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MINISTER FOR EDUCATION — ABORIGINAL TUTORIAL ASSISTANCE SCHEME 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [10.07 am] — without notice: I move — 

That so much of the standing orders be suspended as is necessary to enable the following motion to be 
moved forthwith — 

That the Minister for Education be condemned for misleading the house by blaming the 
commonwealth government for not providing funding for the Aboriginal tutorial assistance 
scheme. 

This matter is urgent because we are dealing with a minister of the Crown misleading the Parliament of Western 
Australia. Despite the fact that no more than an hour ago I saw the Minister for Education reading a brief 
ministerial statement to the house, I have very recently been informed that she has now gone home with a 
headache. Despite the fact that the minister has gone home with a headache after I saw her here no more than an 
hour ago reading a brief ministerial statement, the nature of a suspension is that it has to be a matter of urgency. 
This is a matter of urgency, and the government has two options: the government has a minister assisting the 
Minister for Education who can come in and respond; or, I can present my case and the Minister for Education 
can come back this afternoon and respond.  

As has been pointed out in this place by you, Mr Speaker, the Premier and the Leader of the House, the nature of 
a suspension of standing orders requires that it has to be a matter of urgency. It is only because I very recently 
got the evidence I need to prove that the minister misled the house that I raise this issue now. The opposition was 
given no notice prior to the last 20 minutes that the Minister for Education had gone home unwell. However, that 
should not stop the Parliament from debating this issue, bearing in mind that I have offered to present my case 
now and the minister can come back this afternoon and respond. This will give the Minister for Education a lot 
more time than she would otherwise have had to get her department to run away and get the information that she 
may need to respond to this issue. I make the point that this is a matter of urgency. I have only just received the 
information that I needed from the commonwealth government to deal with the issue of the Minister for 
Education misleading the house. Is the Leader of the House willing to allow me to present my case under MPI 
rules and have the minister come back? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: The Premier is going to respond.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: “The Premier is going to respond”—what does that mean?  

Mr R.F. Johnson: It means the Premier is going to respond! You sit down and listen to the Premier. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Do I need to go into the details?  

Mr R.F. Johnson: If I had my way, I would simply gag you! 

Mr B.S. WYATT: The reason this matter is urgent is that on 24 March — 

The SPEAKER: Take a seat, member for Victoria Park. At this point you have simply moved a motion to 
suspend standing orders. That is all I want to hear spoken to at this stage. I do not want any substance beyond 
that particular motion. I am quite happy for you to further your case for why the motion should be carried in this 
place. It has been indicated the Premier will respond to the motion to suspend standing orders; not to the actual 
substance of the matter.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: I appreciate that, Mr Speaker. Will the Leader of the House allow it?  

Mr R.F. Johnson: The Premier will respond to what he is saying now.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: Sit down and I will respond. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: No, no; I will spend some time, in that case, going into why the matter is urgent and why 
standing orders need to be suspended.  

What we are dealing with is the Aboriginal tutorial assistance scheme, ATAS, which provides Aboriginal 
students in the upper secondary years 11 and 12 with tutorial assistance for those who are not meeting 
benchmarks. The minister said not more than two weeks ago the reason that funding had not come through and 
why Aboriginal students in years 11 and 12 all over Western Australia were not receiving that funding was the 
commonwealth government had cut that funding. One, that is simply incorrect. She knew that was incorrect. 
Two, we are now 10 weeks into a 40-week school year. We are 25 per cent of the way through and the minister 
is still —  
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The SPEAKER: Take a seat, member for Victoria Park. I think everybody in this place understands, when we 
have a motion to suspend standing orders, that the initial part of the process is you simply put a case to the house 
to suspend standing orders. You know that, member for Victoria Park. I have an indication that the Premier is 
willing to respond to that motion that you have moved. I am not going to take any more of the substance beyond 
the motion to suspend standing orders. It is, quite simply, what I am going to do. If you want to build something 
else around your case to suspend standing orders, I am happy to enable the house to hear that, but I do not want 
to hear any further the actual reasoning behind it.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: The motion before the house condemns the Minister for Education for misleading the house. 
This is a matter of extreme urgency. This is a matter for the minister or her representative, through the former 
Minister Assisting the Minister for Education, to come in here and either apologise for the fact that she misled 
the house or correct the record—or both. This is why we raise this issue now. I accept the fact that the minister 
has gone home sick. The opposition is being reasonable. I proposed to the Premier the opportunity for the 
member for Blackwood–Stirling to either respond on behalf of the minister, or the minister can come back in.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: Why him? He’s in charge of agriculture. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Just wait, Premier. The Premier said he would respond.  

