
Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Tuesday, 19 November 2019] 

 p8954b-8955a 
Hon Sue Ellery; Hon Martin Aldridge; Hon Stephen Dawson; Hon Simon O'Brien; Hon Jacqui Boydell 

 [1] 

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE — AFTERNOON TEA BREAK 
Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Leader of the House) [1.11 pm] — without notice: I move — 

That so much of standing orders be suspended as to enable the house at today’s sitting to suspend 
proceedings from 4.15 pm to 4.30 pm. 

By way of explanation, I understand that agreement has been reached behind the Chair. One of the effects of this 
will be that the minister handling the Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill will get a break to read questions and the 
answers to questions that he will be required to give. 

HON MARTIN ALDRIDGE (Agricultural) [1.12 pm]: This is quite an interesting motion indeed. I do not have 
a copy of it, but I am sure it will come in due course. It is interesting because this matter was canvassed by the 
thirty-ninth Parliament in the forty-third report of the Standing Committee on Procedure and Privileges, which 
was about sitting hours and times. I remind members that the PPC recommended two options in its report to deal 
with a break on Tuesday afternoons—one was to have a break and the other was not to have a break. It was the 
clear view of the Labor Party, then in opposition, that it did not support such a recess in the proceedings on 
a Tuesday when at that point in time, November 2016, we were considering the overall structure of sitting hours 
and times of the Legislative Council. 

I want to refer members to the very short debate we had on 15 November 2016 and the comments made by the 
then Leader of the Opposition, Hon Sue Ellery. She said — 

We support recommendation 1A, recommendation 2 and recommendation 3. Recommendations 1A 
and 1B are different in one sense; recommendation 1B, which the Leader of the House just indicated is 
the preference of members opposite, introduces a third formal break in proceedings for afternoon tea on 
a Tuesday. We do not support that, Mr President. In fact, if we had our way, we would eliminate a formal 
break for afternoon tea on any day and we would have a shorter dinner break on Tuesday nights. We find 
this work practice extraordinary whereby we stop all business of the chamber to go and have a cup of 
tea and a very nice afternoon tea. As a work practice, we find it to be unproductive. It is out of kilter with 
the work practices of every workplace I have ever visited and bear in mind that I used to be a union 
official for a range of different unions including nurses and all sorts of people. I think the notion of 
a formal afternoon tea is out of date. If people want to have afternoon tea, there is no reason why they 
cannot do that, but the notion that we all have to stop work at exactly the same time and interrupt the 
business of the house to take a cup of tea together seems to me to be really out of step with productivity 
in the workplace. It is out of step with modern workplaces and I do not see how it can be justified as 
a productive or sensible way for the representatives of Western Australia to conduct their business. 
Members of the Legislative Council can avail themselves of refreshments without Mr President or 
everyone having to stop work at the same time. We think a sensible way to proceed is not to add another 
formal afternoon tea break. 

They were the words of Hon Sue Ellery, Leader of the Opposition, on 15 November 2016 in opposing the consideration 
of a formal break on Tuesday. I do not want to draw the attention of members to all of the debate that occurred on 
that day, but Hon Nick Goiran rose after Hon Sue Ellery and Hon Rick Mazza and pointed out that the recess of 
15 minutes on a Tuesday was much more than taking tea together. He pointed out some of the practical challenges 
of not allowing a recess to occur on a Tuesday afternoon that particularly face government ministers. It is 
interesting how the tables have turned. We now find ourselves in a position, which we have seen on numerous 
occasions over the last two years, of government ministers not being able to answer questions in question time on 
Tuesdays because they have not had an opportunity to consider the questions they have been provided. We have 
also seen government ministers dash from the chamber—I assume to avail themselves of the bathroom—and 
leaving it to other members of this place to answer questions during question time on Tuesday because there is no 
short recess of 15 minutes to deal with those practical issues. It is interesting that we now consider this motion 
without notice moved by Hon Sue Ellery. It appears that the Labor Party has now changed its position and now 
supports a short recess on Tuesday for the practical reasons that Hon Nick Goiran pointed out on 15 November 2016, 
which we have seen occur throughout the course of this current Labor government. 

HON STEPHEN DAWSON (Mining and Pastoral — Minister for Environment) [1.16 pm]: The Leader of 
the House has obviously made a contribution already and so cannot stand again. I just advise the house that it is 
still our view that ordinarily on Tuesday an afternoon tea break is not needed; however, we are starting early today. 
Hon Simon O’Brien: Why this Tuesday and not, say, another Tuesday? 
The PRESIDENT: Order, members! 
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Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Sorry, I am speaking, and I was trying to outline why I support the motion, so I will 
not take any interjections. 
The reason I said “ordinarily” is that we are starting an hour earlier today to enable us to deal with the Voluntary Assisted 
Dying Bill 2019. Ordinarily, I would be able to sign off on questions—both questions with notice that honourable 
members have asked me in my role in this place and those asked to other ministers whom I represent in this place. 
It is obviously the will of the house that will indicate whether we break or not, but should I not get the opportunity 
to sign off on questions today, I will not be able to provide answers to those honourable members who have asked 
questions of me. This 15-minute break is to enable me to do my job as minister and provide answers to members 
who have given notice of questions that they would like answered today. I seek the house’s support for this motion. 
HON SIMON O’BRIEN (South Metropolitan) [1.18 pm]: I do not think we should debate this whole question for 
about four hours or anything, but it struck me as a fairly straightforward question: what is the difference between 
this sitting Tuesday and any other sitting Tuesday? 
Hon Stephen Dawson: We are starting one hour earlier is what I said. 
Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: So what? 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: If the minister is sitting in the committee chair anyway, he is not going to be able to do 
the things he mentioned, so what is the difference? 
Hon Sue Ellery: There is a shorter time between when they are lodged and when the minister has to go to the 
chair. If there had been an extra hour, he may have been able to seek some of the answers. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: That is an absolute nonsense. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: If this is the sort of attitude that the government is going to seek the house’s cooperation 
in, it is not a very good start to yet another sitting week of indeterminate length that will be followed by another one 
next week in which we do not know what hours we are going to be sitting as part of this shambolic government’s 
mismanagement of this house. I am not inclined to support what the government is doing at all.  
HON JACQUI BOYDELL (Mining and Pastoral — Deputy Leader of the Nationals WA) [1.19 pm]: I cannot 
believe that the house has raised this issue today when yesterday the Leader of the House asked leaders of other 
parties how we would manage the government’s request. All the party leaders who responded to the email that 
I saw agreed that this was a reasonable way to give Hon Stephen Dawson time to sign off on questions, take a break 
from Committee of the Whole House and ensure that the other needs of members in the house outside the voluntary 
assisted dying debate were considered by the minister. That is a reasonable approach. What makes this different 
is that we are sitting longer hours this whole week, not just today. We are deliberating a highly sensitive, emotive 
bill, which the public wants us to get on with and pass. This is not an unreasonable request. Therefore, I support 
the motion and will be voting for it. 
The PRESIDENT: Members, this motion requires an absolute majority. Having counted the house and there is 
no dissenting voice, that motion is agreed. 
Question put and passed with an absolute majority. 
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