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QUESTION WITHOUT NOTICE — CONTINUATION 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [2.27 pm] — without notice: I move —  

That so much of the standing orders be suspended as is necessary to allow question time to continue for 
another 30 minutes. 

In moving that motion, Mr Speaker, I am seeking the assistance of the government in allowing what is an 
ordinary part of parliamentary business and parliamentary time to continue, as is the ordinary expectation of this 
place. I have been in this place for 13 years. The minimum that I have ever seen of questions offered to both 
sides of Parliament has been four questions. I think it would only be fair, in accordance with the ordinary 
understanding and convention and tradition of this place, that ministers be required and enabled to answer 
questions from members on both side of this house—Labor, Liberal, National, Independent and Greens (WA).  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Rockingham is making a point that we all need to consider. I would 
like everyone in this place to hear the member for Rockingham’s point. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: It would be entirely —  

The SPEAKER: Order! Take a seat, member for Rockingham. I want to hear from the member for 
Rockingham. I do not want to hear people yelling and pointing at some other people who might be in this place. 
The member for Rockingham. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: It would be entirely consistent with ordinary practice in this Parliament for the Premier to 
say to me across the chamber, “I agree to allow question time to continue so that your members can ask 
questions to continue the tradition of this Parliament in which ministers are held accountable for their portfolios, 
so that the people in the gallery can experience what is the most important part of parliamentary time on any day 
on the calendar.” In today’s question time, the answer from a government minister to the first question lasted 10 
minutes. If government ministers are going to take that long to answer questions, surely we should have the 
opportunity to ask a few more questions than we have today. This is a test of whether the Premier of this state 
will stand up and say that it is entirely fair that question time continue today, as it ought. It is a big test of the 
Premier to see whether he can stand up in this place and say that question time is an important part of 
parliamentary procedure and business and it is a great opportunity for ministers to show their stuff. Otherwise, 
the only conclusion we can draw is that his ministers are frightened of the questions asked by the opposition. 
This is a test of the Premier. We have seen his petulant performance day in, day out.  

Several members interjected.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: I am a happy camper. In the past few days we have seen the Premier at his petulant best, 
refusing to accept a grievance; sitting down before a grievance had finished; and, indicating he had made up a 
new rule in this place, the Barnett rule—“Barnetting” or whatever it was referred to—by which he decides what 
the rules of the Parliament are and no-one else can have a say on that matter. I know that he is overworked and 
that he does not like the big workload that has been forced upon him at the moment. But this is an opportunity 
for the Premier to show whether he believes in the democratic traditions of this place or whether he is prepared 
to allow his ministers not to be held accountable by this Parliament.  

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys — Leader of the House) [2.31 pm]: The government will not support this 
suspension of standing orders. On behalf of the government and all members on this side of the house, I assure 
you, Mr Speaker, that you have our utmost respect in the decisions you make and directions you give.  

Mr Speaker, today we have seen a total disregard for the position you hold, first of all by the member for Pilbara. 
If the manager of opposition business had not moved to suspend standing orders, I was going to move that the 
member for Pilbara be excluded from the house for the balance of this day’s sitting. His disregard for you when 
you were on your feet, Mr Speaker, when he chose to storm out of this Parliament was an absolute disgrace. 
Time allocated to question time is the Speaker’s prerogative. He or she can decide how long it goes for and how 
many interjections are allowed. There is no question that today the interjections were unbearable and totally out 
of order.  

Several members interjected.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I can appreciate that members opposite want question time to continue—of course they 
do—but if the manager of opposition business were to keep his troops under control, we would hear far more 
questions. We put up with interjections time and again.  
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Mr F.M. Logan: You kept your lot in order, didn’t you? 

Mr M.P. Murray interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Collie–Preston!  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I certainly did.  

Mr F.M. Logan: No, you didn’t. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cockburn, thank you.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I cooperated with the government of the day as leader of opposition business. That is 
different from the situation we have today.  

