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SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDERS NOS 6 AND 146 
Private Members’ Business and Grievances 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Nollamara - Leader of the House) [12.18 pm]:  I move -  

That for the remainder of the present session, Standing Order No 60 in relation to private members’ 
business and Standing Order No 146 in relation to grievances be suspended. 

The motion is simple.  It proposes to suspend private members’ business today, and grievances tomorrow.  I 
remind members that tomorrow there will be 90 second private members’ statements as usual.  It is fairly regular 
that grievances are suspended and private members’ business is either reduced or removed altogether in the last 
two, three or four sitting weeks of each year, let alone the final year of the four-year term.  This year we have 
continued to run the full private members’ business right through until this week.  We have not cut it off in the 
third, fourth or fifth week from the end of the session as may have happened in previous years.  Members would 
be aware that originally it was planned that the House would sit next week.  However, there are in the order of 
50 Bills still in the Legislative Council.  All of the Bills that this House needs to consider and that have some 
chance of getting through the other place will be dealt with this week.  We still need to deal with two quite 
significant Bills, but I am sure we will have time to deal with those Bills, and also allow for members who are 
retiring to make a speech on the motion that has been moved for that purpose.  On the basis that we will be able 
to deal with the revenue laws Bills and also with the Bill to provide for a referendum on retail trading hours, 
which I will be second reading in a few moments, it is unlikely that we will need to sit next week.  I thought that 
we would have to sit next week to deal with matters from the other place but it now seems that the other place 
will sit for an extra week, which means that we are not yet certain of the day on which we will sit again.  It is 
fairly certain that we will need to sit for another day beyond this week.  As yet, we cannot tell when that will be.  
As this will be the Assembly’s last full sitting week, the removal of private members’ business and grievances is 
fairly standard practice and will enable us to tidy up the work that needs to be done in the Assembly before we 
conclude our parliamentary year.  I therefore commend the motion to the House.   

MRS C.L. EDWARDES (Kingsley) [12.20 pm]:  The Opposition opposes the motion on several bases.  
Fourteen orders of the day are listed on the notice paper.  The Opposition has demonstrated its willingness to 
work with the Government to pass legislation in a timely manner.  Of those 14 orders of the day, I understand 
that the Government has no intention of proceeding with three in any event; that is, the Electoral and 
Constitution Amendment Bill 2003, the Electoral Reform Bill 2002 and the restoration of Legislative Assembly 
Bills.  Therefore, there are 11 government orders of the day on the notice paper that the Government intends to 
deal with.  It is a two-edged sword.  The first aspect is that there are only 11 orders of the day that the 
Government intends to deal with.  However, the Government has introduced or will introduce this week the tax 
relief legislation, the referendum Bill and the Residential Parks (Long-stay Tenants) Bill.  The Government will 
also today introduce the Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No. 3) 2004 and the Appropriation 
(Consolidated Fund) Bill (No. 4) 2004.  Why will this be the last sitting week of the Assembly for 2004?   

The Government should forget about suspending grievances and private members’ business.  That is not 
necessary whatsoever.  The Government is running away from scrutiny.  It does not want the Opposition to be 
able to continue to raise issues that are embarrassing to the Government and its members.   

The Opposition has proved that it will help pass legislation in a timely manner.  What has been happening in the 
Parliament?  The Government has introduced 17 Bills into the Assembly in the past four sitting weeks, plus the 
ones that have been or will be introduced this week.  The Government intends to pass only 11 of the Bills that 
are listed on the notice paper.  Most of those will not be dealt with this week.  Why is the Government 
suspending grievances and private members’ business, and why will we not sit beyond this week?  There are six 
and a half weeks until Christmas.  Irrespective of the legislation that is before the Legislative Council, that 
House has indicated that it will sit longer.  The Legislative Assembly sat until 16 December last year.  There is 
no need whatsoever for this to be the final full sitting week of the Assembly, and there is no need to not allow 
private members’ time and grievances.   

Apart from the Government not wanting further scrutiny, a level of arrogance has crept into this Government.  
Members on this side of the House have noticed that when we wish to raise a particular issue with a minister, it 
is very difficult to find a time when that minister will be in the House for grievances.  Nine ministers have been 
paired during grievances in the past six sitting weeks: the Minister for Community Development, Women’s 
Interests, Seniors and Youth; the Minister for Health; the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure; the Minister 
for the Environment; the Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection; and the Minister for State 
Development.  The Minister for Health, the Minister for Community Development and the Minister for State 
Development have each been paired three times during grievances in the past six weeks.  The Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure, the Minister for the Environment and the Minister for Consumer and Employment 
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Protection have each been paired twice during grievances over the past six weeks.  Nine ministers have been 
paired during private members’ business.  The Minister for State Development has been paired twice during 
private members’ time.  There is a distinct lack of commitment by the Government to private members’ time and 
grievances, to the point that the Opposition has had to ask questions of the Premier when his ministers have 
failed to attend.  The Minister for Police and Emergency Services was absent - she was missing in action - when 
the opposition spokesperson for police and justice raised an issue involving the Minister for Police.  The Leader 
of the House had to deal with that matter.  That was an absolute disgrace.  That clearly showed the level of 
arrogance of this Government in the final weeks of the Parliament.   

