
Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Thursday, 3 June 2021] 

 p1278a-1281a 
Hon Sue Ellery; Hon Nick Goiran 

 [1] 

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
Special 

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Leader of the House) [6.00 pm] — without notice: I move — 
That the house at its rising this evening adjourn until a date and time 60 minutes from the time the 
Council rises. 

To explain that motion to the house, the proposition, if it is agreed to, will mean that when we rise we will adjourn 
for 60 minutes. That will give the staff time to prepare a notice paper for us to resume. The purpose of resuming 
is to deal with the motion before the house on the review of the standing orders. As I said before, as I understand 
it, there is one speaker left to speak on the motion to refer. I am advised that there are two amendments that might 
be moved as one amendment. I know what those amendments are; they go to extending the period of time within 
which the Standing Committee on Procedure and Privileges should report. It is possible for us to deal with this in 
a sensible and timely fashion and get away at a reasonable hour. That is in the hands of the house, so I put the 
motion before members. 
HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [6.01 pm]: I earlier asked the honourable Leader of the House 
whether she could indicate to us two things. Once again, arrogantly, neither has been provided. I asked earlier whether 
the very experienced member opposite could indicate whether she had seen this kind of thing happen before. There 
was no response—arrogant as usual. The second thing I asked was for the government and the Leader of the House 
to adhere to the normal process, which is to go behind the chair and have a discussion about an outcome. 
Hon Darren West: You’re not the leader. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Sorry? I did not think so. The member is welcome to contribute to the debate. 
The PRESIDENT: Order, member. Continue to focus on the debate rather than to potential interjections, or invite 
interjections. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: You know what will happen, the — 
The PRESIDENT: Order, member! 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: The second thing I asked the Leader of the House to indicate was whether we could go 
behind the chair, follow the normal processes and have a discussion so that there can be a sensible outcome. The 
Leader of the House instead keeps talking about things happening in a proper process, but does not indicate whether 
the government agrees with the proposed foreshadowed amendments. I agree with the Leader of the House that 
we would be able to wrap this up pretty quickly. In actual fact, we would already have been able to do it. All the 
Leader of the House would have had to indicate to the Leader of the Opposition is whether there is agreement on the 
amendments, yet we still have this arrogant attitude from her. It goes to the very heart of the way this forty-first 
Parliament is going to be conducted. The matter before the house at the moment is a motion without notice for 
a special adjournment. By the end of this process, members will become quite expert in the standing orders. I draw 
their attention to standing order 5(5)(c) because that is where we are at the moment. Members opposite, who seem 
very enthusiastic about this matter, especially Hon Darren West, might want to familiarise themselves with the 
very standing orders they seek to review on an urgent basis. That particular standing order provides — 

(5) At the conclusion of Members’ Statements, — 
Which we have just had — 

no further business shall be transacted by the Council, except — 
Three different things are then listed. As it happens, two of those three things have occurred. The one that has not 
is (a), which states — 

at the discretion of the President, a further 10 minutes of Members’ Statements, during which a Member 
who has not made a Member’s Statement may respond to a matter raised by another Member during 
Members’ Statements; 

That is a little bit like Hon Dan Caddy, who wanted to respond to a statement that had been made by Hon Peter Collier. 
Had time run out, he might have been able to avail himself of that opportunity. As it happened, there was ample time 
and there was no problem with the member making a statement in the ordinary course, but that would have been 
available to him under standing order 5(5)(a). 
The President kindly read a message to the house stating that a new bill has been provided. No doubt the government 
will let us know at particular moments in time, when it suits the McGowan government, whether this bill, like 
others, is urgent and what level of priority it should get. It is not as urgent as this particular matter in which we are 
taking extraordinary measures. Pursuant to standing order 5(5)(b), we are able to receive messages in this particular 
instance. It states — 
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the receipt of Messages and, in the case of a Bill received from the Assembly, the moving of its second 
reading by the Member in charge of the Bill … 

That is exactly what the honourable Minister for Regional Development has done for us. 

Lastly, there is this opportunity under standing order 5(5)(c) — 

a motion for the Council to adjourn until a date and/or time different than provided for by (1). 

Again, I encourage members to become familiar with suborder (1), since it is one of the various orders that members 
are seeking to review on an urgent basis. It states — 

Unless otherwise ordered and subject to Standing Order 6, the Council shall meet for business on the days 
and at the times as follows — 

Tuesday   2.00pm 

Wednesday  1.00pm 

Thursday  10.00am 

In other words, the ordinary course would be that as soon as members’ statements have concluded, no other business 
is to be transacted and the next occasion the house would sit would be the next scheduled sitting Tuesday at 2.00 pm. 
That particular Tuesday would be in accordance with standing order 6, which sets out the annual sitting schedule. 

