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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE — EXTENDED SITTING HOURS 
Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Leader of the House) [5.04 pm] — without notice: I move — 
That so much of standing orders be suspended so as to enable the Council to sit beyond 5.20 pm on this 
day’s sitting and take members’ statements at a time ordered by the house. 

I am reluctant to do this but I am doing it for the purpose of finishing the debate on the motion to refer the review 
of standing orders to the Standing Committee on Procedure and Privileges. How long beyond 5.20 pm we sit is 
entirely within our hands. How long we take to debate this motion is within our hands as well. If this motion is 
passed before to 5.20 pm and we can continue on, my understanding is that there is possibly one speaker left. 
I understand that there will be an amendment, and that will be debated in due course, and the house will make the 
decision that it wants to take. I hope the suspension of standing orders motion can be put to the vote before 5.20 pm 
today. If it is not, there is another option available to me, which I will exercise if I have to. I hope, though, that we 
are able to pass this suspension of standing orders motion to enable the house to sit beyond 5.20 pm. It is my intention 
that the only business the house will be dealing with beyond 5.20 pm is the motion to refer. 

HON DR STEVE THOMAS (South West — Leader of the Opposition) [5.06 pm]: These are unusual times in 
which we find ourselves. It is not the first time we have had an extension of the sitting of the house, and I do not 
imagine it will be the last. It is my intent to move an amendment to the motion before the house to refer a review 
of standing orders to committee. I think most members have now spoken to the initial motion so there will not be 
too many left to speak. I hope that my amendment might ease the progress of the initial motion before the house. 
I think a compromise is available, but we shall see what happens when the amendment goes forward. 

HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [5.07 pm]: We are indeed in extraordinary times. It has been two weeks 
since the Leader of the House gained total control of the Legislative Council. We started with the Leader of the House 
moving a supposedly urgent motion to bring in a temporary standing order. The purpose of that temporary standing 
order is to allow the Leader of the House to apply the battering ram whenever she decides it should be used—
because something is called a COVID bill. We end that fortnight with the Leader of the House making it very clear 
to us earlier today that the most important piece of business is this particular matter, which is a referral of the 
Legislative Council’s standing orders to the Standing Committee on Procedures and Privileges. We now end the day 
with the Leader of the House taking an extraordinary measure. I know that the Leader of the House no longer cares 
about the conventions of the house because she made it very clear during the swearing-in ceremony that this will be 
her last term. The Leader of the House is quite happy to tear up the same processes of the house that she was quite 
happy to exploit when in opposition. But now apparently the rules have changed. That is incredibly disappointing. 

In the last few Parliaments we have had sitting in the Leader of the House’s chair either Hon Norman Moore or 
Hon Peter Collier, and in the last Parliament Hon Sue Ellery. We have had those various people sitting in that 
chair. Those people who sat in that chair always had respect for the processes of the Parliament. Today the Leader of 
the House is saying to members to ignore the standing orders book, which as Hon Peter Collier mentioned earlier 
Hon Pierre Yang has some fondness of, for the purposes of this afternoon. The Leader of the House is saying, 
“We don’t care about this anymore. Once upon a time, we cared about it, when the Leader of the House was sitting 
over here, but now we do not care about it anymore.” It is childish beyond belief for the most senior member opposite 
to spit the dummy and behave in this fashion.  

We could have a sensible compromise here, because it is clear that the Leader of the House has already started to 
have some conversations behind the chair. As Hon Peter Collier mentioned in his contribution earlier this afternoon, 
that is the normal process here. The normal process is that these types of things are negotiated behind the chair. If 
the Leader of the House already knows, either through gazing into her crystal ball or through some other type of 
mechanism, that there is a prospective amendment, might she indicate whether she agrees with the amendment. 
That might facilitate the passage of things. Or is that asking too much? Is the arrogance at such a high level that we 
cannot even have the Leader of the House, the most senior member opposite, explain to the opposition in a courteous 
way whether the government will agree to the proposed amendment? No, we cannot have that. As I say, that is 
unconventional, because in the time I have been here, if Hon Peter Collier had been sitting in that chair, it would 
not have happened, and if Hon Norman Moore had been sitting in that chair, it would not have happened. They 
would have treated the place with respect. When I say “the place”, it is the Parliament of Western Australia, the 
Legislative Council, and that means all the members here. That is how these types of matters have been dealt with 
before. However, in this situation the Leader of the House has chosen not to take that course of action.  

