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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE — TEMPORARY ORDER 
Motion 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah — Leader of the House) [12.27 pm]: I move — 
That the following temporary order applies for the remainder of 2022 — 

(1) The House will meet on Tuesdays at 1.00 pm. 
(2) If the House is required to sit beyond 7.00 pm on a Tuesday evening, such as to require 

a dinner break, the Speaker will advise the House of this before Question Time on 
that Tuesday. 

(3) Standing Orders are suspended accordingly to the extent necessary to effect these 
arrangements. 

Obviously, yesterday in the house, the Procedure and Privileges Committee report was tabled and spoken to by 
you, as Deputy Speaker of the Assembly. The Procedure and Privileges Committee reports on a range of matters and, 
in its fourth report, it has canvassed a range of issues, specifically the arrangements for the Legislative Assembly 
sitting times. It canvassed a range of issues relating to work–life balance and late-night sittings. The report includes 
a comparison of sitting weeks, and I was interested in the opposition Whip’s comments on the comparison of sitting 
weeks of Parliaments around Australia, including the federal Parliament and other state and territory Assemblies 
and Councils. We are, of course, particularly focused on the Assembly. It was interesting to note in the comparison 
of sitting weeks, which was drawn to our attention by the opposition Whip, the member for Roe, that we do, in 
fact, sit for many more weeks than other jurisdictions do. This year, as we know, Parliament assembled in this 
chamber post–the 2021 election with a substantial increase in the number of government members and a reduced 
number of opposition members. Interestingly, I have done some analysis on how much time we are spending on 
legislation. Some 54 bills—or something of that nature—have been progressed through this Parliament since the 
2021 election. The debating time for bills varies. Of course, the opposition has precedence in speaking time, and 
I hope that the record shows that in terms of timing et cetera, the needs of the opposition have been accommodated 
during that time. The reality is that the carriage of bills is not being held up in this chamber. Therefore, one of the 
considerations that I will certainly be looking at is the programming of sitting weeks, particularly given the comments 
of the member for Roe and his comparison. We are not dealing with that in this motion; what we are dealing with is 
sitting times. As members know, the tradition of Parliament over the years, certainly during the time that I have been 
here, is that the Legislative Assembly sits from 2.00 pm on a Tuesday with a nominal finishing time of 10.00 that 
evening. History shows, certainly in this forty-first Parliament, that invariably we are not normally sitting to 10.00 pm. 
My analysis shows that during this forty-first Parliament, we invariably finish around 9.00 pm—9.30 pm at the 
latest. That has been the general thrust. We have dealt with a couple of urgent bills, but invariably we are concluding 
the business of the Legislative Assembly on a Tuesday relatively early. 
In reading the Procedure and Privileges Committee report, the recommendation made is that we adopt a temporary 
order for the remainder of 2022 that would see the sitting hours on Tuesday amended. We would commence sitting 
at 1.00 pm through to 7.00 pm nominally as the hours set down for Tuesdays. As the motion highlights in paragraph (2), 
in the event that government business requires we sit past 7.00 pm—usually this would mean for an hour or more—
there is provision for notice to be given to the Speaker, who would simply advise the house of the need for a dinner 
break and the business of the house would extend past 7.00 pm. Going by history, that would be very unlikely. 
I envisage that if we know in absolute advance that we would be sitting late, I would include that in the letter that 
I send on Friday to the manager of opposition business and the Leader of the Liberal Party so that all members would 
be aware that we would be likely to sit late on the Tuesday. 

Question time at 2.00 pm will remain at the same time. These arrangements will have no effect on the other place. 
The other place, of course, makes up its own mind about its standing orders and operation. Essentially, members, 
if we adopt this recommendation directly from the Procedure and Privileges Committee report tabled yesterday, 
we will sit at 1.00 pm on Tuesday rather than 2.00 pm. Question time will remain at 2.00 pm on each day of the sitting 
of the house. The dining room will obviously be open as normal for lunch from 12 noon to 2.00 pm. I know that 
some members—I am one of them—traditionally use sitting Tuesdays to have guests and/or school students in for 
lunch. As the Leader of the House, I will need to amend my timetable. I am sure that members will still be able to 
have guests for lunch on a sitting Tuesday, but they simply will not be here when the chamber meets at the 1.00 pm 
start time. No other days will be affected by this temporary order. The timing for grievances and private members’ 
statements will remain as is. 

I took note of the member for Roe’s comments yesterday. He highlighted that the opposition will reserve its right 
to consider the effect of the trial. The trial is for the remainder of 2022, and, obviously, at the conclusion of this year, 
I will be very happy to chat with the opposition about the effectiveness or otherwise of the temporary arrangements. 
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I commend the motion that I have moved. I note the comments made yesterday afternoon by the member for Roe 
and the Leader of the Liberal Party, who are members of the Procedure and Privileges Committee, and also those 
made by government members on that committee. I think this is a good arrangement that should be trialled. 

DR D.J. HONEY (Cottesloe — Leader of the Liberal Party) [12.36 pm]: I rise to make a brief contribution 
and reinforce the comments I made when the Leader of the House gave notice of this motion. We have custom 
and practice in this place, but that custom and practice assumes that members in this place do not have childcare 
responsibilities or other responsibilities in the evening. Invariably, the hours that we work here puts enormous 
pressure on our partners to deal with all family issues that need to be dealt with in the evening. 

Other reforms need to be made in this place. I will say, Leader of the House, that I look forward to the suggestions 
that were made in the previous Parliament about adopting more family-friendly practices in this chamber, especially 
for mothers and their babies, coming forward again to make this a more flexible workplace. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: The Speaker’s already ruled on that. The Speaker’s already ruled on breastfeeding. It is 
allowed in this Parliament now. 

Dr D.J. HONEY: Thank you for that. I had either forgotten about that or was not aware of it. I can blame the COVID 
fog for that. That is a positive move in this chamber to make it a friendlier environment for working parents. This 
is an important move, and I think other changes can be made in the future. This will enable us to carry out our other 
responsibilities. I do not see it as a major change. It is only a one-hour reduction in the total sitting time, which is 
not a major change, and, of course, the government has the option of extending time as required, as it does from 
time to time. This is a sensible move that will make this place a more family-friendly working environment. This 
is a working environment, regardless of how esteemed we think it is. Therefore, I support this trial, and I look forward 
to seeing the outcome over the rest of the year. 

MR R.S. LOVE (Moore — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [12.38 pm]: I rise to provide a very brief 
contribution in support of the motion. As we know, the member for Roe outlined yesterday the position of the 
Nationals WA. More generally, as the member responsible on this side of the house for the management of issues 
in the house, there is a degree of sense in the matter. It is a trial and, as the member for Roe said yesterday, if we are 
unable to keep to that schedule, we might need to revisit it in the future. I am quite happy to see the trial go ahead. 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah — Leader of the House) [12.39 pm] — in reply: I thank members for their 
support. I thank the Leader of the Liberal Party and the manager of opposition business, the member for Moore. 
I want to congratulate the member for Moore. I have looked at the bills we have debated since the commencement 
of the forty-first Parliament. I must say that the member for Moore is carrying a huge load. I notice that the member, 
in particular, has spoken on most, if not all, of the bills that have been before this place. The member is obviously 
working very, very hard, so I congratulate him. 

I thank members and I look forward to the trial, and assessing that at the end of the year. 

Question put and passed. 
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