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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY — REMOVAL OF PRIORITY 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 
MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys — Leader of the House) [9.23 am]: I move — 

That so much of standing orders be suspended as is necessary to ensure the Address-in-Reply no longer 
has priority. 

I move this motion because of the limited amount of time we have in our sitting schedule between now and 
Christmas. I wanted to ensure that all new members had the opportunity to make their maiden speeches in this 
house, and every new member has now had that opportunity. Indeed, many other members who were in 
Parliament before the election have also had an opportunity to make a contribution to the Address-in-Reply 
debate. I have agreed with the manager of opposition business that I will be more than happy to bring the 
Address-in-Reply back on when necessary to enable other members who still want to make contribution to the 
Address-in-Reply debate to do so. I know of two members today, one from each side of the house, who would 
like that opportunity, and I will ensure that they get it. 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [9.25 am]: The opposition will agree to the Leader of the House’s motion 
on the basis that it will provide more time to deal with legislative priorities. Much of the legislation that the 
government intends to deal with using this technique is legislation that was brought into the Parliament by the 
former government, and fortunately the new government will proceed with it. The mechanism that is being used 
in this place today will enable additional time to be spent on that legislation.  

The opposition will support this motion even though the Address-in-Reply is, of course, an important 
opportunity for members to speak and is predominantly opposition time to a large degree in that it provides 
opportunities to move amendments that enable the opposition to raise issues of importance to it. Therefore, in 
effect we are giving away time that is available to the opposition to raise important issues to allow the 
government’s legislative agenda to be taken forward. However, again we have done that in the spirit of goodwill, 
the Christmas spirit and the spirit of bipartisanship. What the opposition is exhibiting, I would have to say, is 
unprecedented in this house. The opposition has shown itself time and again in the past few weeks — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Probably in the history of this Parliament I would expect.  

This opposition has time and again shown itself to be cooperative and sensible in its conduct in this house. 
However, I make a point to conclude that issue: it would not be necessary to do this and the opposition would 
not be required to give away this time if Parliament were to sit longer this year. In effect, one week of sitting is 
remaining in which we can deal with legislation this year. If we sat further into December, it would be possible 
to deal with the legislation the government wants dealt with and, indeed, to deal with legislation that we want to 
deal with. We want the surrogacy legislation dealt with and, as I understand it from the advice I have received, it 
will not be presented in this house today. We want the truth-in-sentencing laws dealt with, and it would be far 
better for Parliament and the people of Western Australia to give proper consideration—not hurried 
consideration—to that important legislation. The way to do that is to provide more sitting time for Parliament. 
As legislators and members of Parliament, our most important responsibility is to enact laws for the good 
governance of the people of Western Australia, and that means that Parliament should sit. When we are sitting 
for, in effect, one week — 

Mr R.F. Johnson: You shouldn’t have called an early election. 

Mr C.C. Porter: If it was so important, why did you call an early election?  

Mr M. McGOWAN: Members opposite make a fair point about calling the election. That is a fair point. 
However, the government can choose to sit extra weeks. There is no doubt that it can sit extra weeks. I know 
what it is like to be a minister and I know it is a very busy time. However, as members of Parliament, ministers’ 
principal responsibility is to this chamber and to pass laws for the good governance of the people of Western 
Australia. Coming back and providing an extra week of sitting or extra sitting time so that proper consideration 
of that legislation can take place would be the right thing to do. It appears as though the government will not do 
that, despite our entreaties and pleas to the government. It appears that the government will not allow extra 
sitting time. As I understand it, the member for Kalgoorlie is in agreement with the government on that point 
even though another Independent member may not be. If the government wanted to provide proper consideration 
of all that legislation, we would not pass this motion today; we would provide extra sitting days at the conclusion 
of next week rather than concluding Parliament for this year. As I recall, we will not sit again until 10 March 
next year, which is a break of some three months before this Parliament will assemble again. For the early period 
of next year we will deal with the Premier’s Statement, which enables a general debate, so again we will not be 
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able to deal with the legislation immediately. There is an easy solution to this problem, but the opposition will 
support the motion moved by the Leader of the House today.  

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys — Leader of the House) [9.30 am]: — in reply: I was not going to respond, but 
I feel I must make a couple of corrections. The first one is to the member for Rockingham: I think the member 
needs to talk to some of his members, because they do not want to sit extra weeks between when we are due to 
rise and Christmas time — 

Mr M. McGowan: Who? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I will not name them, but I can assure the member that there are numerous members who 
have said, “Please do not sit any extra weeks.” 

Several members interjected.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: They have given me a genuine reason, and it is the same reason as stated by members on 
this side of the house: although our primary role is considered to be in this house, members of Parliament also 
have other roles, including being in their community, particularly at this time of the year. Every member of 
Parliament has school graduations and has community groups that are holding meetings and festive occasions 
that they want their local member of Parliament to attend.  

We are not sitting more than we are because, quite frankly, the former government called an early election. If it 
had not called the early election, nearly all of this legislation would have been dealt with. The legislation that we 
are dealing with is primarily the former government’s legislation. We are very happy to take its legislation and to 
pass it through this house as quickly as possible, as hopefully it will through the other place, because we have no 
problem with it. We actually agreed with the former government’s legislation—that is a bit of a compliment to it. 

The second statement that I want to correct is that there is nothing in standing orders that states that the Address-
in-Reply is solely an opportunity for the opposition to have its say. The Address-in-Reply — 

Mr M. McGowan: I didn’t say that. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member did — 

Mr M. McGowan: I said predominantly. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Predominantly—it is not even predominantly! Nothing in standing orders states that 
whatsoever. That is the member’s interpretation, my good friend! 

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I will not go that far! The Address-in-Reply is an opportunity for every member of this 
house to make a contribution. It is not the domain of the opposition to try to claim it as its time. That is a totally 
incorrect assumption by the manager of opposition business—totally wrong—but I am glad that we can smile at 
each other even if we disagree with some of the comments each might make because we are approaching the 
festive season and the government wants the cooperation of the opposition. 

The SPEAKER: Members, as this is a motion to suspend standing orders, I need to satisfy myself that there is 
an absolute majority in the house. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I have given notice. 

The SPEAKER: It is on notice, so we do not need to do that. All I need to do is seek members’ permission. 

Question put and passed.  
 


