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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE 
Sessional and Standing Orders Suspension - Motion 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [10.03 am]:  I move without 
notice -  

That so much of sessional orders and standing orders be suspended, other than sessional orders 2(3) and 
4(4), to enable non-official business to be taken today until 6.00 pm and that any question before the 
Chair be put and determined, if not sooner, at this day’s sitting. 

The purpose of this motion to suspend sessional and standing orders is to enable the motion that is on the 
business program for private members’ business today - to be moved by Hon Robyn McSweeney - to be 
determined and voted upon today.  I will explain the reasons that I am moving this motion without notice.  As 
members know, the non-official business on Thursdays is constrained to a two-hour time frame.  If at the end of 
that two-hour time frame a decision has not been made on the motion that has been moved, the matter stands 
adjourned and becomes an order of the day.  It then becomes a creature of, I guess, the Leader of the House, and 
it is up to determine whether it will be debated further at some time in the future.  In our view, a decision needs 
to be made about whether this house should establish a select committee to inquire into the Department for 
Community Development and the issues that are listed in the motion to be moved by Hon Robyn McSweeney.  
The government has rejected our request that a royal commission be established to inquire into the Department 
for Community Development.  Therefore, we are seeking to move that motion. 

We have made the decision to deal with this motion during private members’ time so that we cannot be accused 
of interfering with government business and wasting government time.  However, our concern is that, unlike the 
government, we cannot simply keep the debate on the motion going until such time as it has finished unless the 
house makes the decision that that should happen.  This motion for the suspension of sessional and standing 
orders will mean that this matter will be debated today, and if at 6.00 pm we have not reached a conclusion, a 
vote will be taken on the motion.  

Hon Ken Travers interjected.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  It is not a guillotine.  Hon Ken Travers would know more about guillotines than I 
do, because he sat on this side of the house for a very long time and took the business out of the hands of the 
government at every opportunity.  I am providing an opportunity today for the house to debate this matter for as 
long as it needs to, and to make a decision today.  The minister wants to bury this matter in some strange 
underground cavern so that it is never heard about again, because he is embarrassed about this issue.  All I am 
asking today is that the house make a decision about this matter.  An absolute majority of members is required 
for the motion to suspend sessional and standing orders to be passed.  It is not as though the opposition is using 
its lack of numbers to somehow get its own way.  We are relying on an absolute majority of the members of this 
chamber agreeing to the motion.  I will not waste any more time.  I have outlined the purpose of the motion.  I 
hope the government will agree to the motion.  I am sure the government also wants a decision to be made on 
this issue.  It is not as though this is a new issue that the government has not had time to think about.  The 
concerns about the Department for Community Development and the welfare of children in Western Australia 
have been well and truly canvassed in the media and other places.  Therefore, in my view it is quite legitimate 
for us to resolve this matter today.  I acknowledge that the Leader of the House has government business that he 
wants to proceed with and that we have been moving relatively slowly this week.  Therefore, I give an assurance 
that we expect only one person from this side of the house to speak on the motion.  The motion could easily be 
resolved in the two hours that is set aside for non-government business if the number of speakers is limited.  
However, what I am proposing is that when the debate has concluded, a vote is taken.  That may be at 6.00 pm.  
However, I very much doubt that will be the case.  There is a provision that we still have lunch and afternoon 
tea, and there is a provision so that we do not avoid question time.  Our priorities are in the right order!  This 
motion will enable us to debate the matter fully and to conclude by way of a vote the non-official business that is 
on the business program today. 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [10.10 am]:  The government will not support the 
motion to suspend sessional and standing orders and that should come as no surprise to anyone. 

Hon Murray Criddle:  It certainly doesn’t. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  It should not come as a surprise to anyone for the reason that the government and the 
opposition, and indeed any other member in this place who was still in the house at the time, first saw a copy of 
the substantive motion that we would be dealing with today at 10.30 last night.  The first time most honourable 
members would have seen the motion was when they arrived at Parliament House this morning.  This is 
Thursday.  If this is a motion that the opposition thinks is genuinely urgent, genuinely serious and genuinely 
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important, and I have no doubt that it is, why did we not see this on Tuesday?  Why would the opposition have 
waited to ambush the government in such a manner that the government could not consider it and get advice on 
the details of the motion until Thursday?  Not fair dinkum, honourable members!  This is a serious issue and the 
government treats the matter - 

Hon Helen Morton:  What about fairness to the children? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  What about the fairness to the children?  If the member was concerned about fairness to 
the children, why was this motion not before us on Tuesday? 

Hon Helen Morton:  Because you wouldn’t put up a royal commission.  Don’t talk about fairness. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I am not talking about fairness; the honourable member is the one talking about fairness.  
I am talking about whether members opposite are fair dinkum or whether they are playing political football with 
children’s lives.  That is what members opposite are doing. 

Hon Norman Moore:  You are hiding and covering up. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  If it was so important, why were we not consulted on the substantive motion and on the 
motion to suspend sessional and standing orders?  We may even have agreed with members opposite.  Nobody 
thought to say - 

Hon Ken Travers:  So Norman Moore didn’t come and talk to you before coming into the chamber about a 
suspension of standing orders? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  No. 

Hon Ken Travers:  Norman, imagine how you would have reacted if you were the leader! 

