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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE 
Order of Business — Motion 

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Leader of the House) [10.45 am] — without notice: I move — 
That orders of the day 1 to 5 be taken after order of the day 7, and that order of the day 6 be taken after 
order of the day 11. 

Point of Order 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: What is taking place here is a little irregular. Members will be aware that ordinarily, it is 
quite customary for any government, any Leader of the House or any person acting in that position to move for the 
postponement of the disallowance motions listed on the notice paper found under orders of the day. On today’s business 
program, we have five such disallowance motions. Members will see them there, starting with the City of Bunbury — 
The PRESIDENT: Order, member. Is this a point of order or a contribution to the motion? It is not a debatable 
motion if this is a contribution to the motion. Are you putting a point of order? 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: President, I apologise. I should have started by saying “point of order”. 
It is irregular for the Leader of the House to move this motion. Although it is customary for a motion, whether moved 
by the Leader of the House or some other senior member of government, to postpone the disallowance motions 
found on the notice paper, it is not customary for the Address-in-Reply, currently found at order of the day 6, to 
be moved in this fashion. I draw to the President’s attention standing order 206, which states — 

Except as provided by Standing Order 67, the order of the day for the Address-in-Reply shall take 
precedence over all other business until it is resolved. 

Standing order 67 deals with the matter I just referred to, disallowance motions. There is no dispute on my part that 
it is quite orderly for the Leader of the House to move that orders of the day 1 to 5 be postponed to another stage. 
I am questioning the capacity for the Leader of the House to move this motion in light of standing order 206, which 
explicitly states — 

Except as provided by Standing Order 67, the order of the day for the Address-in-Reply shall take 
precedence over all other business until it is resolved. 

I seek the President’s ruling on that point. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: On that point of order, I appreciate the point that has been raised by the honourable member. 
I sought advice this morning about how I could facilitate the beginning of orders of the day and accommodate a first 
speech at 12.30 pm from Hon Ayor Makur Chuot and an Address-in-Reply contribution from Hon Donna Faragher 
immediately after lunch, and still start orders of the day. The advice I was given was that I could put this before 
the house now, so the house can accept this or not. I would prefer that the house accepted it, but as an alternative, 
the members who could make a contribution to the Address-in-Reply—other than the two members I have just 
named—and who asked for specific times, could well rise and adjourn their remarks to a later stage of this day’s 
sitting. However, the path chosen on the advice provided to me was to move in this way. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Members, I am seeking advice on this matter. I would prefer that that is done in silence 
so I might concentrate on the advice, thank you. 
Members, the standing orders provide that the Address-in-Reply does take precedence and this is reflected in the 
way it is listed on the business program, but reflect that the matter can be determined by the house on the motion 
of the Leader of the House. There is therefore no irregularity in this motion before the house. 

Debate Resumed 
The PRESIDENT: The Leader of the House has moved the motion before us that orders of the day 1 to 5 be taken 
after order of the day 7 and that order of the day 6 be taken after order of the day 11. 
Question put and passed. 

Point of Order 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: It seems to me that standing order 206 has been breached. Was a suspension of standing 
orders required for the motion that was just passed? 
The PRESIDENT: Members, there is no point of order. My ruling was consistent with the previous advice; that 
is, standing order 206 gives precedence to the Address-in-Reply and motions to disallow regulations. But, as I said, 
that is consistent in that every day the Leader of the House moves an order of business motion and the house considers 
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that. The house has considered that motion and agreed to it, as is usual practice and in relation to the standing 
orders. Therefore, there is no point of order. 
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