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STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION 
Adjournment of the House 

HON DEE MARGETTS (Agricultural) [4.40 pm]:  I move -  

That standing orders be so far suspended as to enable the moving of the following motion without 
notice -  

That the House do now adjourn. 

I move this motion because of the events -  

Point of Order 
Hon NORMAN MOORE:  My understanding is that we are in the middle of debate on a Bill which was 
interrupted for questions without notice.  My understanding is that we are still proceeding with deliberations on a 
matter before the House and it is not in order to not adjourn that matter before going on with other business. 
Hon TOM STEPHENS:  I understand that a member can only move a motion such as the one moved by Hon 
Dee Margetts with the concurrence of the President, at least under the standing orders that exist in this place.  Is 
that correct, Mr President, or have the standing orders been amended?  I cannot keep up with the number of 
standing orders that have been amended in this place. 
The PRESIDENT:  I gave the member the call and that was not overridden by the fact that before questions 
without notice the House was considering a matter.  It is the same with the call to the minister: the debate can be 
interrupted at any time with the moving of a procedural motion.  This is a procedural motion.   

Debate Resumed 
Hon DEE MARGETTS:  Thank you, Mr President.  I do not intend, for obvious reasons, to detain the House for 
long.  This simple motion is that the House do now adjourn and the reason for it is fairly straightforward.  Today 
the world noted that military action - bombing - has commenced in Iraq.  People are amassing in enormous 
numbers, and I believe enormous numbers of people have already amassed in Sydney.  There is a clear 
understanding by members of the community in Western Australia that there is to be a gathering in Forrest Place 
at 5.00 pm today.   

Point  of Order 
Hon TOM STEPHENS:  If I understand correctly, the situation now is that a member can move, even in the 
middle of another member’s motion, to suspend so much of standing orders as to enable the House to move on to 
another matter.  Am I permitted to now rise and interrupt the member to move that so much of standing orders be 
suspended? 
The PRESIDENT:  No, because the member has risen on a point of order.  He can interrupt with a point of order 
but he cannot interrupt with another motion.  There is no point of order. 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  I realise that we will get a diatribe from the Greens (WA) at five o’clock, or whenever 
the House chooses to adjourn.  However, I thought the motion moved without notice was that so much of 
standing orders be suspended.  Have we concluded that motion?  I do not believe we have.  The question is 
whether standing orders should be suspended.   

The PRESIDENT:  The motion is that standing orders be suspended for a purpose.  Hon Dee Margetts is, 
presumably, arguing why standing orders should be suspended to allow her to move for an early adjournment.  

Debate Resumed 
Hon DEE MARGETTS:  As I was saying, there are understandings not only in various parts of Australia but also 
in many parts of the world today, and as soon as daylight occurs in other parts of the world, that people will meet 
to express their concern and solidarity on this enormously important issue.  I know that large numbers of people 
in Australia have taken action but also, from reading e-mails, I know that people in every State of the United 
States have taken action.  On browsing through one web site, I noted that four different actions are taking place 
in various parts of Hawaii. 

Mr President, it is essential that the House, along with all other members of the community, has an opportunity 
to participate in this action, to show its concerns and to show that a very wide section of the community shares 
those concerns.  It is not my role today to add to the wider debate, except to say that, considering the statements 
by the Premier and the motions that have been moved in this place and elsewhere, the House should adjourn.  
Those motions include a motion that was moved, amended by the Australian Greens, and passed in the Senate 
today calling for the withdrawal of troops from Iraq.  I urge the House to support the motion for adjournment to 
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allow all members to participate in this very important expression of concern from the Western Australian 
community. 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [4.46 pm]:  I seek clarification that 
we are debating a motion to suspend standing orders to enable certain things to happen.  I want to speak to that 
motion, first, because I believe it is out of order - although I am told that technically it is not - for a member to 
move a motion to suspend standing orders to do something in the middle of another member’s speech and then 
for the mover of that motion to make a speech about that something.  The House was not debating the Bill on 
which Hon Robyn McSweeney was making a speech because the House was taking questions without notice. 

I held a similar view when the Leader of the House moved his motion.  I believe we should have adjourned the 
previous Bill before we moved onto other business.  Perhaps the Leader of the House was out of order, because 
he did not use Standing Order No 433, which is the vehicle being used by Hon Dee Margetts to move her 
motion.  However, the House must consider that standing order, because it appears to me that I could have 
moved to suspend standing orders in the middle of Hon Dee Margetts’ speech to prevent her from talking and 
then I could have made a speech about that.  Another member could have then moved a motion in the middle of 
my speech to suspend standing orders to prevent me from talking.  It is a nonsense arrangement.   