This will be the shortest sitting year since 2001.  In 2001 the House did not start sitting until May.  As I said, this 
House sat until 16 December last year, the week before Christmas.  There is no reason that this Government 
cannot do that again, unless it is planning to call an election or avoiding scrutiny and accountability.  Either way, 
it is clearly wrong to cancel grievances and private members’ time when the Opposition has clearly shown its 
commitment and willingness to work with the Government to pass legislation in a timely manner.  We have even 
sat on Thursday nights to do that.  The Leader of the House knows that this House has often sat on Thursday 
nights to make sure that we have passed legislation that the Government wanted to pass through the House 
during a particular week.  When we wanted to free up the time of this House, we moved that Bills such as the 
workers’ compensation and planning Bills would go to a committee so that the House could continue to sit.  The 
Opposition has clearly shown and proved its willingness to work with the Government in an endeavour to pass 
its legislation.  In comparison, the Government has shown total arrogance in now moving to cancel private 
members’ time and grievances in the final sitting week of the Assembly, let alone bringing the Assembly’s 
sittings for the year to a close.  There is no excuse for shutting up shop.  There is no excuse for forcing the 
cancellation of important accountability mechanisms such as private members’ business and grievances.   

I refer also to questions on notice.  I hope that the Leader of the House will get his ministers to answer all 188 
outstanding questions on notice.  Of those 188, 106 were asked in August and 43 were asked in September.  The 
majority of those 188 outstanding questions on notice were asked in August and September.  I hope that we will 
get those answers by tomorrow at the latest.  That also shows a lack of commitment by the Government to 
accountability.   

The other question is: why will this be the final sitting week of the Assembly when outstanding on the notice 
paper are the Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No. 5) 2003 and the Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) 
Bill (No. 6) 2003?  Is the Government aware that only seven members of this House have spoken on those Bills?  
The Government is removing the right of every other member of Parliament to speak on those Bills.  The 
Government has not even listed those Bills for debate this week.  Why will we not sit next week to continue to 
debate very important legislation?  Later today the Government will introduce the Appropriation (Consolidated 
Fund) Bill (No. 3) 2004 and the Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No. 4) 2004.  We have not yet finished 
debating the 2003 Bills.  Only seven members of this House have had the opportunity to contribute to the debate 
on those Bills.  The Government is running scared of accountability and scrutiny.  Otherwise, why would it say 
that this would be the final full sitting week of the Assembly and stop grievances and private members’ business 
from being taken?  That is not acceptable.  The Opposition does not support the motion.   

MR D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN (Mitchell - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [12.29 pm]:  Today we are 
confronted with a pretty sad situation, because the Government’s decision not to sit next week in the Legislative 
Assembly demonstrates that the Labor Party is running this State purely on an election basis.  At the moment no 
decision is made in government unless it revolves around the Labor Party’s blatant party political campaign 
priorities.  We can see that right now.  As my colleague the member for Kingsley has just pointed out, there is no 
valid reason whatsoever for this Chamber not to be sitting next week.  The only explanation for the 
Government’s actions in this regard is that it is on a campaign footing.  It is geared up entirely towards an 
election.  As we head towards an election, with the polls showing that the Government is on the nose, it wants 
members and backbenchers to spend time in the marginal seats of Geraldton, Albany, Bunbury, Joondalup and 
so on canvassing for votes rather than doing what they are paid to do by the people of Western Australia, and 
that is to represent them in this Parliament.  The Government is saying that those members can have time to 
undertake party political campaigning in their electorates and to hell with representing people in the Parliament; 
it will just close down Parliament a whole week early. 

The Opposition has been cooperative and has worked with the Government on individual Bills.  The Opposition 
has worked with the Government on its legislative program, and not only in this Chamber.  I have been on my 
feet a number of times, as have many of my colleagues, and we have said we will work with the Government to 
expedite passage of a particular Bill.  We have said we will try to improve the Bill, we will work in a 
constructive way with the Government and we will do our best to make sure that the parliamentary and 
democratic processes work effectively and well.  Even in the upper House, in which the Government keeps 
bringing up this furphy about a logjam of legislation, we have done exactly the same.  I understand that the 
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leader of opposition business in the upper House has even made an offer to extend sitting time in the upper 
House to help keep up with the priority legislation that the Government is endeavouring to put through. 