The crux of this motion to suspend standing orders is a challenge against your authority, Mr Speaker. I can tell 
you, Mr Speaker, I think I can speak for every member on this side of the house—I hope I can speak for every 
member on this side of the house; maybe not quite —  

Dr K.D. Hames interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Sorry? 

Mr M.P. Murray: He just said sit down.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Collie–Preston, there is no need to continue interjecting. I formally call you for the 
first time.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I will conclude my remarks because I do not want to waste the time of the house. I believe 
Liberal members and the member for Alfred Cove will support you in the very high position you hold, Mr 
Speaker. I believe you have been one of the fairest Speakers we have had so far.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Time and again you have given opposition members the assistance to do many things they 
have wanted to do.  

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: They will rue the day they challenge your rulings. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: They will rue the day! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Yes, they will rue the day because it is my hope in the future that the Speaker might be a 
little harsher than he has been in the past. He has been very fair to members opposite. If members opposite 
reflect on his decision — 

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Joondalup, I formally call you for the first time. Conclude your remarks, Leader of 
the House.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: That is the conclusion of my remarks but I reiterate, Mr Speaker, that you have the 
complete support of the members of the Liberal–National Parties and the member for Alfred Cove, as I 
understand it.  

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont — Leader of the Opposition) [2.35 pm]: I support the motion to suspend standing 
orders. I think the government will rue the day that it disturbed the balance between the rights of the majority to 
get business done through the house and the rights of the minority to hold the government to account. I have 
been in Parliament when the relationship between the government and the opposition has broken down and it has 
become extremely difficult for the government, and Parliament has become a very, very uncomfortable place. 
There are enough people on this side with experience of that to know exactly how to handle that issue and 
exactly what to do. Do not expect that Parliament will be an easy place if the rights of non-government members 
are trampled. The government should think about the numbers it has in this place and how it can run the place if 
it does not have pairs when important votes such as this are called on, before it seeks to trample on the rights of 
the opposition.  

The standing orders provide that question time is at the discretion of the Speaker. That is why we have moved 
that standing orders be suspended. We want to give the government an opportunity to restore the balance and 
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allow question time to proceed for 30 minutes. We are passing the decision over to members opposite; it will be 
on their heads. Are they going to allow a rupture in the balance between the rights of the majority and the rights 
of the minority, with all the consequences that will have for the tenor of debate in this place, the way it will be 
conducted and how it will affect the convenience of ministers with regard to pairs and so on? They can do that if 
they want and we will respond exactly as people have responded in the past when that has happened. I know 
exactly how to organise that sort of activity, because I have been in Parliament when it has happened before.  

Several members interjected.  

Mr E.S. RIPPER: They can go down that path if they want. We have enough people over here and we have 
enough energy and vigour. We know what to do if that is the way members opposite want to treat the Parliament.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr T.R. Buswell interjected.  

Mr E.S. RIPPER: I think it is just a foothill, former, former Treasurer.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: Only one “former”. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: I have been on that site answering questions at question time. The former, former Treasurer 
used to subject me to an unceasing barrage of interjections. He is at it again. I do not regard what the Premier 
experienced at question time to be out of the ordinary. He is the Premier; he is one of the most experienced 
members in this house. He is more than capable of dealing with any interjection thrown at him—well, most 
anyway—and he knows what to do. He knows to turn and address the Speaker. He could have dealt with that. 
We did not need to have what constitutes a collective punishment. When question time is abandoned, it is a 
collective punishment, not of individuals who may have offended with their interjections or of anyone here who 
wanted to ask a question. It is a punishment of the people of Western Australia because there are important 
issues that we were going to ask the government about. We were going to ask about important issues for the 
regions, for health and for multicultural affairs. We were going to raise all those important issues today. Now the 
public has been denied the opportunity to have scrutiny of the government on those issues, because we will not 
have question time. It is really up to the government. It can support this motion. It can say, “We understand what 
the Speaker did but we think there should be balance between the government and the opposition. We think 
accountability is an important part of the way in which Parliament should work.” The government can say it 
wants to make an investment in Parliament operating properly in the future; therefore, without casting any doubt 
on what the Speaker has done—we do not have to cast doubt on what the Speaker has done—it can say that it 
has decided that it wants to have another 30 minutes of question time. The government can do that. That is not a 
repudiation of the Speaker; that is the government deciding to make an investment in the future operations of this 
house.  

