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PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BUSINESS 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 
MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys — Leader of the House) [12.46 pm]: I move — 

That so much of standing orders be suspended as is necessary to enable private members’ business to 
have priority from 4.00 pm to 8.00 pm on Wednesday, 17 March 2010. 

This is a motion that is normally moved when I have informed members of the house that the government 
intends to sit later on a Tuesday and, particularly, on a Wednesday. We need to do this on a Wednesday because 
we have private members’ time. As I understand it, Mr Speaker, you will declare a dinner break between 
6.00 pm and 7.00 pm, which is also normal practice. I am moving this motion because there are two pieces of 
legislation in particular that need to be progressed through this house as a matter of urgency. It is certainly the 
government’s intention to ensure that that happens. I look forward to some cooperation from the opposition. 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [12.47 pm]: The Leader of the House looks forward to cooperation on this 
matter, and he will receive it, as always. The opposition is happy to agree to changing the way the house will 
work today. It will mean that private members’ business is interrupted for an hour and will continue for an hour 
after the dinner break. The purpose of this motion is to enable the house to sit late; I assume the government 
wishes to sit to a particular time, although it has not advised me of it. As far as the opposition is concerned, the 
later the better. If the government wants to sit really late, that is fine by us. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I try to consider your members’ health! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I know; they are all nodding in agreement. They love it! All members on our side are 
looking as fresh as daisies after last night’s events! 

The government wants to sit late to pass through the house the Treasurer’s Advance Authorisation Bill. The 
original advice was that debate on that bill would be concluded yesterday; obviously it was not, I suppose for the 
reason that the government’s enthusiasm flagged when we got to midnight, but I was happy to continue! I 
suspect the other reason is that it would have been unusual for debate to have been gagged, considering the two 
major mistakes discovered by the opposition—that is, two different second reading speeches being made 
available to the opposition, and the $210 million mistake in the documentation handed out. It would have been a 
little unusual for the government to have sat late and then gagged debate at 2.00 am; it would have looked a little 
like debate was being held up on an important Western Australian issue that needed to be debated. Therefore, I 
think that, for obvious reasons, the government decided not to do that. We are happy to continue the debate, 
particularly the consideration in detail, on the Treasurer’s advance. We are very happy to continue that debate 
into the evening today, if necessary. We have a range of questions, and we hope the Treasurer will respond to 
those questions and satisfy our yearning for answers about the incredibly large amount of money that the 
government is seeking in this bill. 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys — Leader of the House) [12.50 pm] — in reply: I want to respond to the 
comments from the manager of opposition business. The manager of opposition business made a statement along 
the lines that the opposition will cooperate with the government. I must say that I found that contrary to what 
happened yesterday. In all the time I have been in this house, I have never seen — 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: We have never seen anyone hand out two copies of the same speech! You are 
establishing new precedents of incompetence!  

The SPEAKER: Order! Thank you, members.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: For the benefit of the members, I want to share with members the amount of time that has 
been spent on the Treasurer’s Advance Authorisation Bill over the past 10 or 12 years. The longest time that has 
been spent on a Treasurer’s advance bill was last year, with the then new opposition, and that was nine hours, 
53 minutes. The longest time before that was five hours.  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Armadale, and the Treasurer! Leader of the House, please continue. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Thank you, Mr Speaker. As I was saying, I actually bothered to take the time to get some 
information about the amount of time that is normally spent on a Treasurer’s advance bill. When the previous 
government was in power, the debate generally took less than two hours. In one year, it took 25 minutes; in 
another year, it took three hours, 10 minutes; in another year, it took 45 minutes; in another year, it took two 
hours, seven minutes; and in another year, it took one hour, 10 minutes. In 2007, there was, of course, no 
Treasurer’s advance bill. In 2008, the debate took five hours. Those are the times that have been spent on the 
whole bill—second reading, consideration in detail, and third reading.  
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It was quite clear from my observations yesterday that the opposition was simply going to filibuster and waste 
the time of this Parliament. We kept pointing out that none of the members opposite actually spoke to the bill. 
They went off on a tangent, purposely to delay the bill. I have never seen so many occasions when the person 
occupying the chair had to reprimand members of the opposition for not talking to the bill. It was a classic case. I 
would invite anyone who would question that to have a good look at the second reading speeches, and, indeed, 
even that part of the consideration in detail that we went through last night. This bill should have been concluded 
last night through all stages. That has happened in the past, and it should have happened yesterday. This is the 
new tactic by the manager of opposition. Obviously he thinks he is gung-ho on these sorts of things. But, at the 
end of the day, it is a very irresponsible opposition that starts wasting public money by ensuring that members of 
this house have to stay late when there should be no need for them to stay late. This is not the first example. It is 
only the most recent one. I can tell members that I will not tolerate today the time wasting that we saw yesterday 
and last night, and I will take whatever action I deem necessary to ensure that the questions that members 
opposite ask relate to the bill—not to things that are not in the bill. 

Point of Order 
Mr T.G. STEPHENS: Mr Speaker, the leader of the government is reflecting on the Chair in this place. He is 
saying again and again that the Chair has allowed a debate to continue in this place on topics that are unrelated to 
the subject of the bill. That is a reflection on the Chair, and I ask that he be directed to withdraw that reflection 
on the Chair.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Mr Speaker, further to that point of order, I was actually simply commenting on the fact 
that the Chair did his or her job and reminded members of the opposition time and again that they were not 
speaking to the bill, and the Chair acted appropriately. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! Thank you, members. There is no point of order. I think the Acting Speakers in this 
place do an exemplary job.  

Debate Resumed 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I conclude my remarks. I think I have said enough. I just wanted to put on record the 
amount of time that has usually been spent on the Treasurer’s advance bill over the past 10 or 12 years. The 
debate on that bill has not been abused in the past in the way that it was abused yesterday. 

Point of Order 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: Point of order, Mr Speaker.  

The SPEAKER: There is no point of order. Is that the conclusion of your remarks, Leader of the House? 

Debate Resumed 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Yes, Mr Speaker.  

The SPEAKER: Members, the question is that the motion be agreed to.  

Mr P. Papalia: Mr Speaker, I feel compelled to speak to it. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: You cannot speak to it. I have summed up in response. Learn the standing orders! 

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Warnbro cannot speak to it.  

Question put and passed.  
 


