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SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE DEPARTMENT FOR COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT - 
ESTABLISHMENT 

Business of the House - Motion 
HON ROBYN McSWEENEY (South West) [10.05 am] - without notice:  I move -  

That pursuant to standing order 128, order of the day 298 - “Select Committee on the Department for 
Community Development - Establishment” - be made order of the day 1 for Wednesday, 27 September 
2006 and the question be resolved at that day’s sitting. 

Point of Order 
Hon KIM CHANCE:  I am aware that this motion is not debatable, but I query how this motion is affected by 
the sessional orders.  Sessional order 6(2) provides for a maximum of four hours for debate on motions on 
notice, which order of the day 298 effectively is, as I understand.  That is part of my question.  The principal part 
of my question is: does that part of sessional order 6(2), which allows for the question be resolved at the 
expiration of time, apply in relation to a matter brought forward in the orders of the day?   
Hon Norman Moore:  This is not a matter on notice pursuant to Wednesdays.  It is a private member’s notice.   
Hon Kim Chance:  I do not know.  That is why I asked the question.   
The PRESIDENT:  The particular motion that is proposed to be discussed as a result of this motion without 
notice is already an order of the day; therefore, sessional order 6(2) does not apply.   
Hon KEN TRAVERS:  On a further point of order, I want to understand the form of words that have been used.  
The member has moved that order of the day 298 be taken and dealt with on that day.  I will raise two points.  
Firstly, is it appropriate to put a guillotine on a motion that complies with standing order 128?  My reading of 
standing order 128 is that it simply allows a member to move that a motion be an order of the day for a 
subsequent day; it does not provide for the member to move that other actions be taken in the house.  To apply a 
guillotine without a debate would be quite unusual.  Secondly, to apply a guillotine in that manner would also 
contravene sessional orders.  Would it require an absolute majority?   
Hon Kim Chance:  Perhaps we could have a copy of the motion. 
The PRESIDENT:  I ask for copies of the motion to be provided to members who are interested to allow them 
to give consideration to what I am about to say.  Did the Leader of the House want to make a point about the 
issue that Hon Ken Travers has raised? 
Hon KIM CHANCE:  I am not exactly raising a point; it is in relation to the point raised by Hon Ken Travers.  I 
suggest that it might be appropriate for the President to leave the chair until the ringing of the bells, but that is a 
matter for the President.  If you have determined a position, that is fine. 
The PRESIDENT:  Hon Ken Travers has raised an interesting point.  I understand that this issue has not come 
before the house on a prior occasion, and I therefore need to be very careful in determining what I say.  On that 
basis, I will accept the advice of the Leader of the House. 
Hon KEN TRAVERS:  Before the President leaves the chair, I ask another question that you may wish to 
consider before you leave the chair.  Sessional order 5(1) provides for the manner in which the business of the 
house shall be determined during various times, and I ask you to consider whether this motion seeks to suspend 
sessional order 5.  I also ask whether this matter is now considered a motion on notice or an order of the day. 
The PRESIDENT:  I have already said that it is an order of the day.  

Sitting suspended from 10.14 to 10.25 am 

Ruling by President 
THE PRESIDENT (Hon Nick Griffiths):  Hon Robyn McSweeney has moved a motion in the following 
terms - 

That pursuant to standing order 128, order of the day 298 - “Select Committee on the Department for 
Community Development - Establishment” - be made order of the day 1 for Wednesday, 27 September 
and the question be resolved at that day’s sitting.  

Motions pursuant to standing order 128 are motions that preclude amendment or debate.  The motion moved by 
Hon Robyn McSweeney is in two parts.  The first part of the motion is pursuant to standing order 128, but the 
second part of the motion involves what has been referred to as a guillotine provision; namely, the words “and 
the question be resolved at that day’s sitting”.  That second part of the motion is of a kind that lends itself to 
debate, and is not, in my view, within the confines of standing order 128.  Therefore, the second part of the 
motion is out of order, leaving the first part of the motion, which reads -  
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That pursuant to standing order 128, order of the day 298 - “Select Committee on the Department for 
Community Development - Establishment” be made order of the day 1 for Wednesday, 27 September.  

That motion is not debatable, and I will put that question shortly.  However, I point out that, in the event that the 
motion is carried or otherwise, the house will still proceed to non-official business.  As it happens, non-official 
business today is order of the day 298, unless the house makes some other decision.   

Motion, as Altered 
Question put and a division taken with the following result - 

Ayes (14) 

Hon Ken Baston Hon Ray Halligan Hon Norman Moore Hon Giz Watson 
Hon George Cash Hon Barry House Hon Helen Morton Hon Bruce Donaldson (Teller) 
Hon Peter Collier Hon Paul Llewellyn Hon Simon O’Brien  
Hon Nigel Hallett Hon Robyn McSweeney Hon Barbara Scott  

Noes (11) 

Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm Hon Kate Doust Hon Sheila Mills Hon Ken Travers 
Hon Vincent Catania Hon Adele Farina Hon Louise Pratt Hon Ed Dermer (Teller) 
Hon Kim Chance Hon Graham Giffard Hon Sally Talbot  

            

Pairs 

 Hon Murray Criddle Hon Shelley Archer 
 Hon Anthony Fels Hon Jon Ford 
 Hon Margaret Rowe Hon Sue Ellery 
 Hon Donna Faragher Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich 
 

Question thus passed.  
 


