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SITTING OF THE HOUSE, EXTENDED AFTER 11.00 PM 
Tuesday, 21 May 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [10.43 pm]:  I move without notice - 

That the House do sit beyond 11.00 pm.  

I have moved this motion for the purpose of dealing with the Criminal Investigation (Identifying People) Bill 
2001 and the Motor Vehicle Dealers Amendment Bill 2001.  I know that it is unusual to seek leave to sit beyond 
what is an already extended hour of 11.00 pm; however, I am doing so because both Bills have some urgency 
and neither should take more than a few minutes to deal with.  I hope that the House will support my motion. 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [10.44 pm]:  I wondered how long 
it would take to get to this stage.  This House has sat a couple of weeks beyond the advertised sitting period for 
this part of the session.  At the suggestion of the Opposition, the House is sitting longer hours each day.  Now, 
for some reason, we need to sit beyond 11 o’clock to deal with legislation that the Government now tells us has 
some urgency.  The Motor Vehicle Dealers Amendment Bill was last dealt with in this House on Tuesday, 11 
December 2001, and the Criminal Investigation (Identifying People) Bill was debated more recently on 16 April.  
However, the Opposition has agreed to the small amendment that is required for that Bill.  I told the Leader of 
the House the other day that if he were to bring on that matter, it would be finished in five minutes.  He cannot 
tell me that the Motor Vehicle Dealers Amendment Bill has taken on some urgency when it has sat on the Notice 
Paper since 11 December 2001 at his determination and as a result of his decision.  It has not been brought on 
before now.  The Opposition has given notice that this Bill should be brought up the Notice Paper and dealt with 
because, as the Leader of the House knows and has been ignoring for some time, the motor vehicle industry 
wants the legislation passed.   

It seems to me that if the Opposition were to oppose this motion to sit late, the spin doctors would say that it was 
part of an attempt by the Opposition to delay the passage of this Bill, even though that is not correct, because the 
Opposition has in fact argued that it should have been dealt with long before now.  The Opposition will not 
oppose this motion.  I do not agree with this motion; however, I know what would happen if the Opposition were 
to oppose it.  The story is out that the reason some legislation has not been passed is that the Opposition will not 
deal with it.  I received a phone call today from the chairman of a statutory authority who asked if I would 
expedite the passage of the legislation that related to that authority.  I told him not to talk to me but to the 
minister, because it has nothing to do with the Opposition.  The Government sets the Notice Paper and decides 
what will be dealt with.  The only thing that the Government does not have any control over is how long the 
House will take to debate the legislation.   

The Leader of the House can use a certain standing order at any time that he likes.  He has the numbers to do 
whatever he likes, so he cannot complain about the Opposition causing any problems in this House.  If he does 
not like how the place works, he can use the numbers to get what he wants.  The Opposition has been 
cooperative; we sit longer hours and more weeks.  The Opposition has agreed to that.  However, the Leader of 
the House still cannot progress the Government’s legislative program.  The reason for that is simple.  Three 
major pieces of legislation, which deserved the attention of this House, were brought in.  Those Bills deserved to 
be thoroughly analysed and reviewed, yet we were expected to pass them in five minutes.  The passage of that 
legislation will take as long as it takes.  The longer we are made to sit, the longer it will take to pass the 
legislation.  It is as simple as that.  This side of the House has one thing going for it in terms of the way the 
House operates; that is, we are quite capable of arguing the case.  We will continue to do that.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  That is when you are here.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich can make that remark as often as she likes.  I have never 
known so many quorums to be called in this place to get government members in here to listen to their 
legislation.  The Opposition has argued the Government’s legislation while the government benches have been 
empty, with the exception of the minister.  That is why quorums are called.  If Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich wants to 
keep making that remark, she can go for her life, because it does not offend me any longer.  The Opposition will 
continue with the way the House is currently operating.  We will not oppose this motion.  However, we do not 
support it.  I wonder what is next.  When will we sit all night, on weekends and all that sort of stuff?  I guess that 
is just around the corner.  I suggest that the Leader of the House reassess his legislative program and get his 
priorities in better order than simply saying that three major pieces of legislation must be passed in five minutes.  
He should bring on some of these other Bills first. 