The simple fact is that the Government is on an election footing.  It is attempting to avoid scrutiny.  Members 
should bear in mind that closing Parliament one week early means that the opposition parties can ask only 10 
more questions of the Government before the end of this calendar year.  The fact is that this Government has 
reached the stage at which it cannot make a decision on anything.  For some time we have been pointing this out 
in areas like planning, transport, the environment and so on, and now there is a dilemma in government whereby 
the Premier and the Government are unable to make decisions about the governance of this State.  What do they 
want to do?  They want to close Parliament a week early to avoid scrutiny, to avoid being put under pressure and 
to allow the Government’s marginal seat candidates to get out there and attempt to gain a political advantage in 
their electorates when they should be in this Parliament representing people from the local communities and 
discussing legislation on a number of issues. 

Tomorrow is 11 November and Armistice Day.  We are a long way from the end of the calendar year and a long 
way from the Christmas season.  There is absolutely no reason whatsoever for this Parliament to not continue to 
sit.  A moment ago the minister said we do not have to sit next week.  He implied that we have nothing to do.  
During a radio interview the other day I heard the Minister for Health say twice that one of the greatest 
difficulties he has had since he has been Minister for Health has been getting things done.  The Government does 
not get things done by running away from Parliament.  This is where the State is governed, and the Government 
wants to scuttle out of this House as quickly as possible so it can get on an election footing and play party 
politics. 

However, Parliament is not just about legislation; as I said earlier, it is about putting the Government under 
scrutiny, about asking questions and about private members’ business, which the Government now wants to 
curtail a week early.  Some of the legislation that is on the notice paper at the moment and that will either not be 
given adequate scrutiny because of the Government’s political decision or that will not be scrutinised at all 
before the end of the calendar year, is extremely important.  I will provide one example of a piece of legislation 
that warrants urgent consideration, which needs to be considered before the end of the calendar year and which 
legislation the Government is probably going to allow just to fall off the edge of the cliff and which, I might add, 
the Government has not included on its list of 43 priority Bills - the Health Amendment Bill 2004.  The Minister 
for Health, who is not in the Chamber at the moment, may not be aware of the very serious situation that exists 
in Western Australia at the moment that could cost people’s lives.  This Bill - I am holding a copy of it in my 
hand at the moment - is the solution.  I say that because a number of notifiable diseases - very serious diseases - 
are not being reported to the public health branch of the Department of Health.  Why?  Because pathology 
laboratories have suddenly found that there is a legal problem with providing that information to the Department 
of Health.  This is highly significant.  The advice we have received from the Department of Health is that if, for 
example, a person comes in from overseas with a notifiable disease - measles, rubella or something even more 
significant - and that disease is not referred to the Department of Health, it might spread.  The reason for having 
a notifiable disease system and the reason we are supposed to have effective legislation is that if this happens, a 
disease of this nature would be reported to the Department of Health, which would investigate it, quarantines it 
and isolate the person or persons with that disease to prevent it from spreading and then take prompt remedial 
action.  The advice we have received is that at the moment people could be coming into this State with one of 
these diseases, which may show up in a test at a pathology laboratory, but because of a legal problem that 
pathology laboratory will not be sending that information through to the Department of Health.  We have 
confirmed that with two of the major pathology laboratories in this State. 

The solution is very simple: we should deal with this legislation as a matter of priority to require pathology 
laboratories to advise the Department of Health of the existence of a notifiable disease, which would relieve 
them of any potential legal problems associated with providing that information.  It is what the Department of 
Health wants and it is what the public health office wants.  It is desperately needed.  People from the medical 
fraternity to whom I have spoken have told me that it may actually be a case of life and death.  I have inquired 
when this legislation will proceed, because I was told it was priority legislation.  I know the Department of 
Health wants this legislation passed through the Parliament urgently, because it does not know what situation 
might arise tomorrow.  We do not know right now whether somebody in a family in Joondalup has come back 
from overseas with a notifiable disease.  The Department of Health would not be aware of it.   

That is an example of a piece of legislation that must be debated, and when it is debated we will do everything 
possible to expedite its passage through this Parliament.  We point this issue out to the Government to ensure 
that the legislative provisions in this Bill will adequately deal with that threat to public health in Western 
Australia.  Not only is that Bill not on today’s list of government business, but, from all accounts, it probably 
will not be dealt with tomorrow.  When I look at the list entitled “Priority for passage by the end of the sitting”, 
which was provided by the Government, I find that the Health Amendment Bill 2004 is not included.  The fact is 
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that if we sit next week we can deal with that legislation.  If the Government accepts the Opposition’s offer in 
the upper House it will have time to deal with that legislation, and the public health system in this State will have 
that loophole resolved.  It is no exaggeration to say that lives may be saved.  I have therefore demonstrated why 
it does not make sense to curtail the Parliament one week early.  I have demonstrated why I, as the shadow 
Minister for Health, had every expectation that this Bill would be dealt with before the Parliament closed down 
for Christmas, so that the Department of Health could breathe a sigh of relief and get on with the job of 
preventing communicable and notifiable diseases from potentially spreading throughout the community.  That is 
a classic example of why the minister is wrong when he says that we do not need to sit next week.  We do; there 
is business we must resolve and that is the classic example. 

