a general rule, I wish the minister 
were not even a member of this House.  It would improve the tone of this place by about 400 per cent! 

The Opposition will support the motion but it wants assurances from the Leader of the House that the 
Government will deal with legislation and the processes of the House in a sincere way and that the debacle of the 
last sitting Thursday will not happen again.  In addition, it wants an assurance that the House will not adjourn 
early because the last minister left standing has to catch an aeroplane.  If the Opposition agrees, the Leader of the 
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House must avoid sitting longer than the hours set under the motion.  We do not want to find that this is the first 
bite of the cherry and that, in two or three weeks, we will be faced with all-night sittings.  The Opposition will 
agree to the extended hours outlined in the motion, provided it will be the situation until the end of the year.  The 
motion refers to the end of the session.  I want more specific detail about when it finishes.  It should state to the 
end of the year.   

Hon Kim Chance:  I am happy to make it to the end of this year. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Therefore, the motion should be amended.  That would satisfy my requirements.  If 
the Leader of the House is prepared to acknowledge that, it will prove very helpful. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Hon Nick Griffiths will be absent today and tomorrow night.  During that time, the House 
will deal with the Railway (Jandakot to Perth) Bill 2002, rather than the insurance Bills.  As I understand it, that 
is the only pair that the House has of ministers. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I was relieved to find out that only one-third of ministers would be absent this week; 
it is a big improvement. 

Hon Ken Travers:  We do not have as many ministers as you did!  We run a lean and mean Government! 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I agree with the parliamentary secretary on both accounts - it is lean and mean! 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order, members!  I call the prospective ministers to order! 

Amendment to Motion 
Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I move - 

To delete “session” and substitute “year”.  
I gather from the interjection of the Leader of the House that the hours of sitting to be established will be those 
for the rest of the year.  I take it he sees no need for all-night sittings? 
Hon Kim Chance:  The Government has a legislative program to get through and I believe the House can do it 
within these new hours. 
Hon NORMAN MOORE:  When shall we know what is in the legislative program? 

Hon Kim Chance:  By the middle of next week at the latest; possibly even by Tuesday. 
Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I look forward to that.  If the Leader of the House believes that some of the more 
contentious Bills, which have taken up a significant amount of the time of this House, will be dealt with 
fleetingly, he is mistaken.  I can think of at least two Bills - which I will not mention - that will take more than a 
fleeting part of the time of this House. 
The Notice Paper lists a number of Bills that could have been dealt with a long time ago.  They are Bills with 
which the Opposition agrees and is prepared to pass quickly.  The problem is that they have not been brought on.  
We have sat here for the past two years dealing with the most contentious legislation imaginable and that has 
taken a lot of time.  We are now confronted with that situation again.  Last Thursday week two Bills were 
introduced into this House and the other place, both of which are extremely contentious.  The Railway (Jandakot 
to Perth) Bill 2002 is also very contentious.  This House of Review cannot be expected to deal with such 
legislation in five minutes.  The Leader of the House must not come to the Opposition in two weeks and tell us 
that he wants to knock off the electoral Bill, the President’s voting Bill, the railway Bill and a few others.  It 
cannot be done in two weeks.  I have told my colleagues that they should expect to be here until Christmas Eve if 
necessary.  We will be here to do our job.  The Leader of the House should be realistic.  He will do us a great 
favour if he lets us know quickly what is the legislative program for the rest of the year.  He used to criticise me 
regularly for not doing the same. 
HON DEE MARGETTS (Agricultural) [4.06 pm]:  The Greens (WA) are not happy with the way this motion 
has been put.  The motion was presented to us this morning and, once again, an agreement has been made 
between the Government and the Leader of the Opposition. 
Hon Norman Moore:  That is not true; I received a letter only this morning. 
Hon DEE MARGETTS:  I stand corrected.  It appears that there has not been a meeting between the parties 
represented in this House to discuss the Government’s legislative program and how many sitting hours are 
needed to complete it.  Parties have not had the opportunity to tell the Government how many sitting hours they 
believe are necessary to debate the legislative program.  We have had no opportunity to discuss how best the 
House can get through the Government’s program.  This has happened time and again at the end of each session 
and year.  We have been told on numerous occasions that we will be given a list, but changes always occur in the 
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last few days.  The Leader of the Opposition has made an error of judgment in agreeing to the motion asking for 
better communication from the Government.  It would have been better for him to say that all parties represented 
in this House should discuss the matter, and not wait for another 10 days in order to obtain some indication of 
the legislative program to the end of the year.  The Cabinet should get its act together because, quite frankly, I 
am sick of the Legislative Council being used as the whipping boy by the Government in the other place.  It says 
that we cannot handle a legislative program.  We are not being told what the program is.  Our position is 
reasonable.  We must have an approximation of what is expected in the remaining weeks.  First of all, we must 
be told what legislation must be passed.  There must be a process by which all representative parties in this place 
are provided by the Government with a full list of legislation.  There must be no surprises; it must give as a list 
of what it wants.  In return, the parties can give a realistic assessment of how long it will take to deal with the 
legislation.  We currently have a silly process.  Even if we agree to extra sitting hours we still do not know what 
the program is; we do not know for how long the Government proposes that this House should sit.  There are 
many examples in the past year and a half of our being told not to worry, because we would be told in the next 
few days.  Everything is left to the last minute and we are told of changes to Bills on the last sitting days.  If the 
Government wants the cooperation of all members, we need timely knowledge of what is on its program and to 
be able to negotiate how best to provide those extra hours.  This is not a good process. 