Alternatively, the Minister for Education could come back in later today. The minister was here not more than an 
hour ago. I appreciate the fact that she has now gone home unwell; she has a headache.  

Mr P. Papalia: She has got a whiff of danger!  

Mr B.S. WYATT: If the minister has gone home, so be it, but the minister will have the opportunity to hear my 
case, have her staff hear the case of the opposition, and come back later today to respond. It is an issue of 
urgency. We are dealing with the minister potentially misleading the house. As the Premier did when he sat on 
this side of the house, it is required that the government deal with this issue today as a matter of urgency. That is 
why the opposition has moved this motion. It is not an attempt to embarrass the minister, who is not here, 
because the opposition was only just informed of that. The opposition is being reasonable. There are two 
options—in fact there are three, because the Premier himself can hear the case of the opposition and respond to 
that case. I am happy to do that under MPI rules if the government indicates so. The government does not 
indicate so.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: The Premier will respond to the motion before the house.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: I have a sneaking suspicion the Premier will get up and carry on about a bullying opposition 
attacking a poor minister of the Crown who is not here, which is absolute rubbish. Members know that when we 
talk about suspension, the issue has to be urgent. This is urgent. I have received information from the 
commonwealth government to make the case that the Minister for Education has misled the house. She needs to 
respond. She can come back this afternoon and respond, or the Premier can respond on behalf of that minister.  

It is on that basis the opposition moves to suspend standing orders. I hope the Premier, who carries on about 
standards in government, who carries on about accountability and who carries on about ministerial standards, 
gives the house the opportunity for me to present the opposition’s view that the Minister for Education has 
misled the house over a fundamental front-line service for some of our most struggling students in this state, and 
therefore can clarify or apologise.  

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe — Premier) [10.15 am]: The government will not support this motion. I want 
to say something to the member for Victoria Park: I came into the chamber because I heard the member for 
Victoria Park—a member I respect and happen to like; I think he is a decent young guy—but he made a mistake 
today.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Why is that, Premier?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: For him to stand here—I heard him on the monitor as I was walking past; that is why I 
came in—and say the minister has gone home with a headache —  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: That is what I was told by your side of the house, Premier! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I tell members the minister has a migraine, and I sent her home.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: That is not what your side told me, Premier!  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: She is ill, and I told her to go home. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: You can pontificate all you want; that’s not what your side told the opposition. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members!  
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Mr B.S. Wyatt: If you are going to keep shielding the issue, then fine. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Victoria Park — 

Mr P. Papalia: The more you shield her, the worse she looks! 

The SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro, I formally call you to order for the first time. The member for Victoria 
Park has moved a motion in this place. The Premier is responding to it. My observation is that generally the 
motion is heard in silence. There were some people, on both sides of this place, who had some things to say 
while that motion was being moved. We generally hear motions in silence. I would like, as a member of this 
place, to hear what the Premier has to say about this motion.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The member for Victoria Park flippantly said the Minister for Education “has gone home 
with a headache” and the member for Warnbro said “she got a whiff of danger”. It has been the convention in 
this house that when members are unwell, they are shown some respect. Members opposite should think how this 
side of politics has responded to cases of illness on the opposition side. Look at the recent history during the term 
of this government. When members opposite were ill—there were some seriously ill members—we gave 
automatic pairs on a continuous basis. We never questioned it. But the member for Victoria Park’s comment 
today that “she has gone home with a headache” —  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Why did the Deputy Premier say that a migraine is a headache then? We are not questioning the 
fact that she is sick, Premier. You’re pathetic! 

The SPEAKER: Member for Victoria Park, I formally call you to order for the first time. I have given you the 
opportunity to move a motion, not to continually interject on the Premier, who is providing a response to your 
motion.  

Ms M.M. Quirk: It still does not get over the fact that she misled Parliament.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen, I formally call you to order for the first time as well.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The Minister for Education was told by me to go home. I was not going to have her here, 
with a severe migraine, as ill as she was. 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am not interested in the member for Girrawheen!  

The minister was told by me, the Whip and the Leader of the House to go home —  

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen, if you want to seek the call in this place at some stage, I will give you 
the call. I am formally calling you to order for the second time.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: For comments such as those by the member for Warnbro, “a whiff of danger” — 

Several members interjected.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The minister has gone home, as she should; she is unwell. That was my decision; I told her 
to go home. The discussion with the minister about — 

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition! I understand that this is a serious motion. I believe that is why the 
member for Victoria Park has moved it. Interjecting from you will not help in this process at this stage. I 
formally call you to order for the first time.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The decision for the Minister for Education to go home was made before there was any 
mention of this issue—understand that; any mention of it. I am disappointed by members opposite that they are 
failing to show any respect for a member who is unwell.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Rubbish. Debate the issue.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Absolute lack of respect. 

