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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE 
Motion No 13 to be Taken 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [3.46 pm]:  I move - 

That motion No 13 be now taken. 

HON DEE MARGETTS (Agricultural) [3.47 pm]:  I oppose the motion to now debate motion No 13, and it is 
not because I have any problem with the notion of apologising to Vietnam veterans.  It is a worthy motion and 
nobody in this House would be surprised to learn that the Greens (WA) believe it should be given due 
consideration.  However, the House is under much pressure at this time and the Notice Paper contains many 
pieces of legislation.  Amendments to standing orders are in train that will impact on the opportunity for 
members to have endless time in which to speak and to allow us to know how long debate on individual Bills 
will take, especially Bills on which many people wish to speak.  In other words, the amendments seek to provide 
a fairer distribution of speaking time.   

I strongly object to the arbitrary change in the order of business.  It is beyond me why the Government wishes to 
delay a motion that seeks to provide for some sensible changes to standing orders, which appear to have some 
support, although perhaps not from everyone.  The amendments are in the Government’s motion; they are a good 
idea and the Greens look forward to seeing whether some commonsense can be applied to speaking times in 
general.  The Greens will oppose the changes to the order of business.  We believe that motion No 10 should be 
brought on now.  

HON N.F. MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [3.50 pm]:  The Opposition will be 
supporting the proposal to deal next with the motion on the apology to Vietnam veterans.  We have a thing called 
a management committee which sits reasonably frequently and looks at the program of the House and what the 
various parties in the House would like to do in the future.  It was agreed that this motion would be dealt with 
next.  The assurance was given to the member who will move it.  It is appropriate that we follow the decision 
made by the management committee.  It is a pity that the Greens (WA) are seeking to take away the capacity of 
members to talk in the House by wanting us to deal with motion No 10, which will have the effect of limiting the 
capacity of members to make speeches in the Parliament, which is quite extraordinary considering the attitude 
they often express about issues of that nature.  Motion No 10 needs to be given far more serious consideration.   

Hon Dee Margetts:  How long has it been sitting on the Notice Paper - six months? 

Hon N.F. MOORE:  It has not been debated.  The member is making the suggestion that somehow or other 
people agree with it.  It will get its chance when the time comes, but it is not an urgent matter.  The matter that 
has been agreed to be dealt with by the management committee now is the apology to Vietnam veterans.  That 
assurance was given to the member who will move the motion.  We should get on with it. 

HON PADDY EMBRY (South West) [3.52 pm]:  In the few months that I have been in this Chamber, I have 
been absolutely horrified at the amount of time that has been wasted by the ridiculous motions that have come 
from the Greens.  This is the first motion that has come from our party.  A few minutes ago when the voices 
were so obvious in their decision, the member of the Greens wanted to divide.  Their whole approach is complete 
hypocrisy. 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [3.53 pm]:  I thank the House for its courtesy of 
allowing me to reply.  I thought it was necessary because Hon Dee Margetts raised some direct questions of me.  
I thought it would have indicated a lack of courtesy had I not tried to answer her questions.  I have some concern 
with the matter of the motion being arbitrary.  I am sorry that Hon Dee Margetts believes that our actions in this 
matter were arbitrary.  The Notice Paper reveals that notice of this motion was given some time ago.  As the 
Leader of the Opposition has stated, the matter was discussed at some length in the House management 
committee.  I would like to have dealt with motion No 10; indeed, we have entered into some discussions with 
the Opposition towards bringing that matter of business on, but at this stage we do not have the necessary 
agreement to encourage me to bring that motion on. 

Hon N.F. Moore:  You will also be aware that you have indicated to us that motion No 21 will come on next 
after motion No 13.   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  That is not a matter I want to comment on now, quite frankly.  I want to think about that.  
I am not saying that the Leader of the Opposition is not right.   

Hon John Fischer:  That was the agreement made at the management committee. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  That may be.  There is no agreement on motion No 10; indeed, the agreement is that we 
proceed with motion No 13.  That agreement had been reached by all parties to the House management 
committee.  Hon Paddy Embry made a very good point, which is that the One Nation party has three members in 
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this place.  They are as entitled as anybody to bring a matter on and to have that matter treated seriously.  It is a 
serious motion dealing with a matter for which I believe there will be great sympathy in the House.  Having 
given an undertaking from the Government, and it having been agreed in the House management committee, it is 
appropriate that we deal with the matter. 
Question put and passed. 
 


