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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 

Special 
HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan) [5.53 pm]: —without notice: I move — 

That pursuant to temporary order 3(5)(b), the house adjourn until Thursday, 17 March 2001, at 6.20 pm, 
for the purpose of debating the Minister for Finance’s response to a question asked today. 

I wish to explain to the house why I want the house to sit this evening to consider this issue. It was fortuitous 
that, earlier today, I spoke about the need for cooperation in this house and the way in which this house is 
managed. I said that the opposition was seeking to facilitate and assist the government with the passage of 
legislation. Later today, during question time—I note the comments of the Leader of the House earlier this 
evening—the Minister for Finance gave an answer to a question that was asked of him. That was clearly 
intended to support the press release that he had ready to go out; in fact it had already gone out before question 
time. That was clearly an attack on the opposition and comments that I have made previously in this place. 

I have the view that if these sorts of matters are to be raised in question time, we need to be given the 
opportunity to respond. Question time is heavily devoted to the benefit of the government and to enabling the 
government to answer questions in whatever way it likes. If the government wants to use question time in that 
way — 

Point of Order 
Hon NORMAN MOORE: Mr President, I draw your attention to standing order 71, which states — 

The adjournment of the Council may be moved at any time by or on behalf of a Minister. 

The member is not a minister.  

Ruling by President 
The PRESIDENT: We have looked at standing order 71 and temporary order 3(5)(b) that the house has 
adopted. Quite frankly, there appears to be a lack of clarity in how the two come together. That is an issue that 
we will have to consider in the Standing Committee on Procedure and Privileges, which is looking at the 
standing orders. Because the existing standing orders are the basis of our standing orders and the temporary 
orders are in a sense an add-on or additional group of standing orders, I think it is appropriate that I revert to the 
substantive standing orders and uphold the point of order that standing order 71 means that the adjournment of 
the Council may be moved at any time by or on behalf of a minister. As I said, there is room for some ambiguity 
and it is an issue that we have to clear up. At this stage, I uphold the point of order, interrupt the member’s 
contribution and adjourn the house.  

[Motion denied.] 

Point of Order 
Hon KEN TRAVERS: Mr President, I wish to draw your attention to temporary order 2(2), which states — 

Where a provision of a Temporary Order conflicts, or is inconsistent, with a Rule or Standing Order, the 
provision of the Temporary Order is to be preferred and applied accordingly. 

In light of the comments you have just made to the house, I ask you to give consideration to that temporary 
order. Further, I put to you that I have not moved an adjournment motion; I have moved a special adjournment 
motion. 

Hon Norman Moore: It doesn’t make any difference. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: One is to seek to adjourn the house and the other is for the house to adjourn to a 
different time. I put it to the President that I have not moved an adjournment motion; I have moved a special 
adjournment motion. One is to adjourn the house, and the other is for the house to adjourn to a different time. 
The President said that he accepted that there was inconsistency and that therefore he was applying the standing 
orders, yet temporary order 2(2) clearly states that it should be the other way around. 

HON NORMAN MOORE: Mr President, if I may respond to that. Temporary order 3(5)(b) provides that a 
motion can be moved at a particular time for a special adjournment. The standing order provides that at any time 
an adjournment of the house is to be moved, it is to be moved by a minister or on behalf of a minister. Whether it 
is a special adjournment or the adjournment for that day makes no difference; there is no differentiation under 
standing order 71. Any adjournment, whether it is to another date, tomorrow or today, is covered by standing 
order 71. In my view there is no inconsistency at all between the standing order and the temporary order, and 
there is clearly no question that the President’s ruling is absolutely correct. 
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The PRESIDENT: The convention is that a minister, or a member on behalf of a minister, has always ruled for 
an adjournment of the house different to that already set down. In respect of the standing orders as we have 
interpreted them, and the convention, I will abide by the ruling. Therefore, the house stands adjourned. 

House adjourned at 6.01 pm 
__________  

 
 
 


