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NUCLEAR POWER 
Sessional Orders Suspension - Motion  

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [3.03 pm] - without notice:  I move - 

That so much of sessional order 6(2) be suspended to enable the house to consider motion 39, “Nuclear 
Power Rejection”, under sessional orders 5(5) and 6 until 4.15 pm on Wednesday, 28 June 2006. 

By way of explanation, it has been brought to my attention that members of both sides of the house have 
indicated a desire to contribute to this important and topical motion.  The sessional orders would have otherwise 
prevented a number of members from speaking as a result of the effluxion of the time that sessional orders 
provide for a motion of this nature.  The only way we can get around that is by a motion that effectively sets 
aside or modifies the provisions of the sessional order.  Given that it was a matter raised by members of both 
sides of the house, and in part a reflection of the very high quality of debate that we have had so far on the 
motion, I commend the suspension motion to the house, which will enable the debate to run through tomorrow 
from its starting time just after 2.00 pm to when the house breaks at 4.15 pm. 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [3.05 pm]:  The opposition 
supports this motion moved without notice by the Leader of the House.  It is a very sensible proposition.  It 
means there will be about another half an hour to three-quarters of an hour, I would have thought, depending on 
the circumstances, of debate on this very important motion.  It will give members of both sides of the house an 
opportunity to express their points of view, and I look forward with great interest to hearing those points of view. 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [3.06 pm]:  The Greens (WA) support the motion.  However, I 
just want some clarification.  Is this motion an extension of debating time for motion 39 just for tomorrow and 
not beyond tomorrow? 

Hon Kim Chance:  Yes, it is not beyond tomorrow, although it is open to the house to move in that regard. 

Question put and passed with an absolute majority. 
 