Hon Norman Moore:  I do remember, Mr Travers, you log, that it happened every day when Tom Stephens was 
here and there was no notice given whatsoever. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order! The Leader of the Opposition and Hon Ken Travers!  We are debating a procedural 
motion.  I note the interest among members, but there are a couple of points we should observe when we are 
debating.  When we are referring to members of this chamber, we do so in a particular way.  We do not refer to a 
member who may be John Smith as “John Smith”; it is “Hon John Smith”, or “the Leader of the Opposition”, or 
“the Leader of the House”, as the case may be. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  As I said, this is a serious issue.  The government takes the issue extremely seriously.  
We are faced with a range of issues that require careful investigation and understanding.  We are faced with a 
situation in which some 200 children have died in the past five years whose families were in some way or other 
known to the Department for Community Development.  When we look back to consider whether that is a higher 
number than usual, we have difficulty determining whether a trend has developed.  Why do we have difficulty 
determining whether a trend has developed?  Members opposite when in government did not even keep numbers.  
They cared so little about the welfare of children that they did not even bother to count the number of children 
who died. 

Point of Order 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  We are not debating the motion, we are debating the suspension of standing orders, 
and I constrained my comments accordingly.  If the Leader of the House wants to transgress, we could have a 
long debate on this particular matter.  If he wants to talk about the motion I moved, that would be very helpful. 

The PRESIDENT:  We are dealing with a procedural motion, as the Leader of the House knows. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Thank you, Mr President, and I thank the Leader of the Opposition for reminding me of 
what I should have known.  The government will not support the suspension of sessional and standing orders.  
There is one other issue that I think I can mention without transgressing the standing orders, and that is to remind 
the house that it recently considered a select committee report, in August this year, on matters concerning the 
Department for Community Development.  Term of reference 2(f) of that select committee refers to “any other 
related matter that the committee considers relevant”.  The range of issues which are dealt with in the proposed 
motion and which would presumably become the terms of reference of the select committee have already been 
covered in a report, which this house dealt with in August 2006. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  The Leader of the House mentioned the word “transgressing”.  I am not suggesting 
he is transgressing, but he is on the verge of doing so. 
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Hon KIM CHANCE:  I did not intend to take that point any further, Mr President, but it is something the house 
needs to consider while it is debating the suspension of sessional and standing orders.  I am asking the house to 
consider two things: first, is this just a stunt or does it arise from a genuine concern for children?  Second, have 
the house and its committees already had an adequate opportunity to deal with this matter?  I have other 
comments to make, but I will leave them to the substantive debate. 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [10.17 am]:  I guess members will be aware that whether this 
motion is successful will depend on what I say next.  I have had a limited opportunity to look at the motion that 
Hon Robyn McSweeney has on the business program for today.  Like the Leader of the House, I was able to 
consider the final formal words of this motion overnight.  However, I also needed to sleep, so there was not a lot 
of time to consider what is a very serious matter; namely, the establishment of a select committee to look into 
issues surrounding the Department for Community Development.  This motion is to suspend sessional and 
standing orders and to put the substantive matter to a vote today.  I acknowledge that the Leader of the 
Opposition has said that the opposition is not seeking to obstruct government business and that this will be 
debated in private members’ time; however, the motion says that the debate can take place until six o’clock, 
which would also use up any other time for business.  I am aware that we are already dealing with a very 
important matter in this chamber relating to a similar issue; that is, the establishment of a Commissioner for 
Children and Young People.  I am very keen that we resolve that matter before the end of this week.  I think the 
world is watching, so to speak, to see whether this chamber can complete debate on that bill, because we have 
already spent two days on it.  I am not suggesting that we should not take an appropriate amount of time to deal 
with what is also an important matter, but I do not think it is appropriate to deal with this matter to a resolution 
today. 

I have also indicated to both Hon Robyn McSweeney and the Leader of the Opposition that I need to take advice 
on the exact words of this motion, and I had no capacity to do that overnight.  Therefore, I indicate that I am not 
willing to support the suspension of sessional and standing orders for this to be resolved today because it is such 
an important matter.  I need to take advice from people who have experience in this area on whether it would be 
appropriate to establish this committee, and whether it would provide a useful contribution to or a resolution of 
issues surrounding the operation of the Department for Community Development.  Of course, that question 
would revolve around whether the terms of reference were appropriate.  I am not suggesting that the questions 
should not be resolved at some future date, but today is not the day for that to be done. 

Question put and a division taken with the following result - 

Ayes (13) 

Hon Peter Collier Hon Nigel Hallett Hon Norman Moore Hon Bruce Donaldson (Teller) 
Hon Murray Criddle Hon Ray Halligan Hon Helen Morton  
Hon Donna Faragher Hon Barry House Hon Simon O’Brien  
Hon Anthony Fels Hon Robyn McSweeney Hon Barbara Scott  

 

Noes (14) 

Hon Shelley Archer Hon Sue Ellery Hon Paul Llewellyn Hon Giz Watson 
Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm Hon Adele Farina Hon Sheila Mills Hon Ed Dermer (Teller) 
Hon Kim Chance Hon Jon Ford Hon Louise Pratt  
Hon Kate Doust Hon Graham Giffard Hon Ken Travers  

 

            

Pairs 

 Hon George Cash Hon Sally Talbot 
 Hon Ken Baston Hon Vincent Catania 
 Hon Margaret Rowe Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich 
 

Question thus negatived. 
 