Hon Kim Chance:  All year, we have done only two government Bills.  That is the cooperation we have had from 
you.  
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Hon NORMAN MOORE:  With all due respect, if the Leader of the House wants to prolong this debate, he 
should keep saying things like that.  

Hon Kim Chance:  It is just for the record.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I think there were more than that.  I will look at the two Bills referred to by the 
Leader of the House.  One involved a complete, massive change to the electoral system.  Does the Leader of the 
House think that is not important and that members would not want to argue about that?  We have had a huge 
Bill concerning social issues that face the community with the gay and lesbian legislation.  Of course, we will 
argue about that.  The Government now wants us to make massive changes to the industrial relations system.  
We will argue about that and if it takes a long time, so be it.  So it should!  That is what the Government used to 
argue when it sat over here; it used to say that it took a long time to do things if they were to be done properly.  
The Opposition has said that it will deal straight away with other Bills on the Notice Paper.  We have now 
reached the stage when the House will sit beyond 11 o’clock.  The Government is entitled to move the motion 
and if it has the numbers it will get it.  If the Government goes down the path of late night sitting - which I hope 
we could avoid as we have not done in recent years - then so be it.  The longer the Government makes us sit, the 
longer it will take.  It is as simple as that. 

HON DEE MARGETTS (Agricultural) [10.51 pm]:  I see that the Leader of the Opposition will not oppose this 
motion.  The Greens (WA) are not particularly thrilled about this motion because the Government required a 
commitment of us to make sure that there is certainty in industrial relations and that we can facilitate the passage 
of the Labour Relations Reform Bill.  While we are awake, we are asked to deal with the Bill as expeditiously as 
possible.  Given that most members have commitments in the morning with committees and so on, the reality is 
that we are prepared to sit the hours necessary to get through this Bill and move on to the next item of business.  
No matter what ranting may have occurred in the media regarding other Bills, the Greens are not happy about 
being put off this Bill earlier than necessary and being told that we must deal with it later when we are even 
more tired.  We are happy to facilitate the passage of the industrial relations legislation but we do not think it is 
fair that we have to deal with other Bills simultaneously. 

HON MURRAY CRIDDLE (Agricultural) [10.52 pm]:  I have no trouble with working late.  I expect that the 
guys at home will be working around the clock and the change in their workload will come at six o’clock in the 
morning.  Working late does not bother me at all.  I am concerned that I am the only person here representing the 
National Party and the House now has to deal with two Bills of which I have had no warning.  I ask the Leader 
of the House for a bit more communication; it will go a long way in this place.  We need more cooperation.  
Things have failed miserably in recent times.  It is a blight on all politicians.  One side of the House can bring 
disrepute on the other.  When one points a finger at somebody there are three fingers pointing back.  The 
implication of that is we are all tarnished.  These things that happen from time to time are unfortunate and should 
not happen.  We do not do ourselves justice in the community.  I ask the Leader of the House for more warning 
in the future when there is a change of plan. 

HON FRANK HOUGH (Agricultural) [10.54 pm]:  I will not be disrespectful to the Leader of the House that 
he has again forgotten about One Nation.  I know that we are a new party and it is hard for him to remember that 
we are here.  We should not be treated with disrespect; we should be advised of changes.  If we have to work, we 
will.  Bills require preparatory work.  It is lucky that we will deal with the Motor Vehicle Dealers Amendment 
Bill.  I do not need to study much for that Bill as I know it inside out.  I would struggle with other Bills.  We are 
keen to get legislation through the House and we do not mind working long hours.  My colleagues and I are not 
on EEAs.  It is disappointing that we are not given the courtesy of discussion before being told by the Leader of 
the House what is going to happen. 

Question put and passed. 
 