I am getting a little tired of the way in which the Greens (WA) are seeking to use this Chamber to debate 
international issues over which this Chamber has no control.  We have a federal Parliament for debating such 
issues and if the member wants to be in the Federal Parliament, I am happy to assist her.  In fact, I would be 
quite happy for her to take her friends to Iraq and tell Saddam Hussein what she is telling us.  I would be happy, 
in fact, to make the first donation towards her one-way airfare.  We are getting tired of having shoved down our 
throat the diatribe that comes from the Greens and from their federal leader, Bob Brown, on this issue.  I can 
think of no reason at all for suspending standing orders to allow a debate of the sort that I gather is being 
suggested by the member.   

Members can take the opportunity under standing orders to raise issues.  On every day this week we have had an 
adjournment debate filled with speeches by members of the Greens about the Iraq war.  They moved an urgency 
motion last week to discuss the Iraq war in contravention of an agreement on urgency motions between the 
Greens, the National Party, One Nation and the Liberal Party.   

Hon Giz Watson:  What contravention? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  We discussed which party would move the urgency motion. 

Hon Giz Watson:  We agreed we would do that. 
Hon NORMAN MOORE:  No, we did not.  I was told by the Greens that they wished to move an urgency 
motion.  I said I would discuss it with the Greens Whip and he said he would discuss it with me before it was 
moved but the motion was moved.  That is exactly the way in which that party operates.   
Hon Dee Margetts interjected. 
The PRESIDENT:  Hon Dee Margetts will come to order. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  The Greens will do whatever they want to do to promote their view and they could 
not care less about anybody else.  It has been shoved down our throats day after day.  I expect them to use the 
proper processes of this Chamber to promote their cause, which they have done so far, with the exception of the 
urgency motion, although it was not improper in the context of standing orders.  However, it was unfair in the 
context of arrangements that must be made when urgency motions are discussed.  The Greens (WA) party has 
already moved a substantive motion, which was debated over a long time.  I was somewhat amused at the 
amount of time spent on the debate because the Greens had a motion on the Notice Paper to restrict the length of 
time members speak in this House.  I calculated the amount of time the Greens spent on the motion on Iraq, and 
it covered about five hours between two members.  They seem to think that everybody else should be 
constrained in how much they can say.  

Hon Dee Margetts interjected.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  The moment they had a chance to talk about something like that they did not stop, 
but now they have the audacity to say that people in this place should shut up.  

Hon Ken Travers interjected.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  We have a new arrangement for time limits on various matters - at my instigation, I 
might add.   

There is no need for us to waste any more time.  We are constantly told by the Government that it cannot get its 
legislation passed in this Parliament.  The Greens tell us the same thing and now they want to interrupt halfway 
through a debate on a very important piece of legislation - which I thought they would have found important - 
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knowing full well that in 10 minutes the House will adjourn and they will have 40 minutes in which to again 
argue their case.  

The Australian Government has made a decision to support the United States on this matter.  

Hon Jim Scott:  John Howard made it.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  The Australian Government made that decision.  

Hon Jim Scott interjected.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  That is the present situation and I am very pleased to say that I support entirely the 
decision made by the Australian Government and the Prime Minister.  The history of the United States and 
Australia is that of a relationship that must endure.  It exists because of historical circumstances.  We are very 
beholden to the United States as a nation, as are France, Britain and most European countries; yet people like 
members of the Greens can stand up here and cast aspersions on, criticise and denigrate the United States and its 
President until the cows come home.  I would be very happy for them to collectively go to Baghdad and tell the 
leader there that they do not think he is doing the right thing, rather than telling us every day what they think and 
getting people to rally on the streets, as they do.  They know full well from the cynical way in which they 
operate that they always get 10 per cent of the vote on these issues, which will keep them alive on a proportional 
representation voting system.  I would be very happy if the Greens, rather than coming to this Parliament and 
moving motions like this, hopped on a jet, went to Iraq, Rwanda and Zimbabwe and told the leaders there the 
sort of things they are telling us and that they do not agree with them.  However, the Greens keep giving us their 
views in the hope that eventually we will agree with them.  They have got that wrong.  We do not agree with 
them and we will not agree on this issue.  Others in the world would love to hear from them.  I am sure the 
people of Iraq would love to know what they are about.   