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Thank you members!  

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: When a motion is moved to suspend standing orders, a member has an opportunity to put the 
case. I believe the member for Victoria Park has had that opportunity and has used that the opportunity. There is 
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also an opportunity for a member of the government to respond to that. That is what the Premier is doing at this 
stage. He does not need any assistance in that from other members of government and he does not need any 
interjecting from members opposite. I understand the nature of interjecting in this place. But I want to be able to 
hear what the Premier is saying about the government’s approach to this motion.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: On this side of the house we will not lower our standards.  

Several members interjected.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: When, as will inevitably happen, the leader of the opposition business comes to us and 
says, “We’ve got a member who has a personal problem and has a domestic issue to deal with”—as happens 
more often than members opposite care to admit—we will respect the privacy of those members.  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! The member for Albany has a point of order. 

Point of Order 

Mr P.B. WATSON: Mr Speaker, you told the member for Victoria Park he had to speak to the motion about 
suspending standing orders. All the Premier is doing is maligning members on this side.  

The SPEAKER: There is no point of order.  

Debate Resumed 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: We will continue to respect people in this house who have health issues and are unwell or 
have to deal with personal matters that are private to them, and will not politicise it. The other point the 
opposition made in debating this motion is, “Well, the minister is not here”—I do not expect her to return 
today—“the Minister for Agriculture can handle it.” Why; what does it have to do with him?  

Mr W.J. Johnston: He’s the minister assisting.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: No; he is not. We changed the cabinet before Christmas. Did members opposite not notice 
that? He is not assisting. Members opposite do not even know that. How incompetent. They do not even know 
who has responsibility for assisting in portfolios. That is unbelievably incompetent, member.  

Several members interjected.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I will tell members what we will do. We will not agree to suspend standing orders; this 
does not have urgency to it. The minister is unlikely to return today.  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Joondalup and member for Albany, I formally call you to order for the first time 
today, and member for Warnbro, I formally call you to order for the second time today.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: If members opposite wish to ask a question during question time, I will endeavour to 
provide the detail. I do not know the details of the issue but I will endeavour to find out by question time. That is 
the proper thing to do. If members opposite wish to pursue the issue further —  

Several members interjected.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Oh, look.  

Mr B.J. Grylls interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! Minister for Regional Development, I formally call you to order for the first time.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I will conclude, Mr Speaker. The minister is not going to be here today to respond; she is 
unwell. That is the reality. If members opposite wish to ask questions of me during question time, they can by all 
means do so, and I will do my best to answer them from the information I collect between now and question 
time.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Rubbish.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The member for Victoria Park says rubbish. He is a nice young guy; but he is wet behind 
the ears and he lacks courtesy. 

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont — Leader of the Opposition) [10.24 am]: The Premier says he will defer this 
issue to question time. This goes to the integrity of question time. If the government does not tell the truth to the 
house, what is the use of question time? There is a convention in this place that if a minister has misled the 
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house, the minister comes in at the earliest possible opportunity and corrects the record. The Premier has gone on 
about the minister’s personal circumstances, but let us come back to the basic issue of accountability, which is 
the reason we need a suspension of standing orders. My colleague asked the minister about the unavailability of 
tutorial assistance for Aboriginal students in years 11 and 12. The minister blamed the commonwealth 
government. That is absolutely wrong. That is an untruth. The minister misled the house, and that requires an 
urgent explanation. But the Premier is basically saying that no-one in the government is prepared to be 
accountable for this today, so he will not allow the suspension of standing orders. It is quite a simple issue: if 
ministers do not tell the truth to this Parliament, the Parliament’s whole accountability role is compromised. 
Question time is useless if ministers just get up and bat off things with untruths. Question time is useless as an 
accountability measure if that is what the government does. When the opposition finds that that has happened, 
the opposition has no alternative but to take this course of action. If the government were prepared to honour the 
Premier’s election promise to be open, honest and accountable, the government would agree to this suspension, 
find out the facts and respond and correct the record.  

It is no trivial matter for the minister to bat off an issue and say it is the commonwealth’s fault when it is not the 
commonwealth’s fault. This is part of a pattern. The Premier did not tell the truth about Oakajee when I asked 
him a question about it. He has been outed by the Public Accounts Committee on that issue.  

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition, I am expecting you to stand and present a case in support of the 
suspension of standing orders. That is what I am expecting.  