There is a reason why all that is done, particularly for regional members, but the arrogant Leader of the House 
does not care about that. She does not care about the processes of Parliament and she does not care about the restraints 
on regional members. She is quite happy to go home to Southlands or Willetton, or wherever else it is in the South 
Metropolitan Region—Victoria Park. She is quite happy to wander down the road, but for the regional members—
do not worry about them. That is notwithstanding the fact that the Leader of the House’s party currently has 
absolute control of Parliament, both chambers, and that in due time, following the ordinary rules of the Parliament—
as has been the case for years and years and years, including when the member opposite was on this side—she will 
be able to get exactly what she wants. But not today; instead, the Leader of the House has thrown all her toys out of 
the cot and said, “I’ve had enough. I’d like to come back later on Thursday.” What a joke! 

The Leader of the House has been here for, what is it, 20 years? Tell us: how many times has the Leader of the House 
seen this happen? After members’ statements, we have seen bills read in—yes, we have—and we have seen, of 
course, messages taken. We have seen some members needing to stand to respond to something else. But have we 
seen, in the ordinary course of events, a government so arrogant that it cannot have the patience to wait a little longer 
for the ordinary processes to take place? Have we seen that? Have we seen a situation in which the government 
said, “Let’s come back in an hour on a Thursday; stuff the regional members”? Have we heard a government do 
that? I have been here 12 years; I have not seen that. But maybe with the honourable member’s additional eight years, 
she can let us know whether she has had that experience and relied upon it to say, “This is a great idea. This is 
a great new convention that is going to take place.” In the fullness of time it will be called the “Ellery provision”. 
That will be the nickname for this particular new provision. It is the provision that throws away the standing orders 
and says, “Don’t worry about regional members; we will just ask them to stay back.”  

Members who have not been here for long might be interested to know this particular member, as I recall vividly, 
one morning decided to, once again, get the toys and throw them out of the cot—metaphorically speaking—
because it was too early in the morning. She proceeded to tell us that a family member had contacted her saying that 
if the debate was going to continue, they were going to contact WorkSafe, because according to her the conditions 
were unsafe. She told us that after all the toys had been thrown out of the cot! Here we are again, on 3 June 2021, and 
it is a different story. While she is getting ready to set off to the departure lounge, to the retirement lounge, she 
does not worry about the processes. She does not worry about Hon Pierre Yang who wants to have a long career 
here. She does not worry about that young ambitious man or note that these particular processes will affect his 
long career. The Leader of the House does not worry about that because she is off to the departure lounge; that is 
her attitude. 

