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PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BUSINESS, ALL STAGES OF BILLS, GRIEVANCES AND  
COUNCIL MESSAGES 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys — Leader of the House) [12.42 pm]: I move — 

That for the remainder of 2009, so much of standing orders be suspended as is necessary to enable — 

(a) bills to proceed without delay between the stages; 

(b) messages from the Legislative Council to be taken into consideration on the day on which they 
are received; 

(c) private members’ business to have priority on Wednesdays between 4.00 pm and 6.00 pm; and 

(d) grievances to be suspended. 

This motion is in line with motions that have been moved by previous governments over many years—in fact, 
since the late 1980s. It has become customary for the house to reduce private members’ business for the last two 
or three weeks each year. In past years, it was normal practice for the house to cut off private members’ business 
altogether at the end of each year. A reduction along these lines is, I believe, a more balanced approach. As I 
said, the motion will reduce private members’ business to two hours on Wednesday afternoons for the last three 
weeks of the year, and it is envisaged that the house will sit to around 10.00 pm on Wednesday evenings for the 
last three sitting weeks. I am confident that with carriage of this motion, the Speaker may also grant the house a 
dinner break on Wednesday evenings. The motion also suspends grievances for the last three sitting weeks of 
this year, to provide additional time to discuss legislation. The motion will allow bills to proceed through this 
house without delay and for messages from the other place to be considered on the day on which they are 
received. I commend the motion to the house.  

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [12.43 pm]: I thank the Leader of the House for moving this motion. I 
indicate that the opposition will not support it, and I will tell the house why. This motion will basically truncate a 
lot of the proceedings of the house for the remaining sitting weeks of the year. Private members’ business will be 
shorter—it will run for two hours. That is in accordance with past practice, and I agree with that. The motion will 
also suspend grievances; I do not agree with that. This is different from past practice. In different years, different 
things have taken place in relation to grievances. As members—particularly government backbenchers—know, 
grievances are one of the great opportunities for members to raise an issue with a minister and receive a full, 
well-researched answer to that issue. It is also a great tool for members of the opposition. I think that grievances 
are actually more effective than question time for getting a proper response from a minister. I think it is 
something that should not be cut out, but should actually be expanded. I think there should be more opportunity 
for grievances. If the motion were to reduce the time allocated for each grievance from seven minutes to five 
minutes, I would not object, if it meant more opportunities for grievances in which ministers are required to 
answer questions. I have been a minister, and I know what it is like to get grievances. Ministers often do not like 
them; they particularly do not like grievances from their own backbenchers, because the questions that are asked 
are often uncomfortable and ones that ministers do not want to have to deal with, but part of the grievance 
process is that the minister must deal with them. I think we should give members the opportunity to have three or 
four grievances from either side every week, rather than only two. If that means a small cut in the amount of time 
each member gets for a grievance, so be it; I think that would be fine. The past practice has been that grievances 
have in some years been cut out for the remaining week or two weeks, and that some years they have not been 
cut out. We should retain grievances for the remaining sitting weeks of this year. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I will do a deal with you. If you agree to let this motion pass amended, I will delete the part 
about grievances.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: That is a deal — 

Dr J.M. Woollard: Professional sitting hours! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Something else has been thrown into the mix by the member for Alfred Cove! I think the 
Leader of the House should respond to that also. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I didn’t hear what she said. 

Dr J.M. Woollard: I said professional sitting hours. We had an opportunity to review the sitting hours of the 
house. We will have sat late on more than 50 per cent of the Tuesdays we have sat in this house. It is time that 
we reviewed the sitting hours and made them professional. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: We listened to the views of all members, member for Alfred Cove, not just yours. 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 11 November 2009] 

 p8773c-8775a 
Mr Rob Johnson; Mr Mark McGowan; Ms Alannah MacTiernan; Mr Bill Marmion; Dr Janet Woollard 

 [2] 

The SPEAKER: Members, thank you! I have given a call to the member for Rockingham. He is responding at 
this stage, and I do not think other interjections are necessary. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Leader of the House provoked that: it was a shocking and abhorrent interjection from 
the Leader of the House, attacking the member for Alfred Cove for her very reasonable and sensible suggestion! 

I am agreeable to the amendment offered by the Leader of the House to reinstate grievances, on the basis that the 
opposition will support the motion. The government has the numbers to do what it wishes, but I will agree to that 
offer. I also want to make a couple of other points about what — 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Brief points? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I will be brief, but if the Leader of the House interjects on me, I will go longer! 