I point out something else about the list.  Today the Retail Trading Hours Amendment (Referendums) Bill 2004 
will be introduced.  The Government has made it clear that it wants to use some of the sparse amount of time that 
is available to us in this Chamber before the end of the week to deal with that legislation and to get it through 
this House and into the upper House.  The more we look at that legislation, the more we find that it is an 
incredibly complex issue.  It will require extensive discussion and deliberation, both in this Chamber and the 
other, but interestingly the legislation does not appear on the Government’s priority list of legislation for passage 
by the end of this sitting.  I am looking through the list right now and I cannot see anything on it with the title 
“Retail Trading Hours Amendment (Referendums) Bill 2004”.  That raises the obvious question: was this a last-
minute proposal by the Government?  The answer is very simple: yes, it was.  I am advised that this Bill, about 
which I sought a briefing yesterday after the Government went to the media on the matter, was drafted only the 
day before yesterday.  At the time of my briefing yesterday there was not even an explanatory memorandum for 
it.  There was a copy of the Bill, and in answer to a question from me, the minister’s adviser said that it had been 
drafted the day before yesterday.  This Government is playing politics with a very important issue in the 
community.  It is bringing this matter to the Parliament; it is using up valuable time during this week of the 
Legislative Assembly’s sitting to deal with this matter; and it is closing off Parliament this week when it could 
have continued next week to deal with the Health Amendment Bill, which urgently needs to be dealt with and 
without which there may be severe, adverse public health consequences to the State.  It is no exaggeration to say 
that there may even be the loss of life as a result of the legislation not being passed.   

The Government will, therefore, close off Parliament so that its backbenchers can campaign in the community 
and avoid scrutiny in this House.  It will bring in other legislation which is not on the priority list but which will 
take the place of other legislation that has enormous community significance.  This is grossly irresponsible 
management of the Parliament and demonstrates again a Government that has lost touch with sensible 
governance and public policy management in this State.  It shows a Labor Party that is prepared to play politics 
with the legislative process and use Parliament as its political plaything.  The Government is saying that it does 
not want to be scrutinised by the Opposition because things are getting a bit touchy on a few issues; it wants to 
close Parliament so that it is not questioned on these issues; it wants its backbenchers to get back to their 
electorates and spend an extra week on the hustings winning votes for the Labor Party; and it does not care about 
passing a piece of legislation that could save lives.  That is what it boils down to - the Government does not care 
about this legislation.  The Government would have found out all about how it could save lives if it had debated 
and worked constructively with the Opposition on it; however, we may not get that opportunity now. 

What will the Government do with important legislation to establish a referendum?  It will introduce it today, 
with no notice at all, and rush it through the Parliament tomorrow.  If the Parliament were to sit next week, we 
would at least have time to consider the matter in a great deal more detail. 

As my colleague the member for Kingsley said, the bottom line is that this Government has now shown the 
height of arrogance.  It is an accusation that is levelled at Governments when they start to take for granted not 
only the Parliament but also the people of this State.  When a Government says to hell with legislation that is 
designed to protect the welfare, health and wellbeing of Western Australian families, it does not care about 
bringing it before the Parliament.  It does not care about giving legislation like that priority treatment, it will not 
put it on its list of priority Bills and it may not even deal with it this year.  Instead, it gives notice that it will 
close the Legislative Assembly one week early and bring in legislation at the death knell that will take up time 
that could be used to debate and pass other important legislation.  That smacks of a Government that is 
absolutely and utterly arrogant and has lost sight of what it is supposed to be doing; that is, representing the 
interests of the people of Western Australia.  Instead, this Government is now running an election-based agenda 
that has been set by the Labor Party and is giving no heed whatsoever to due parliamentary process or the real 
needs of the people of Western Australia.   

Having lambasted the Government, I make one offer to the minister: rethink and sit again next week.  The 
Opposition would be happy to sit down with the minister and seriously talk through an agenda and schedule to 
pass the necessary legislation, including the Health Amendment Bill. 
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The last thing I want to point out is something I said earlier; that is, the role of members of Parliament is not only 
about passing legislation, although that is crucially important; it is one of the most important roles of a member 
of Parliament, if not the most important role.  However, we are also in this place to represent our individual 
communities and the broader interests of Western Australia.  One way we do that in the opposition ranks is by 
asking questions of the Government to find out what it is doing about particular issues, whether it is meeting 
certain commitments and so on.  I will give one simple example to demonstrate how the Government is shirking 
its responsibility and avoiding scrutiny.  On 9 September 2003 the Premier made a statement in the Parliament in 
response to pressure that the Opposition and the media had brought to bear because the Government had failed to 
answer a range of questions about whether it had carried out a number of election commitments and had dealt 
with a number of very important issues that affected the lives of Western Australians generally.  That range of 
questions had not been answered.  Minister after minister had come into the Parliament and said that they were 
not prepared to answer the questions.  We therefore put the Premier under pressure.  The media reported the 
story and on 9 September the Premier gave a commitment that his Government would revisit the questions and 
the answers given to them.  The Premier said that consideration would be given to providing further details and, 
in fact, he was reported in the media as saying that we would get answers to our questions.  That was in 
September 2003.  Here we are, more than a year later, and we have not had one answer to any question.  Guess 
what?  We do not have the opportunity now to pursue that matter in earnest with the Government as it has cut off 
private members’ time and brought the close of Parliament forward one week.  This Government is now running 
on an election-based agenda.  It does not give a damn about the people.  If a matter is not in the interests of the 
Labor Party, this Government does not care, even if it involves legislation that could save lives.  Anyone who 
would argue that that is not the height of arrogance does not understand how democracy works.   