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, I do not need any advice from you. I formally call you to order for 
the first time today.  

Mr E.S. RIPPER: Here is my case: accountability does not work unless ministers tell the truth in question time. 
When ministers do not tell the truth in question time, there is an urgent requirement for Parliament to attend to 
that issue and that is why we have moved the suspension of standing orders. There is an even stronger case when 
we have a pattern of behaviour in the government. It is not just the Minister for Education who has not told the 
truth in this case on assistance for Aboriginal students in years 11 and 12; the head of the government, the 
Premier, has also not told the truth on the question of Oakajee. There is a pattern here and that makes it even 
more of a requirement for the suspension of standing orders.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: Why don’t you refer to the CCC again or the Privy Court?  

Mr E.S. RIPPER: Sorry? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You guys are a joke. You make wild accusations with no substance. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: The Premier comes into this place and says no-one in the government can stand and answer 
the assertion made by the member for Victoria Park. He is saying, “No-one is available; we might be 
accountable at some other time, but we can’t be accountable today.” That is basically the Premier’s argument. 
He is the Premier; he should take responsibility. He made the promise to have open, honest and accountable 
government. He is failing to deliver on it personally, because he cannot require proper standards of behaviour 
from his ministers. There is a well-tried, well-known parliamentary convention: if there is some misleading of 
the house, the minister comes in and corrects the record straightaway and, if that does not happen, a motion is 
moved to suspend standing orders and the government should agree to it.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: Do you think ministers should be tried in their absence when they are ill?  

Mr E.S. RIPPER: I think the Premier as the head of government should take responsibility. The Premier should 
accept the suspension and should defend the issue if the minister is unavailable. I have made the case. Question 
time does not work as an accountability mechanism unless ministers are truthful and accurate. We have clear 
evidence that this minister misled the Parliament. The government should be correcting the record; it should be 
prepared to be accountable. If the minister is not available, it is the job of the Premier to do it. The Premier can 
get the information. I am sure that right now his staff are talking to the staff of the Minister for Education and I 
am sure people are frantically gathering the information. The Premier should let a few people on this side make 
the case; he will get the briefing note, and he can stand and say whether the minister was truthful or untruthful in 
her answer to the question from the member for Victoria Park. He should agree to suspend standing orders if he 
is dinkum about his promise to maintain open, honest and accountable government. I do not think he is; I think 
he has broken that promise. I think he breaks it every day. 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [10.29 am]: This matter is urgent for two reasons, and I want to raise them 
for the information of members opposite. It is urgent because, when a minister is accused of having misled the 
house, the matter has to be dealt with urgently. If a minister inadvertently misleads the house, the minister needs 
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to correct the record. The date on which we allege the Minister for Education misled the house was 24 March; 
that was two weeks ago. There have been a number of parliamentary sitting days since then, and she still has not 
corrected the record. We did not know that she was going to be absent today; we saw her sitting here this 
morning, and we saw her reading matters into Hansard. We then decided to proceed with this matter, because 
this is the first available opportunity have had when all the information was available at our fingertips to do so. 
That is a reasonable course of action for us to have taken because the minister needs to respond. We have made 
an offer to the government: we will present the argument, and she can come back at a later stage — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: The minister, not “she”. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Minister Constable can come back at a later stage and present her explanation; that is the 
reasonable offer that we have made to the government. It is a convention of Parliament that when a member 
becomes aware of having misled the Parliament, the issue is raised and the member is given an opportunity to 
come back and explain. We have made that offer to the government; it is reasonable. It is no use for the Premier 
to get angry and upset. He can see how this course of events has come to pass, because we did not know she was 
going to be absent when we decided upon this course of action. 

The second reason why this matter is urgent is that we are dealing with the education of Aboriginal children and 
we are trying to tackle the reasons behind them falling behind at school. The shadow Minister for Education 
obviously has a great interest in this matter, and raised the issue. The education of Aboriginal children, the 
reasons for them falling behind at school, and the measures put in place by the commonwealth government and 
how those measures are activated by the state Department of Education should all be top priorities for this 
Parliament, and we need as a matter of urgency to get to the bottom of why these measures have not been put in 
place and why that money has not been spent on Aboriginal children. Surely we should all agree with that—that 
we get to the bottom of why kids in years 11 and 12 are not getting the tutorial assistance they are entitled to. 
Surely it is a matter of urgency for the Premier and the government to debate the matter, and for the government 
to provide the Parliament with an explanation as to why that is the case. Those are the two reasons why this 
matter is urgent. 