Saddam Hussein and the other brutal dictators take succour from what they say.  They love it when they criticise 
the United States and the free nations that are prepared to stand up against those leaders.  They whinge and 
whine and snipe from the sidelines and do nothing.  What is their solution to the problems of Iraq?  Nothing.  
They want to sit back and let them go by.  

Hon Dee Margetts:  The United Nations.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  The United Nations is the problem, not the solution.  It will never be able to make a 
decision while the United Nations Security Council allows a veto of one.  That veto can stop it from doing 
anything.  The cynicism of the French Government appals me.   

Hon Jim Scott:  Cynicism?   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  The Greens come in here -  

Hon Jim Scott:  You and your tiny minority.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  The Greens came in here two weeks ago and said that the reason for the war was 
based on oil.  That has been discredited and they know it.  Yesterday they said it was about the free trade 
agreement.  Tomorrow, when that is discredited, it will be about something else.  The Greens pick up a line and 
shove it down people’s throats.  They believe that if they say it often enough, people will believe it.  They play 
their politics through fear and denigration.  

Hon Jim Scott:  Fear?   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  They frighten the hell out of people.  They carry on as though the world will end 
tomorrow, environmentally.  Now they are saying that it will end because of the war in Iraq.  I do not know how 
they can sleep at night.  They are desperately worried about the furry little animals in the bush.  They worry 
about the trees and every darn thing.  I wish they would stop worrying me so that I can sit in this Chamber and 
hear a debate about matters other than matters the Greens want to debate all the time.   

They should give us a break.  This issue is more properly debated in the federal Parliament where it is being 
debated now.  That is the Parliament that has any say on what the Australian Government does in international 
relationships.  I have been happy to sit here and listen to the debate so far but I am sick of these people seeking 
to use every possible opportunity available to them, plus a few others like this, to continue to ram down our 
throats their jaundiced view of the world.  

Hon Ken Travers:  If it is such a drama, get into a flak jacket and go over there yourself.  

Several members interjected.  

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  
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Hon NORMAN MOORE:  The Labor Party in the Legislative Assembly made an absolute fool of itself the other 
day.  It cannot help itself.  It cannot acknowledge that the Opposition might do something that is proper and 
appropriate.  The Opposition intended to move that this Parliament express its support for the Australian troops 
in Iraq.  Instead of doing that -  

Hon Tom Stephens:  They were not in Iraq.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Should I rephrase that - to support the troops who might be engaged in the conflict in 
the Middle East?  The Labor Party tried to change that to say that the Parliament opposed the war in Iraq.  It 
could not deal with one issue that was an expression of goodwill from all sides.  Of course everybody in this 
Parliament supports the interests and the welfare of our troops, wherever they might be.  However, Labor Party 
members could not bring themselves to do that.  It is a shame that Simon Crean must spend most of his life 
running around behind opinion polls.  As soon as an opinion poll releases figures on an issue, he changes his 
mind.  He has changed his mind 10 times over the Iraq issue.  On this issue he had no choice but to make a final 
decision and he has made it.  It is a most regrettable decision based upon public opinion polls.  The great irony is 
that every time Mr Crean follows public opinion polls, his own public support goes down.  The Prime Minister’s 
goes up because he does the principled thing and makes hard decisions.  

Hon Bruce Donaldson:  And Tony Blair.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  That is exactly right.  I am surprised that the Labor Party has not recognised that one 
of its own kind, that great mate of the Premier, the current Prime Minister of the United Kingdom, has taken an 
identical view to that of our Prime Minister.  

Hon Dee Margetts interjected.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I can tell members now that without any doubt, regrettably, he will be re-elected as 
the Prime Minister of the United Kingdom, probably with an increased majority, as will the Prime Minister of 
Australia be re-elected, for the same reason.  The Greens cannot understand that those two Prime Ministers are 
displaying what can be described in only one word - leadership.  They are prepared to stand up and be counted 
for what they believe is right.  They are prepared to stand up against people like Saddam Hussein, who, as we 
heard the other day, has been described as the Butcher of Baghdad.  That is what he is and what people think he 
is.  It is a very clear summary of what he is about.  The Greens snipe about the United States, but what do they 
do about solving the problem?  Absolutely nothing.  They sit back and wait for the United Nations to make a 
decision.  If they continue to sit back and do that, they will be old and grey and will have passed on by the time a 
decision has been made.  In the past, the UN has avoided making decisions on every difficult issue with which it 
has been confronted.  It made a difficult decision in 1991 to go into Iraq.  The only problem with that war is that 
the dictator was not gotten rid of; he was left to murder thousands of his own people.  

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
 