MR L. GRAHAM (Pilbara) [12.49 pm]:  I will not hold up the House for long.  It will come as no surprise to 
any member that I will not support this motion.  When I say that it will come as no surprise to anyone, I remind 
members that I made a statement to the House in my first speech when I returned to this House as an 
Independent.  I said that although I was an Independent, I hoped the Government could and would rely on me for 
support and that if ever an issue came to a question of confidence, the Government would be able to rely on my 
vote to maintain its position. 

I have stuck to that consistently for this term.  I also said that I would always vote in favour of an inquiry, 
regardless of who moved for it, and I have been consistent on that.  As some ministers would argue, I have 
probably called for too many inquiries and moved for them, but I have been consistent on that.  The third point 
that I made was that I would never vote knowingly - I do not think I have - for gags, guillotines and reductions in 
parliamentary procedures and times.  I do not think I have ever done that; or, if I have, it has generally been a 
mistake.  Therefore, I will not support this motion. 

I have some difficulties in addition to that.  I have listened with interest to what members opposite have said.  
The key arguments seem to revolve around a Government acting politically at the end of a term.  Gee, there is a 
surprise. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Isn’t it disgraceful! 

Mr L. GRAHAM:  Yes.  This is groundbreaking stuff.  In a democratically elected Parliament of Western 
Australia, we would never have had a Government introduce taxes in the first year of the term and then wind 
them down over the four-year period or give reductions in the last sitting weeks of Parliament.  It is 
unprecedented in the State’s history, I say with my tongue planted firmly in my cheek.  It is nonsense.  That is 
what every Government since Forrest’s has done.  It is the nature of politics.   

However, having said that, some matters that I believe are serious need to be dealt with.  One of them is that I 
would like private members’ time to continue, if for no other reason than to allow the private member’s Bill for 
fixed terms - the Government’s policy - that I introduced the other week to proceed through the Parliament.  I do 
not think that is an unreasonable ask by a member who has moved a Bill to fix the terms in the way that the 
Government itself had chosen to do to remove what the Attorney General of the day said would be the ability of 
a Premier to achieve the maximum political advantage out of setting the date of an election.  I do not think that is 
an unreasonable thing for a Parliament to do in this day and age.  Given that there is a Bill before the House, it 
seems to me that private members’ time should be used to allow that Bill to be advanced. 

The other point I make is the trite point that always comes up and is mentioned in these matters.  Mr Speaker, 
you and I know from sitting on committees that this matter was thrashed out; and this is also known to the 
Treasurer, who was on the Procedures and Privileges Committee with me.  Private members’ time does not 
belong to the Government or the Opposition; it belongs to all members of this place, and we are all entitled to 
express a view.  That gets lost in the arrangements behind the Chair.  One of the reasons I did not stay with that 
committee is that the mechanisms that were put in place in that committee were about the parties downgrading 
that right of private members to handle business through the House.  The Government has the numbers and can 
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do what it likes.  Private members can be opposition members or government backbenchers.  It escapes the 
notice of government backbenchers that they are entitled to speak and act in the interests of the people they 
represent, not necessarily in the interests of the political party of which they are members.   

In terms of legislation and priorities, I would seek three things from the Government.  I do not understand why 
we are cancelling the sitting next week.  I am one of the few people in this place who has a very understanding 
leader and a very understanding party whip.  Therefore, I am not as locked in to sitting hours as are most people 
in this place.  We are sitting precious little enough time at the end of this year.  Therefore, I found it quite 
amazing that the Government would, out of the blue, cancel the last week’s sitting.  I say to the Leader of the 
House that I have questions on the notice paper that I want answers to, and I would appreciate an undertaking 
from the Government that those questions will be answered before the House rises or is prorogued.   

I am particularly interested in two other pieces of legislation.  One of them is the Emergency Management Bill, 
which was introduced a short time ago and has yet to be dealt with.  Under these arrangements, it will not be 
dealt with.  It is now impossible for that piece of legislation to be dealt with.  I spoke on it yesterday.  Again, that 
is a 10 or 15-year argument, debate and discussion about providing the best possible cyclone protection for the 
residents of this State who are currently in a cyclone season, and the Government has not been able to progress 
that legislation.  I really believe that is a tragedy.  I doubt that anyone in this place will champion the cause of the 
north west of this State after I go.  The Speaker may point to himself, but I assume that if his lot wins 
government, he will be sitting in the Chair again, so he will not be here agitating strongly.  However, I hope he 
will.  If Labor wins, I trust that the Speaker will champion that matter.  However, if the Speaker and I both get 
hit by a bus, no-one else will take it up, because it is a piece of legislation driven by the north west of this State.  
The State’s legislative framework is deficient without that legislation, and we can and should pass it. 

