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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE — TEMPORARY ORDER — DIVISIONS 
Motion 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah — Leader of the House) [12.25 pm]: I move — 
That, until the end of 2023, the following Temporary Order in relation to divisions applies — 

(1) Standing Order 137 be amended in suborder (2) by deleting “will not leave the House and”. 
(2) Standing Order 139 be replaced by the following: 

Procedure for division 
139. When a division has been called for — 

(1) Strangers will withdraw from the Chamber. 
(2) The Speaker will state the question and direct members to exit the 

Chamber and re-enter through the door behind the Speaker’s Chair. 
(3) The Speaker will direct the ‘Ayes’ to pass to the right of the Chair 

and be marked off as they pass by a Clerk at the Clerks’ Table and the 
‘Noes’ to pass to the left of the Chair and be marked off as they pass 
by a Clerk at the Clerks’ Table. 

(4) The Speaker will appoint at least one Teller for each side. 
(5) The Speaker will order the division bells to be rung for two minutes. 
(6) After passing the Clerks’ Table members will either resume their seat 

or leave the Chamber. 
(7) After the two minutes have expired, voting will continue until either 

the Tellers agree and advise the Speaker that all members present have 
voted or until a period of one minute has elapsed from the last member 
to record a vote. 

(8) After counting the votes the Tellers will sign their respective list, and 
the Speaker will declare the result of the division. 

(3) Standing Orders 138, 140 and 141 in relation to divisions remain unchanged. 
(4) Standing Orders are suspended accordingly to the extent necessary to effect these 

arrangements. 
I am a reluctant supporter of this change. It was my strong view, from a heritage perspective, that the traditional 
method of voting, which is that members of the house sit in a seat, or at least have part of their posterior attached 
to a seat, should prevail, but I failed dismally and was not supported. 
Mr P. Papalia: You’re a traditionalist! 
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Normally, one would resign when that happens, but I am not going to! However, I want 
to point out that when the numbers become closer, as they may, this practice may need to be reconsidered, because 
I remember very well the strategic advantage of having the doors locked in previous Parliaments, when numbers 
were tight. 
Mr P. Papalia interjected. 
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Well, possibly; I will take that as support! I can remember a number of times when the 
numbers were close, from 2008 through to 2013; I think there was a government majority of two. There is a strategic 
advantage in requiring members to enter the chamber and, when the division bells have stopped ringing, for the 
doors to be locked, because a vote can actually be won on the floor of the house. Under the current arrangement—it 
is easier because of the bigger margin in numbers—the reality is that we have more than two minutes within which 
to record the vote; that is the truth of the matter. Members are required to form a line outside the chamber and come 
in through the back. Essentially, members’ votes will be counted, even if the bells have concluded. In all seriousness, 
even though I am being defeated in a traditional heritage perspective, that is the reality. Future Parliaments may 
need to reconsider how divisions are counted. It will depend on which party is in government and which party is in 
opposition. As opposition Whip, I remember winning a vote on the floor of the house when we had fewer government 
members. A minister fervently claimed that he had not heard the bells. They were defeated on the floor for the first 
time in the millennium. 
Mr P. Papalia: The member for Southern River almost did himself an injury trying to get across the bar. 
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Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: He was already in the house; he was trying to get out. He pole-vaulted over the bar. 
Ms S.F. McGurk: It wasn’t pretty. 
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: No, it was not pretty. It was a scissor kick. He was a very tall fellow. Let us just say 
that it was lucky things were not caught in the bar, but I will not go into that! It is the last two days of Parliament. 

The reality is that this is the arrangement that the majority of members support. I want to note that a future Parliament 
may need to consider the arrangement if the numbers narrow somewhat in the future. 

MR P.J. RUNDLE (Roe) [12.31 pm]: I would like to confirm that at some stage, the numbers will narrow. I take 
on board the points of the Leader of the House. I remember having an office in the back corner of the building, 
where the Nationals WA were located in the last Parliament, and having two minutes to get down here. We had 
to be on our toes. The current system obviously allows members to stack up outside the door, and timing is not 
quite as important. 

I certainly note the comments of the Leader of the House about the strategic arrangements relating to when the 
doors are locked. It is important that we keep reviewing the arrangements. Obviously, the doors were kept open 
as part of the COVID-19 arrangements. We are happy for the current arrangement to continue, but I agree with the 
Leader of the House that it will need to be reviewed not too far down the road. 

Question put and passed. 
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