HON PETER FOSS (East Metropolitan) [4.10 pm]:  I am sorry that Hon Dee Margetts got the call before me 
because I now have the horror of rising to my feet knowing that I will agree entirely with her. 
I will raise one matter seriously with the Leader of the House.  I have raised it before and I am sure he has heard 
it but I suspect his colleagues in the other place have not; that is, an analogy to digestion.  I have said before that 
this is the reality of the matter.  During this Government’s term, it has brought forward one indigestible piece of 
legislation after another.  It is entitled to do so.  However, it has mismanaged the process and has not allowed the 
House, in between dealing with the indigestible legislation, to have what I call roughage.  I can assure members 
opposite that there will come a time when the legislation will be passed; however, if indigestible legislation 
continues to be put first, we on this side of the House will chew on it for as much time as is made available.  Like 
the Government, I seriously want to pass some of this legislation on the Notice Paper.  Apart from there being 
legislation on the program that the Government has introduced, which is plain good government, some 
legislation is mine and I would not mind having it passed.  It is not that we on this side do not want to support 
some of this legislation.  We are keen to have the opportunity to support it and to speed its passage through this 
Parliament.  However, if the Government continues to put up indigestible legislation every day, the Government 
will find that it will get nowhere.  That will not be the fault of opposition members; it will be due to bad 
management by the Government.  I am sure that message has got through to the Leader of the House; however, it 
does not seem to be getting through to government members in the other House.  Perhaps they do not want to 
listen.  Perhaps they are not interested in good legislation or legislation that is digestible and all they want to do 
is to beat the upper House around the head for political reasons.  
Hon Kim Chance:  I accept your comments.  However, five of the six Bills that we gave notice of today are non-
contentious.  
Hon PETER FOSS:  I agree and this is about the first time this has happened.  Recently, members came to this 
place every day to face the controversial gay and lesbian legislation, the electoral reform legislation and the 
industrial legislation.  We needed a good purgative to deal with legislation like that.  It is plain psychology that 
some regard be given to the professional satisfaction of members in this place.  We would all like the 
professional satisfaction of dealing responsibly with legislation that will benefit Western Australians.  My 
experience in the past has been that 90 per cent of the legislation dealt with in this place is non-contentious with 
both sides struggling to debate it for the benefit of Western Australians.  That is not because of the politics of 
this place, but because we want to get it right.  If every day we continue to get indigestible fare then we will have 
problems with it. 
I notice that we will be dealing with the Railway (Jandakot to Perth) Bill this week.  That is fine and we probably 
have no alternative in the absence of Hon Nick Griffiths.  However, it is a different Bill from the others; it is not 
politically indigestible but it is indigestible because this Government has neither disclosed the full facts of the 
development nor made proper decisions on the basis of them.  I will deal with that when we debate that 
legislation.  Members on this side support the development of a railway but we do not like the way the process 
has been going and we are terribly concerned about the information the Government has made available to date.  
If the Government really believes in what it has done so far and that its arguments are right based on good facts, 
then there are other ways with which this legislation can be dealt.  It does need to be rammed through by the 
Government.  If it thinks that its arguments are so sound, why does it not submit the legislation to another 
process that will enable those arguments to be considered and supported? 
At the moment, there is only one piece of legislation that is not on the Council Notice Paper that is politically 
indigestible.  However, the rest of the legislation, if properly managed, could get through this House with the 
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knowledge that at least it was dealt with properly.  The whole legislative program has been badly managed.  I 
can understand that happening in the first six months of a new Government; however, it should be patently clear 
to the Government by now it should do what Hon Dee Margetts has suggested.  It might even learn that a lot of 
good legislation can be passed with the cooperation of the House.  I remember that when we were in 
government, we used to do it for the then Opposition.  When I was in government, I firmly held the view about 
roughage to which I have referred.  I used to insist that we did not deal only with legislation for political 
necessity - the Bills we thought were top of the line politically - and that we should also put through the House 
the roughage-type legislation because we are human beings.  Give us more time to fight something we do not 
like and we will fight it!  However, give us something that we can bite on professionally and apply our talents to 
and support and about which we feel we are doing the right thing for Western Australia and we will support it.  I 
am sure Hon Dee Margetts would agree with me that she wants to do the right thing.  I am sure everybody else in 
this Chamber would prefer to be able to participate reasonably in the legislative process.  I beg the Government 
to not always think that by making this place sit for longer hours, it can belt legislation through.  It should be 
conscious of fact that there is more than one way to skin a cat.  The best way of getting legislation through this 