The third piece of legislation that I have been waiting to see come into this place deals with the Fortescue Metals 
Group Ltd agreement Act.  That legislation is of considerable significance to this State, because it will establish 
a third producer that is not one of the two major producers of iron ore in this State.  There was a window of 
opportunity for the producers and the project proponents to get that legislation into this Parliament.  It is now 
impossible, under our standing orders, for that legislation to be brought into this Parliament and passed.   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  That is not correct. 

Mr L. GRAHAM:  Will the Leader of the House explain to me how it can be introduced and passed? 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  We have already suspended standing orders, so the matter can be dealt with on the same day. 

Mr L. GRAHAM:  Okay.  I thought my statement was correct.  I thought I said that it is impossible, under the 
processes of this House as they are, to deal with that.  I understand that it is part of the process to suspend 
standing orders.  However, that is not what is done with agreement Acts.  Although I am a strong supporter of 
that project, as are many other people in this Parliament, we all know that bringing agreement Acts into the 
Parliament to be scrutinised on one of the last two sitting days of the Parliament is not the way to deal with 
multibillion-dollar resource projects.  I am not having a go at the Leader of the House.  I am just saying that after 
16 years in this place, I think the Port Kennedy development legislation that came in at the end of 1992 was the 
last time I saw a resource project handled in this way.  I think it is disgraceful.  It is a Western Australian project 
that is being put forward, and it will significantly advance the case for Western Australia.  I am informed that it 
is not on the schedule for the upper House, and it is yet to appear on the notice paper in this House.  The Leader 
of the House is nodding at me.  If he is telling me that it is on the notice paper for the upper House, I can tell 
him, from discussions with upper House members last night, that it is not. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  I was not nodding to that.  It is on the schedule.  It is not on the notice paper. 

Mr L. GRAHAM:  It is not on the notice paper, but it is on a government schedule, is it?   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  The list of priority Bills. 

Mr L. GRAHAM:  I have not seen the list of priority Bills.  However, will it be introduced in the upper House or 
in this place?  

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  I do not have an answer on that, but it is still hoped that it will get through both Houses. 

Mr L. GRAHAM:  How can the Government do this with a multibillion-dollar project?  Why are we not sitting 
next week?  I do not know who else has an interest in this Bill, but if I apply only the same level of scrutiny to 
that project that I applied to the Gorgon project, there is the best part of three days debate.  If the Government 
introduces that legislation right now, I can take up three days of parliamentary time, without filibustering and 
without being repetitive, but simply in dealing with the merits of an agreement Act in a not unreasonable manner 
and supporting the project.  There is simply not enough time for me to deal with that legislation, and the 
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Government has not even introduced it into either place.  That is seriously bizarre behaviour on the part of the 
Government.  There may be reasons for that being the case.  However, it is still not a proper and appropriate way 
to handle a piece of very important legislation, especially when the last week’s sitting of the House has been 
cancelled.  The Government can do what it will, but I implore the Leader of the House to either reschedule next 
week’s sitting so these things can be dealt with properly, or reinstate a period of time that would allow any of the 
Bills I have raised to be dealt with.  They are important to me, and others will argue their case.  I ask him to 
allow the private member’s Bill to provide for fixed parliamentary terms and dates to be handled in private 
members’ time.  

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [1.00 pm]:  I promise I will be brief.  I want to say a couple of words on this 
motion.  I find it quite disgraceful that I have to learn that the House will not sit for the full two scheduled weeks 
- this week and next week - from the newspaper, rather than from the Leader of the House.  I find that 
deplorable, because I had arranged my schedule to sit this week and next week.  I am happy to sit next week.  I 
am quite happy to sit for another three weeks if the Government wishes, because there is a lot of important 
legislation to get through.  The Deputy Leader of the Opposition clearly outlined an essential piece of legislation 
that relates to people’s health; in fact, more than their health, it relates to whether they will live or die.  That is 
something that this House has a responsibility to do.  Even in the notices that were sent on Friday to members of 
this House about what legislation would be dealt with this week, there was still no mention that this would be the 
last sitting week.  The only hint we were given was that valedictory speeches would commence on Tuesday.  
Some members feel cheated, because they were not able to get their relatives here in time last night, but, as has 
been pointed out, they could have delayed their speeches until Thursday if that were the case.  Then we would 
have gone home earlier last night.  However, a saving in one area affects another area, so we would have been 
here late on Thursday.  I presume we will still be here late on Thursday, and we will be here late tonight.   