I have been in this house a reasonable amount of time. I have very rarely seen question time truncated. I do not 
think I have ever seen it truncated after two questions. I am thinking back—I have seen it truncated after three or 
four but I do not think I have seen it — 

Mr B.J. Grylls: There were three questions today—the opposition had two.  

Mr E.S. RIPPER: I do not think I have seen it truncated after two questions from the opposition. There will 
always be debate about the level of interjection and order in the house, but my judgement, on listening to this 
question time, was that it was not out of the ordinary.  

Mr B.J. Grylls: Three opposition members were called to order three times! One stormed out of the house in 
defiance of the Speaker!  

Mr E.S. RIPPER: What about the minister’s interjection just then—is that orderly? Sauce for the goose; sauce 
for the gander! Members opposite like to dish it out, but they do not like —  

The SPEAKER: Members to my right need to listen to the points that the Leader of the Opposition is making. 
Minister for Regional Development, I formally call you for the first time.  

Mr M.P. Murray: Hooray! 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: I repeat the remark I made—sauce for the goose; sauce for the gander. Members on both 
sides of the house have been in a position to ask questions. Some members have been in a position to answer 
questions. What I am trying to say, clumsily, is that some members here have played both roles. Members who 
have played both roles know that what we have been experiencing at question time in this place during the life of 
this government has not been out of the ordinary. I ask members now in government to think back to what it was 
like when they were questioning former Premier Alan Carpenter, or when they were questioning me, or when 
they were questioning other members of former governments. My view is there was more noise, more 
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interjection and more interruption to the business of the house during those times than we have experienced 
during the life of this government. Perhaps, colleagues, we need to have a discussion about whether we could 
“up” the level of aggression a bit because — 

Mr M. McGowan: We could do some star jumps!  

Mr R.F. Johnson: I remember when Fred Riebeling cut down question time.  

Mr E.S. RIPPER: I could rehearse the arguments over and over again but I just say to the government that it has 
a choice: invest in the good operations of this house or disturb the balance between minority and majority rights 
and pay the price in the way in which the house operates in the future.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: That is a threat, is it? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: No; that is just the way Parliament works. The Leader of the House has been here long 
enough to know exactly how it works. There is a balance; disturb the balance and things go awry. The 
government would not be repudiating the Speaker if it supported this motion. The government would be saying it 
wants to have questions: “We want to have questions because we think it’s a good idea for the government, for 
the public, and for the Parliament not to have question time cancelled.” 

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Central Wheatbelt — Minister for Regional Development) [2.44 pm]: I will not be 
supporting this standing orders suspension motion today. What we saw today from the opposition is exactly why 
the Speaker should use his leadership in this house to call the house to account. 

Several members interjected.  

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: We saw today a complete absence of leadership from the Leader of the Opposition. The 
Leader of the Opposition and the manager — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: The motion before the house is that so much of standing orders be suspended so as to allow 
question time to continue for another 30 minutes. I hope that all members in this place would be interested in the 
motion. I have said this plenty of times in this place: members might not like what the member on his or her feet 
is saying, but at least give that member an opportunity to make his or her point in this place.  

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: We saw today three senior members of the opposition —  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, I formally call you for the first time today.  

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: We saw today three senior opposition members intentionally getting called to order three 
times, with one of them storming out of the chamber in defiance of the Speaker’s ruling, which the Leader of the 
Opposition says is the normal operations of Parliament! I do not see that as normal operations of Parliament. 
Being called to order — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: You weren’t here during question times when you were in opposition!  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members may have an idea of why I shortened question time; because members in this place, 
on both sides, were not getting an opportunity to make their point. That is quite simply it; no other reason 
whatsoever.  