What troubles me is that if the Leader of the House were to suspend standing orders, it would be important for that 
type of emergency action to be explained. That type of emergency action requires some form of justification—in 
other words, that there is some kind of problem with the existing rules that would justify this type of emergency 
action. We have not heard anything about that from the Leader of the House. In the contribution made earlier this 
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afternoon, shortly after the taking of questions without notice, the Leader of the House indicated some rationale 
for why the amendment needs to be put at this time—that is, for the suspension of standing orders. In none of that 
contribution was there an explanation of the justification—simply just to say, “This is what I want to do.” Then these 
veiled threats were put forward as part of the justification; in other words, “If I do not get my way with option A, 
I will proceed with some unspecified option B.” That has never happened, Leader of the House. The Leader of the 
House has been here longer than most. In actual fact, I am not too sure, but there is maybe only one other member, 
Hon Kate Doust, who has been here as long as the Leader of the House, but there would be no-one who has been 
here longer. I would like the Leader of the House to indicate to me on how many occasions in that time she has 
found that this would be a customary practice. This seems extraordinary to me. It is already extraordinary that she 
has decided this is the top priority for the government. As I said earlier, it has troubled me that if we are talking 
about suspending standing orders, the Leader of the House did not look at dealing with the Building and Construction 
Industry (Security of Payment) Bill 2021. I am told that there was a rally earlier today dealing with that. We might 
not have agreed on whether that was an emergency, but I could actually understand it. This matter is incomprehensible. 
What makes it all the more incomprehensible is the fact that she has not provided any rationale for it. 
It is ironic that the substantive motion that has been put by the Leader of the House is for a review of the standing 
orders, and in order for that to be reviewed, the Leader of the House is resorting to a suspension of the standing 
orders. In one breath, she says she wants the standing orders reviewed but in the next breath, she says she wants 
them torn up. Which is it? Does the Leader of the House want them reviewed or does she want them torn up, or does 
it just depend on what hour of the day it is? Does it depend on her mood, and her mood at the moment is to tear 
them up because it is her last term in the Legislative Council? The Leader of the House has a greater responsibility 
than that. She has a duty to the people of Western Australia. She took the oath like everybody else to act in their 
best interests, and this type of approach is doing the exact opposite to that. She might not care about the conventions 
of the Parliament anymore just because she has decided that she is on retirement street, but the rest of us who have 
an intention to continue on do care about these things. The Leader of the House knows full well that if I had been 
sitting on the other side of the chamber and we were in government, I would be saying the same thing. Fair enough, 
I might not be saying it with the same force, because as I have explained to some of the new members, it is a pain 
to be a pain, particularly to your own team. But I would like to have thought that at least somebody, some cooler 
head in government would have talked to the Leader of the House today and said, “What we’re doing is not right.” 
Nevertheless, it appears that as long as the Leader of the House says something, everybody else complies. It is 
quite an extraordinary set of circumstances. 
The motion that is currently before the house indicates that it requires an absolute majority. The Leader of the House 
has indicated that she wants so much of standing orders to be suspended so as to enable the Council to sit beyond 
5.20 pm on this day’s sitting and take members’ statements at a time ordered by the house. 
I will say to members that in my time here, we have sat beyond 5.20 pm on a Thursday. There is nothing extraordinary 
about that. I have said to this Leader of the House and to previous members in previous parliaments, no matter 
who is in government, that I am prepared to sit as long as we need on any day of the week. I am prepared to do the 
work. Nothing has changed. If the government wants to bring something substantive that is in the best interests of 
Western Australia, let us do that. I have asked the government time and again to deal with the outrageous situation 
whereby victims of child sexual abuse have to continue to face their attacker at school every day, yet it continues 
to do nothing about that. That is a matter of urgency. I have asked the government once; I have asked it a thousand 
times for that. I would be quite happy for it to suspend the standing orders and we might actually address something 
on that. Instead, the government wants to address today the referral of the standing orders to the Procedure and 
Privileges Committee, which, as I have said earlier today, in principle, is not wrong. The manner in which it is 
being done is outrageous and, worse, it is disrespectful to the members who serve on the Procedure and Privileges 
Committee and the staff. But the Leader of the House seems to have no regard for that whatsoever. 
Once upon a time, when she was co-opted onto a similar type of review, I can well imagine at the time the Leader of 
the House would have been very keen for some courtesy and respect to be shown, with some consultation. She 
would have been pleading with Hon Norman Moore or Hon Peter Collier to make sure that the proper processes 
were followed. But, all of a sudden, ever since the March election, a change has happened. This is not the same 
Leader of the House as we saw in the fortieth Parliament. This one in the forty-first Parliament is taking a different 
attitude, and that attitude is wrong. The fact that she is going to retire should have nothing to do with this whatsoever—
absolutely nothing. We do not care. That is a matter for her, the caucus and whoever else she deals with. She is entitled 
to her retirement and I wish her well, but that does not mean that we should trash the Legislative Council and its 
procedures and processes. That is what she is asking us to do right now; she is asking us to tear it up. 
Earlier today, we asked the Leader of the House to make a priority of the Building and Construction Industry 
(Security of Payment) Bill 2021, and her actions have again indicated that the government does not care about 
that. This is the most galling part of all: we have been criticised at length by members opposite, including the 
Minister for Regional Development, on this particular point. I draw to member’s attention what was said by the 
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Minister for Regional Development on 25 May this year in response to a question posed by the Leader of the 
Opposition. In respect of the Building and Construction Industry (Security of Payment) Bill 2021, Hansard records 
that the Minister for Regional Development said — 

We are introducing the Building and Construction Industry (Security of Payment) Bill 2021 today. The 
Building and Construction Industry (Security of Payment) Bill 2020 passed through the Legislative Assembly 
in November 2020, but, unfortunately, did not make it through to the Legislative Council due to the opposition 
members’ refusal — 

Hansard then records that several members interjected, before Hon Alannah MacTiernan states — 
— to sit beyond the scheduled 2020 parliamentary year to consider the bill. 

If the Minister for Regional Development was present when Hon Peter Collier recently gave his Address-in-Reply 
speech, she would now know that the answer she gave at that time to Parliament was false. No such thing happened. 
There was no opposition refusal to sit beyond the scheduled 2020 parliamentary year to consider the bill. That is false. 
Since that time, no apology has been provided and there has been no retraction of the false remark. Yet, it is plain 
for Western Australians to see that today’s notice paper lists the Building and Construction Industry (Security of 
Payment) Bill 2021 as order of the day 7, and buried below that, by the choice of the Leader of the House, is order 
of the day 11, “Standing Committee on Procedure and Privileges — Review of the Standing Orders”. Despite the 
fact that chronologically order of the day 7 comes before order of the day 11, the Leader of the House has decided to 
elevate the latter order of the day to come first. 
Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
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