Why did the Leader of the House not progress that legislation, and all the things that are on the list of matters 
that he wants to get done in this last sitting week, over two weeks, as we were scheduled to do?  The reason is 
that, up until a couple of days ago, the Government was still looking very seriously at the option of going to an 
election on 11 December.  All the Government had to do was drop down to the Governor’s residence at any time 
last Thursday - even at 11.30 pm - and declare to the Governor that it wished to go to an election on 11 
December.  That was the last time that could be done to secure an election for 11 December.  The Government 
can still go to an election on 18 December if it wishes, and that may still be in the minds of ministers.  Some of 
us have a very particular interest in when the election will be called, as do you and I, Mr Speaker.  I have said for 
a long time that if I were Premier I would have the election in December, just before Christmas.  The coalition 
Government had its best results ever in 1996, and a lot of that was due to the lovely Christmas feeling that 
people had, and their willingness to forgive those who had trespassed against them.  From a political point of 
view, I am very happy to see the election held in February, but I am not discounting December as a possible date 
for an election.  It could be 18 December, but it was clearly in the minds of the Premier and his spin doctors that 
they must keep that option open.  That is one reason for not sitting next week.  The other reason is that, as has 
been quite clearly said, the Government does not want any more scrutiny.   

The Government has had it up to here with scrutiny; virtually every minister has been under enormous pressure 
during the past couple of months because of mishaps, incompetence and all sorts of problems in their portfolio 
areas.  I can understand the Premier, the Leader of the House and their advisers not wanting to sit for any more 
time than is necessary.  They are the two reasons we are not sitting next week.  The first is to leave the option 
open to go and see the Governor this Thursday night.  The second reason is to ensure that the Government is not 
put under scrutiny for another week.  I find that deplorable. 

This is the first time in history that I am aware of that a Premier of this State has decided to call for a referendum 
because a talkback caller on Paul Murray’s show on radio 6PR suggested a referendum on trading hours.  The 
Premier did not even answer that caller’s question.  The caller suggested a referendum, and by the time the 
Premier arrived in this place he had decided to call a referendum, because his spin doctors told him that they 
must take the focus away from bad government, and give the electors something else to think about.  I see a 
couple of the ministers on the other side of the House are smiling, because they know that what I am saying is 
absolutely true.  I assume the next election will now be in February, although it still could be on 18 December.  
That is four days later than the election the previous Government held in 1996, so the Government could justify 
18 December.  The shops are open on the following day - a Sunday - so the election would not interfere with 
shoppers.  That is still an option, and I ask members not to rule it out.  If the Government thinks it will score 
better in the election, and avoid the power cuts that we will certainly have in January and early February and 
which it desperately wants to avoid because it thinks they will damage its electoral chances, by shifting the focus 
from poor government, poor decisions and overtaxing by having a referendum, then it is living in cloud-cuckoo-
land.  However, that is obviously the decision arrived at by the spin doctors.  There are enormous numbers of 
spin doctors in the Department of the Premier and Cabinet.  They represent the largest increase in public service 
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or term-of-government employees in any portfolio area.  There are many so-called policy advisers in the 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet, but we all know what their true role is - to do all the spin doctoring the 
Premier has come to expect.  We know that he got all that from his old friend Tony Blair.  However, it is not 
working for Tony Blair any more and it will not work for the Premier this time.   

It is a great shame that this House will not sit an extra week, and that the Leader of the House has seen fit to 
abolish grievances and private members’ business.  We would have perfectly understood a shorter time for 
private members’ business, even if it were just an hour.  Grievances do not take a long time.  They only take 
about an hour.  So what are we looking at?  Let us come back next week and have a proper sitting of this 
Parliament.  Let us keep this Government accountable, because it certainly does not want to be kept accountable.  
The decision by the Premier to stop us from questioning the Government by not sitting the scheduled number of 
weeks will come back to bite the Government.  The Opposition will not relent in its duty of trying to keep this 
Government accountable.  We will not be diverted from the really important issues - law and order, health, 
education, taxation and the Perth to Mandurah railway - that people need to talk about and on which the 
Government and its ministers need to be questioned.  We will not be diverted from those issues onto the issue of 
the referendum.   

The Premier has said that he will hold a referendum.  I find it extraordinary that, after a talkback caller on the 
Paul Murray 6PR show suggested a referendum, the Premier arrived in the House a couple of hours later and 
announced that he would hold one.  During those two hours the spin doctors went into overdrive as they realised 
that this was an issue on which the Government could show a difference between it and the coalition.  Anybody 
can see that, and the public will see it as well.  It is a great shame that the Opposition will not have the 
opportunity to keep this Government accountable by sitting next week.  