The Minister for Education is absent from the chamber, but I will raise a couple of other reasons as to why this 
matter is urgent. The Premier is a former Minister for Education; the Deputy Premier was, until recently, the 
Minister for Indigenous Affairs. The Minister for Agriculture and Food, until recently, was the Minister 
Assisting the Minister for Education, and we also have in the chamber the Minister for Regional Development. 
The young people to whom this matter relates live predominantly in the regions, and the Minister for Regional 
Development has said during question time that he reserves the right to speak on any issue concerning the 
regions, because his portfolio covers all of it. We have sitting here all those ministers who could answer the 
factual question we are putting to the house. Every single one of them could answer, because the matter touches 
on either their former portfolios or, in the case of the Premier, his current portfolio, and also on the current 
portfolio of the Minister for Regional Development, who said he reserved the right to speak on any issue 
concerning the regions. Any single one of them could explain the facts — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I formally call the Minister for Regional Development to order for the second time today. 

Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I am glad to add the member for Mandurah to the list today! I formally call you to order for the 
first time today. Member for Rockingham, you are straying somewhat from the motion in front of the house. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I have made my point. Every single one of those ministers could explain the facts behind 
the matter. The Minister for Education could then come back at a later stage and explain why she misled the 
house. I think we should have an explanation of the facts behind this matter; I think it is urgent that we find out 
why Aboriginal children are not having spent on them money that has been provided by the commonwealth 
government for their education, why that money is being withheld, and why Parliament has not been told the 
truth about the matter. It is a matter of urgency, and the government has been aware of it for two weeks—since 
24 March. It is a matter of absolute urgency, and the Premier should be concerned, on behalf of the Aboriginal 
children of this state, about why those funds are not being expended on their education. Is there any more 
important issue for someone who leads this state of two million people than the fact that there is a range of 
young people out there who are falling behind in their education and not receiving the assistance they deserve? Is 
there any more significant matter for the Premier to deal with? Can the Premier name one? 

Several members interjected. 
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The SPEAKER: Member for Rockingham, I have already given you information in respect of the suspension of 
standing orders. I do not expect you to talk anymore about any other issues in this place at this stage. I give you 
the call again. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Mr Speaker, I appreciate your leniency and I will not go any further on that particular 
issue, but I will say that this is a matter of urgency in respect of the Minister for Education misleading the house. 
The minister could either provide a form of written words or could come back later today to explain the 
situation. I do not think that that is an unreasonable demand, particularly considering that the opposition had no 
idea that she would not be present. We saw her here this morning and she was not paired before we moved this 
motion. 

Question to be Put 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys — Leader of the House) [10.36 am]: I move — 

That the question be now put. 

Question put and a division taken with the following result — 

Ayes (25) 

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

Noes (21) 

Dr A.D. Buti Mr M. McGowan Mr E.S. Ripper Mr P.B. Watson 
Mr R.H. Cook Mrs C.A. Martin Ms R. Saffioti Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Ms J.M. Freeman Mr M.P. Murray Mr T.G. Stephens Mr D.A. Templeman (Teller) 
Mr J.N. Hyde Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr C.J. Tallentire  
Mr W.J. Johnston Mr J.R. Quigley Mr P.C. Tinley  
Mr F.M. Logan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr A.J. Waddell  

            

Pairs 

 Mr M.W. Sutherland Mr M.P. Whitely 
 Mr C.C. Porter Mr J.C. Kobelke 
 Dr K.D. Hames Ms L.L. Baker 
 Mr J.H.D. Day Mrs M.H. Roberts 
 Dr E. Constable Mr P. Papalia 

Question thus passed. 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

The SPEAKER: As this is a motion to suspend standing orders, I need to be satisfied that an absolute majority 
is present. I notice that there is an absolute majority. 

Question put and a division taken with the following result — 
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Ayes (21) 

Dr A.D. Buti Mr M. McGowan Mr E.S. Ripper Mr P.B. Watson 
Mr R.H. Cook Mrs C.A. Martin Ms R. Saffioti Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Ms J.M. Freeman Mr M.P. Murray Mr T.G. Stephens Mr D.A. Templeman (Teller) 
Mr J.N. Hyde Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr C.J. Tallentire  
Mr W.J. Johnston Mr J.R. Quigley Mr P.C. Tinley  
Mr F.M. Logan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr A.J. Waddell  

Noes (25) 

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

            

Pairs 

 Mr M.P. Whitely Mr M.W. Sutherland 
 Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr C.C. Porter 
 Ms L.L. Baker Dr K.D. Hames 
 Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr J.H.D. Day 
 Mr P. Papalia Dr E. Constable 

Question thus negatived. 
 