I have a couple of other points to make. This motion will also ensure that bills can proceed through stages 
without delay. That is commonplace at this time of year. It means that legislation that is ordinarily delayed until 
another day—for example, the third reading of legislation or the introduction of legislation, which normally has 
to sit on the table for three weeks—can be dealt with immediately. I know that the government is planning to 
introduce legislation that it wants to deal with immediately. That is common practice, and it means that the 
government can pass the legislation it wants to pass by the end of the year. 

I will agree to that, even though I find some of the legislation difficult to agree with—for example, the stop-and-
search legislation. However, this has been uniform past practice and in any event, the government could force 
the legislation through if it wanted to. I will accept the deal in relation to grievances, because that is an 
improvement to the motion. However, I find the stop-and-search legislation abhorrent. I think it is quasi-fascist 
legislation, and that it is more in tune with Nazi Germany in the 1930s and 1940s. It is the sort of thing that one 
might read about in William L. Shirer’s The Rise and Fall of the Third Reich. I note that in a contribution in this 
chamber last night, a government member even defended, in a manner of speaking, the 1940s leader of 
Germany. A member of the Liberal Party apparently thought that the security provided by Adolf Hitler was more 
important than liberty. I found the member for Southern River’s comments very enlightening in that respect. 

The SPEAKER: I advise the member for Rockingham that he is speaking to the suspension of standing orders; 
he is not speaking to any other business that might be before this place. I ask him to return to his comments on 
the suspension of standing orders.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: I wanted to also make the point that this legislation is very contentious and we will be 
proceeding without delay between the remaining stages. I suspect, in the contentious way of dealing with it 
without delay between the stages, that the government will move the gag. I suspect that the Leader of the House 
will gag this legislation to get it through the chamber, even though I find that process abhorrent. I think the bill 
needs to be rejected, but I also think that our amendments need at least proper scrutiny. However, it raises a very 
interesting question. As I understand it, some members of the National Party are very nervous about this 
legislation and may want to vote against it, and I understand other members of the house may wish to vote 
against this legislation.  

A question was raised in this chamber some weeks ago about whether the Speaker should vote for the gag. In 
this context it is important that we put that on the table if the gag is moved. You, Mr Speaker, have indicated that 
you will provide a ruling on what will happen in that regard, because I understand that the National Party is very 
nervous about laws that will remove fundamental rights and freedoms from Western Australians that they have 
enjoyed for as long as anyone can remember. I would like to know in this context what will happen if the gag is 
moved. I want to defeat this legislation. I want to use the numbers in this chamber and the good sense of 
members to defeat this legislation, particularly as the government has rejected our amendments.  

They are the questions I have about this motion. As I indicated, provided that the government adheres to its 
promise to allow grievances to remain in place, we will support the motion. If the government does not do that, 
we will oppose the motion.  

Mr R.F. Johnson interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, Leader of the House! 

MS A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (Armadale) [12.52 pm]: I will take this opportunity of discussing standing orders to 
raise an issue that concerns me—that is, the Parliament sitting on 11 November. I believe that it is very 
important for members to be able to participate in Remembrance Day ceremonies. Members from outer 
metropolitan areas and country members are precluded from participating in Remembrance Day events in their 
communities as a result of Parliament sitting on 11 November. It is an important date in our national calendar, it 
is an important day for us to remember the sacrifice made by so very many on our behalf, and it is a very serious 
matter for members of the Returned and Services League of Australia, who officially conduct these services. 
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Having their local members of Parliament at these events adds greatly to the sense of occasion and dignity at 
those events. It is very sad that many members cannot attend these events, including you, Mr Speaker, and my 
good friends the members for Collie-Preston and Albany, who would very much like the opportunity to attend 
these events. I call upon the Leader of the House to consider this matter and to consider a standing order in 
future that says that Parliament will not sit on this particular day. 

Amendment to Motion 

On motion by Mr W.R. Marmion (Parliamentary Secretary), resolved — 

To delete the words — 

; and 

(d) grievances to be suspended. 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion, as Amended 

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [12.54 pm]: In relation to the motion as amended before the house, I 
appreciate that I am probably the only member who will be voting against this motion, but it is time that this 
house seriously looked at the sitting hours of this house.  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members! Member for Albany! 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: Next year I hope that we will have more sitting weeks and that the house will 
eventually adopt professional sitting hours, rather than have members of this house and staff who work in this 
Parliament sitting until the early hours of the morning when it is not safe to be returning home.  

Question (motion, as amended) put and passed. 
 