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: The member for Victoria Park, a senior member of the opposition, was called to order three 
times over the course of three questions. There were only three questions in question time. The member for 
Armadale was called to order three times over the course of three questions. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: You can’t count!  

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: The member for Pilbara —  

The SPEAKER: Member for Armadale, I agree with you that the minister in this instance has not counted 
correctly. The member for Armadale is now formally called for the third time.  

Mr B.J. GRYLLS: The member for Pilbara, without sanction from the opposition leader, stormed out of the 
Parliament in defiance of the Speaker’s ruling—an offence which would normally lead to a question about 
whether he would be allowed to return. That is what occurred today over the course of three questions. I say to 
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the Leader of the Opposition that if that is how he defines a normal question time, normal question time would 
be cut short day after day.  

Mr Speaker, my colleagues and I support your ruling. You made the right call about trying to bring this rabble 
into order. Maybe next time we come back, the opposition will understand that.  

MR D.T. REDMAN (Blackwood–Stirling — Minister for Agriculture and Food) [2.48 pm]: I would also 
like to make a couple of comments. I draw the house’s attention to standing order 82, which is headed 
“Questions without notice”, and states — 

Questions without notice may be asked for a period determined by the Speaker. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: That is why we are moving a suspension of standing orders!  

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I can understand the argument the Leader of the Opposition is running. He has made the 
point that it is simply a separate decision that Parliament can make at any point during the course of proceedings. 
I take that as a direct crack at the Speaker and his ruling in terms of holding the house to order. There is this 
standing order, which means the Speaker holds the right over the house — 

Mr P. Papalia interjected.  

Mr D.T. REDMAN: No; just listen for a second. Two things are important here. It is about the Speaker’s right 
to hold judgement over the duration of question time. No-one has put that into dispute. The Speaker made a call 
on the basis of keeping things together. The other important point to make is the Speaker’s responsibility to keep 
the house in order. He can do that in a couple of ways. In my opinion, in this case he made the right decision to 
shut down question time in the interests of keeping order in the house.  

I make the point that the Leader of the Opposition referred to the very few times that question time has been 
closed down short of time. I recall that in the previous government Hon Fred Riebeling shut down the house for 
five minutes on the basis of getting order in the house.  

Mr J.N. Hyde: It was to work out a compromise. You will not compromise; you will not even listen to us. You 
will get interjection after interjection if you do not compromise. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.H. Cook: Why don’t you go back to Albany? 

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Perth and the member for Kwinana, I formally call you both for the 
first time.  

Mr J.N. Hyde: It is for the first time because we have been trying to get our questions up all week and now 
we’re being shut down.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Perth, I formally call you for the second time.  

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I make the point that the Speaker has the right to keep the order of the house and there are 
a number of ways in which he can do that. Quite rightly, as the Leader of the Opposition pointed out in putting 
up this motion to suspend standing orders, it can be a separate decision of Parliament to look at question time. 
However, we also have a right on this side of the house to make a judgement about that in the course of what has 
happened today.  

DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville — Deputy Premier) [2.51 pm]: Mr Speaker, this argument is not really about 
question time and whether members have the right to ask questions. This is about the management of the house 
and the management by the Speaker of the house and what options he has to properly manage the house. The 
Leader of the Opposition and I have been in this place for a similar time and we have experienced several 
Speakers and have seen these things happen. We know what time has been allotted in the past for question time. 
I remember under the previous Speaker, when the opposition was in government, question time used to go for 
about half an hour as a rule. Sometimes it would go for 40 minutes. It was never the 50 to 55 minutes that we 
have under the current Speaker.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: It feels shorter when you are in opposition.  

Dr K.D. HAMES: Perhaps. When we were in opposition the Speaker would call us sequentially to order, one 
time after the other, until we got to three and then we had to shut up. That was his method of preventing the then 
opposition from being too noisy. It is true that we were as noisy as this opposition is.  
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Members must give the Speaker the opportunity to control the house in the way he does. This is the first time in 
18 months that he took the action he did. It is not the fact that he did it in the way that he did it. He warned first 
that he would do it and then we continued to have numerous interjections and probably no more than we would 
have done when we were in opposition. We must give the Speaker the chance to have some control over the way 
that this house operates.  