It is so disappointing. When Hon Peter Collier spoke before, one could hear the heart of his message. He could not 
believe that this was happening. I am talking about a very honourable man who for years has worked cooperatively 
and constructively with the member opposite. The work of governments of different persuasions has always been 
facilitated in due course in accordance with the rules. Think of it this way, honourable members: you have the 
strongest football team ever to be assembled in the AFL and the rules allow you to have more players on the ground 
than the other team, so you know you are going to win the game, but you say, “You know what? That’s not good 
enough. I would still like to change the rules further.” That is what is going on here. For those members who 
understand a little bit about football and maybe not so much about the standing orders, that is what is happening 
at the moment. And it is all because a very experienced member opposite has decided to throw all her toys out of 
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the cot. No wonder Hon Peter Collier said what he said earlier. It is regrettable that a very experienced member cannot 
contribute to this debate because he is away on urgent parliamentary business. Why would he not be away on urgent 
parliamentary business? He, like the rest of the members of this house, would have planned his time in accordance 
with the standing orders that Hon Pierre Yang loves so much. That is not unreasonable. 
As is the case of the staff of the Legislative Council. While the Leader of the House is on her phone, she might text 
her friends at WorkSafe to let them know what is going on and report herself. I do not think she will because her 
arrogance is so great. It is appalling. Consequently, President, in the future, as a result of the actions taken by the 
Leader of the House, any government at any particular time and on any particular day, after members’ statements, 
can play a stupid game and say, “Let’s come back in an hour’s time.” 
I am unaware of the level of consultation that has taken place, but past history tells me that the level of consultation 
with this particular member is close to nil, and today has been an excellent demonstration of that. For members 
who have not necessarily been briefed, inevitably at the conclusion of this debate, the Leader of the House will 
dictate to all the compliant members opposite—they are compliant because they do not want to end up like 
Hon Adele Farina—that they pass this motion. Once they have been whipped up by the Leader of the House and the 
motion is passed, we will have a little adjournment. Members will have a nice time while they wait for 60 minutes. 
Actually, they will probably wait for about 55 minutes, because in about 55 minutes, they will hear those bells ringing, 
and in the quaint tradition of the Legislative Council, unlike the other house, our bells go for a full five minutes and 
members will get to hear them for a full five minutes until those 60 minutes have expired, and then we will all come 
back again. We will continue with the farce and pretence that it is a new sitting day—a new sitting session. 
I would like the Leader of the House to indicate some things to us before we conclude this matter; otherwise, I suspect 
we might have a range of other speakers from the opposition. She who is so keen to have this matter dealt with in 
a timely fashion might want to courteously respond to some of these basic matters. What matters on the ordinary 
order of business will be transacted in this new session? Will it include an ordinary 30 minutes for question time? 
I have questions I did get not a chance to ask today because the Leader of the House decided that she wanted the 
ordinary business of the house to be resumed, as is her right and the normal custom. The Leader of the House did 
not do anything wrong, strange or uncustomary there. Just after five o’clock she decided she had had enough. 
Hon Martin Aldridge: Maybe we could do the jobs motion. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: That is indeed an interesting point, Hon Martin Aldridge, because, of course, today is 
Thursday and normally on Thursday we would get an opportunity for non-government business. Does that apply 
today, Leader of the House? Has she given any of this any thought whatsoever or is the arrogance so high, so great, 
while she gets ready for the departure lounge, that she just does not care about any of this anymore? Is that what is 
going on? I am grateful that the Leader of the House has at least given us the opportunity to have 60 minutes, because 
members who are interested may want to start drafting some notices of questions. 
Hon Tjorn Sibma: Notices of motion. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: No doubt, the Leader of the House will have already instructed some of her colleagues to 
continue to launch more notices of motion on the notice paper, so I look forward to staying here until midnight 
while that happens. 
While the Leader of the House respectfully sits there in silence, as she should, because it would be unruly to interject, 
I say to her that what has happened today is entirely her decision. I am not blaming any of the other colleagues here. 
It is entirely at the Leader of the House’s feet. She has trashed the traditions of this place. I know that for new 
members this will all be a bizarre, bizarre introduction to the Legislative Council, and I understand that. I would be 
exactly the same if I were them. How peculiar this might be. But I know that some members who have been here 
long enough know better in their heart of hearts. Even though they cannot express it, they know that this is a disgrace 
and that there is one person to blame and that person’s name is Hon Sue Ellery, the member for South Metropolitan 
Region, the most experienced, senior member opposite. That is what we are dealing with. 
When we come back in the fullness of time, President, I look forward to you reading the prayers. We will once again 
do an acknowledgement of country, as we did earlier today, and then we will proceed with the ordinary business. 
I suspect that there will be no condolence motions, but I also suspect that if Hon Peter Collier were here, he might 
be inclined to move a condolence motion for the privileges of the Legislative Council that have been absolutely 
trashed and killed by Hon Sue Ellery today. Regrettably, I will not have time to deal with any petitions. I imagine 
the Minister for Regional Development must be getting really wound up by now. We know she is right on the edge; 
she is ready to boil. Bear with us, Minister for Regional Development; you are going to have a short, 55-minute break 
any moment. I imagine, in the usual way, she will stand and give one of her statements. She is quite a prolific reader 
of ministerial statements, and I say that in a congratulatory tone; she is doing her work, informing the house of her 
business. I do not know whether the hardworking, long-suffering—now I think long-suffering—parliamentary 
secretary to the Attorney General will finally table the report that we are waiting on that was prepared in May last 
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year. We have been waiting all week for it. Every time there are papers for tabling we wait for it, but it is nowhere 
to be seen. It is not his fault; it is because the Attorney General has obviously not instructed him to do it or has 
instructed him to sit on it. Maybe that is another good reason the Leader of the House’s motion should be supported, 
so that we can attend to that before midnight tonight. We certainly would not want to go on into the wee hours of 
the morning, because we know how he feels about that. There is also an opportunity for members to take advantage 
of the other notice provisions in the ordinary order of business. 
I certainly hope that if the arrogant Leader of the House refuses to provide answers to some of these basic questions, 
the President, in her capacity, will provide guidance to the house on exactly what type of business will be transacted 
when we return later this evening, and, in particular, whether there will be any non-government business and how 
that might be transacted in circumstances in which there has been an inability to give notice. I do not have the 
roster at my ready disposal, but I do know that the members from the Legalise Cannabis WA Party were rostered 
today on non-government business. I have a funny feeling that the next party rostered is actually the Liberal Party, 
and I do not want any nonsense from this Leader of the House—the arrogant member opposite—suggesting that 
somehow the Liberal Party is going to miss out on non-government business because it has not provided anything 
within the requisite period of time, in the next 55 to 60 minutes. We need to know the answer to that. We do not 
expect to miss out on non-government business due to this obscene trickery from the master of shiftiness, the 
Leader of the House. It is not right for the opposition to miss out on non-government business just because the 
Leader of the House wants to play these really pointless games. The numbers of the house sweeping around here 
speak for themselves. They mean that if the government wants to change the standing orders at some point in time, 
it is going to be able to do it. If it wants to have the matter referred to the Standing Committee on Procedure and 
Privileges, it is going to be able to do it, but it is going to have to do it in accordance with the normal rules. The 
normal rules are not good enough for the member opposite. 
President, as I conclude, I ask that if the arrogant Leader of the House is unwilling to provide guidance on what 
might be on the order of business for the second session that will supposedly take place on Thursday, 3 June, that 
you, as President, in your capacity of maintaining the order of the Council in accordance with standing order 4—
another standing order that members might want to familiarise themselves with, given they are so keen to have them 
reviewed as urgent business—might provide some guidance to the house on what will be transacted. In particular, 
from my perspective, I am interested to know about non-government business and question time. 
Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 6.24 pm 
__________ 

 


	ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE
	Special