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Nollamara - Leader of the House) [1.10 pm]:  I need to respond to a great deal of rhetoric 
and a little ranting from Liberal members opposite and their attempt to throw political mud for their rhetorical 
purposes, which does not carry any weight.  Most of it is a lot of nonsense and has no basis in fact to support 
what they said.  The fact is that we are dealing with the suspension of standing orders.  According to the records 
I have, it has been done every year back to 1986, and it does not matter for how many weeks it applies.  There is 
nothing out of the ordinary in what we are seeking to do.  It is connected with the number of sitting weeks 
remaining.  I assumed that we would be sitting for at least part of next week, not necessarily every day.  It was 
only this week, when the Liberal leader in the other place said that there would be an extra week’s sitting, that 
we thought that if we were to sit extra days beyond this week, it would be best that they be in the final week of 
the Council sitting.  We will certainly need to come back for at least one day to deal with matters from the 
Council.  That is fairly normal practice. 

Why do we not simply sit on and pass everything on the notice paper and send it to the other place, even though 
it will not go anywhere?  That will simply not get results, because the legislation will not get through the other 
place.  We cannot dictate to the other place that it should sit more.  We have tried to do so through a range of 
measures to make sure that the Legislative Council, in which the Government does not have the numbers, will 
deal more expeditiously with its Bills.  Currently more than 50 Bills are sitting in the Legislative Council.  
Spending time on talking to pieces of legislation that will not go anywhere is of no value, or very limited value, 
when there are so many other things we can do and are doing to advance the interests of this State.  I will 
perhaps return to that a little later.   

This is not something that has not happened before.  In fact, on a previous occasion when a week was formally 
taken out of the sitting, the then Leader of the House said -  

The effect of that will be to cancel what was scheduled to be the first week of the final session for the 
year.  The principal reason for the Government’s decision is the large backlog of legislation in the upper 
House.  The Government is keen to get through as much legislation as possible; however, the reality is 
that any further legislation passing through this place will be unlikely to proceed far in the upper House. 

That was said on 14 November 2000 by the then Leader of the House, who is now the Leader of the Opposition.  
He saw it as a waste of time to continue putting legislation through, because of a backlog in the other place.  At 
that stage 36 Bills were in the Council, and they represented a sufficient backlog to justify taking a week out of 
the Assembly sitting.  We currently have more than 50 Bills in the Legislative Council.  At that time when the 
then Leader of the House, now the Leader of the Opposition, suggested that we should not get on with work in 
this place, 35 Bills were on the notice paper.  When this House rises approximately 10 Bills will be on the notice 
paper.  The arguments put forward by the then Leader of the House in November 2000 had some merit.  If they 
had merit, ours have even more merit, because there is a much bigger backlog and we have much less legislation 
sitting on the notice paper.   
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The fact is that the legislation we have put through, except for a few priority Bills that we can get on the list in 
the other place, will not be enacted because the legislation will not pass through both Houses, no matter how 
many extra weeks we sit.  We could sit another five weeks, but it would make no difference because the 
legislation would not get through the other place.  We need to make sure that we are getting on with good 
government.  Members opposite may not know that, because when they were in government for eight years they 
had five budget deficits.  They did not put in the hard work that this Government puts in.  If there is time out of 
this place, which is very important time, the Government will get on with its good management of the State, 
which we have clearly shown we are doing far better than the Opposition did when it was in government.  The 
time will not be wasted.  We will put it to very good use by providing good government to this State.  We will 
make sure we get through as many Bills as we can, but it is not a matter that is within our control; it is also in the 
control of the other place. 

Mrs C.L. Edwardes:  What about a commitment on questions on notice? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I will certainly make sure that there is a bit of a shake-up and that questions that have not 
been answered are answered during the remaining sitting days in this place.   

Question put and a division taken with the following result - 

Ayes (29) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mrs D.J. Guise Mr M. McGowan Mr E.S. Ripper 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr S.R. Hill Ms S.M. McHale Mr D.A. Templeman 
Mr C.M. Brown Mr J.N. Hyde Mr A.D. McRae Mr P.B. Watson 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr N.R. Marlborough Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mr A.J. Dean Mr R.C. Kucera Mr M.P. Murray Ms M.M. Quirk (Teller) 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio Mr F.M. Logan Mr A.P. O’Gorman  
Dr J.M. Edwards Ms A.J. MacTiernan Mr J.R. Quigley  
Dr G.I. Gallop Mr J.A. McGinty Ms J.A. Radisich  
 

Noes (20) 

Mr R.A. Ainsworth Mrs C.L. Edwardes Mr R.F. Johnson Mr R.N. Sweetman 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr J.P.D. Edwards Mr W.J. McNee Mr M.W. Trenorden 
Mr M.F. Board Mr B.J. Grylls Mr A.D. Marshall Mr T.K. Waldron 
Dr E. Constable Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr B.K. Masters Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr J.H.D. Day Mr M.G. House Mr P.G. Pendal Mr J.L. Bradshaw (Teller) 

 

            

Pairs 

 Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr C.J. Barnett 
 Mrs C.A. Martin Mr P.D. Omodei 

Independent Pair 

Dr J.M. Woollard 

Question thus passed. 
 