place is to progress a large number of different types of legislation at the same time.  I am pleased that the 
Leader of the House seems to have at last worked out that digestible legislation should be put through.  
Unfortunately, it looks like members will be getting indigestion this week because the minister who could have 
dealt with the more digestible pieces of legislation is missing, which is a shame.  That is the sort of thing for 
which the Government must plan and with the cooperation of the management committee it might find that more 
legislation will be passed.  We might even get through more legislation than the Government first thought it 
would get through.  However, while the indigestible legislation continues to be pushed forward, members will 
get indigestion.  That is the reality of the matter.  By all means, let us see what we can do by being cooperative.  
I could not agree more with what Hon Norman Moore said.  He has been here for long enough to know what 
needs to be done and he has learnt, probably more than the rest of us, how this place works. 
HON MURRAY CRIDDLE (Agricultural) [4.18 pm]:  As other members have said, five of the six Bills that 
we will deal with are non-contentious.  One of them was put through the other House with very little debate, 
which was a pity.  The other House must take some responsibility for the way in which Bills are fashioned.  It 
should examine them thoroughly.  Half the problem has been that the Bills transmitted to the Council have not 
been dealt with properly in the other place.  The Government uses its numbers and rams the legislation through 
and here we are -  
Hon Kim Chance:  The other place relies too much on this place to fix the problem.  
Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  It is probably more to the point that members in the other place know that the 
legislation will be fixed here.  Better fashioned legislation comes out of this place than comes into it.   
I will touch on the railway legislation.  I have the knowledge of what is required to see that that Bill is dealt with 
properly.  The community of Western Australia needs to have some comfort from knowing that the financial 
issues of this project have been dealt with properly.  There is much contention about the amount of money that 
will be spent on the project and the engineering work that is required.  It will require a comprehensive 
examination of the process that cannot be done in this House.  It is not asking too much for this legislation to be 
sent to a committee.  The ideas put forward by people must be scrutinised and we must be satisfied that the 
proper expertise is put in place.  The quick and easy solution to the progression of the Bill is to send it to a 
committee.   
We do not know what the Leader of the House intends to do after these six Bills have been passed.  If this House 
continues to deal with highly contentious Bills such as those dealing with electoral reform and the Constitution, 
the process will be long and contentious.  Of course, that legislation can be dealt with quickly if members vote it 
down and thereby halt its progress, which would probably be the best result.  I am concerned about the way in 
which the process has been put in place.  Certainly, the Government should have held discussions about this 
matter before it presented the motion.  As I have said quite often, members who live in the country must be given 
the opportunity to return to their electorates on Thursday nights.  I note that my plane will leave before the 
House adjourns, so I will have to make other arrangements, unlike other members who will not have to do so.  I 
have some concerns.  Indeed, there must be communication about where we go to from here so that members 
have an understanding of the situation.  Even though it was dangerous to do so, I made arrangements for 6 
December -  
Hon Kim Chance interjected.   
Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  The Leader of the House put the program together.  If next year’s program ends on 
24 December, he should inform the House.  Given that the Government has already released next year’s 
program, are we merely playing games?  Members must be informed about the situation and about whether the 
Government is dinkum about the program it has laid down.  The Leader of the House should inform members 
whether the program is not a genuine program -  
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Hon Kim Chance:  That will be possible next year when we have the final list.   
Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  The Government has already put next year’s program together.  It must look into 
the future and work towards an end.  The Leader of the House knows as well as anybody in business that if we 
do not work towards an end and put a plan in place there is little chance of achieving outcomes.  The issue is 
about talking to people and about putting programs in place.   
Hon Kim Chance:  We have not published a list of next year’s sitting weeks for the Legislative Council.   

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  I am interested to hear the minister say that because that is not what has been 
suggested to me.   
Hon Kim Chance:  For example, the Legislative Council cannot sit in the first week in February.   

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  So the program that I have for next  year -  
Hon Kim Chance:  That is the Legislative Assembly’s.   
Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  As a member of the upper House I was given a program that I believed to be next 
year’s arrangements for the Legislative Council.  Members must have a clear understanding about this issue, 
because if a couple of Bills that are yet to be debated are debated in full, we could be here until Christmas 2003.   
Amendment put and passed.   

Motion Resumed 
Question (motion as amended) put and passed.   
 