Mr J.N. Hyde: Put it to a vote. Why are you stalling?  

Dr K.D. HAMES: I am not stalling. We have only to refer to Erskine May’s Parliamentary Practice and the 
records to find a precedent. I am sure that under either the former government or, alternatively, previous 
governments the time for question time was sometimes shortened. In opposition we jumped up, shouted and 
created a stir, which is what members opposite are doing.  

The actions of the member for Pilbara and the member for Perth, in particular, show that opposition members do 
not have respect for the Speaker when he is in the chair. To continue to argue with the Speaker when he is on his 
feet and walk out of this house when the Speaker is on his feet is contrary to the protocols of this place. 
Obviously, some members opposite are out of control, particularly the member for Warnbro and the member for 
Joondalup. They and the member for Perth are out of control in the sense that they constantly scream 
interjections, particularly when the Speaker is on his feet. When the Speaker is on his feet and members should 
stop speaking, some members opposite continue to interject when they know that they should not.  

Mr Speaker, we see this as a support of your power and your credibility, not of the number of questions the 
opposition can get up. We on this side are happy to answer questions. The reason I took so long to answer the 
question, and as members know I do not normally take that long, is that I was asked five questions. I did not 
answer all the questions, because I was being told off for taking too long. Members opposite were telling me off 
for doing that. 

Several members interjected.  

Dr K.D. HAMES: I know that I took a lot of time but there was a lot of detail in the question. Members of the 
opposition get the opportunity to ask plenty of questions each week. I know, because I have been through the 
records, that they get as many questions as we got when we were in opposition, if not more. The last time this 
issue was raised I went through the old Hansards and did a comparison. This opposition gets more questions 
than we did when we were in opposition. Members are making an issue about the wrong point—that is, how 
much time we have for question time. The issue is the respect shown by opposition members for the Speaker 
and, frankly, they do not show any.  

The SPEAKER: As this is a motion without notice to suspend standing orders, it will need an absolute majority 
in order to proceed. If I hear a dissentient voice, I will be required to divide the house.  

Question put. 

The SPEAKER: There being a dissentient voice, the house will divide. 

Division taken with the following result — 

Ayes (27) 

Ms L.L. Baker Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr P. Papalia Mr P.C. Tinley 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr F.M. Logan Mr J.R. Quigley Mr A.J. Waddell 
Ms A.S. Carles Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr P.B. Watson 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr M. McGowan Mr E.S. Ripper Mr M.P. Whitely 
Ms J.M. Freeman Mrs C.A. Martin Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Mr J.N. Hyde Mr M.P. Murray Mr T.G. Stephens Ms R. Saffioti (Teller) 
Mr W.J. Johnston Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr C.J. Tallentire  
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Noes (27) 

Mr P. Abetz Dr E. Constable Mr A.P. Jacob Mr D.T. Redman 
Mr F.A. Alban Mr M.J. Cowper Dr G.G. Jacobs Mr A.J. Simpson 
Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.H.D. Day Mr R.F. Johnson Mr M.W. Sutherland 
Mr I.C. Blayney Mr J.M. Francis Mr A. Krsticevic Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr T.R. Buswell Mr B.J. Grylls Mr P.T. Miles Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Dr K.D. Hames Ms A.R. Mitchell Mr J.E. McGrath (Teller) 
Mr V.A. Catania Mrs L.M. Harvey Dr M.D. Nahan  

            

Pair 

 Mr D.A. Templeman Mr I.M. Britza 

 

The SPEAKER: Given that I have a casting vote—members need to listen to this—I will cast my vote with the 
noes; however, because there is not a majority of 30, the motion is lost. For either side to be successful, it needs 
to have 30, so the motion is lost.  

Absolute majority not achieved; question thus negatived.  
 


