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ELLENBROOK HIGH SCHOOL, BUDGET FUNDING 
Standing Orders Suspension 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the Opposition) [2.41 pm] - without notice:  I move -  

That so much of the standing orders be suspended as is necessary to allow the Minister for Education 
and Training to -  

(a) explain to the House where in the state budget funding is provided for the proposed Ellenbrook 
high school; or 

(b) apologise to the House for earlier today claiming that funding for the Ellenbrook high school is 
in the state budget. 

This is a clear case of a minister having misled the Parliament within the past half hour.  What clearly happened 
on budget day was that the member for Swan Hills had been briefed on the content of the budget.   

Ms J.A. Radisich:  I have been campaigning on the issue for three years. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The member for Swan Hills will have the opportunity to speak in this debate.  I will 
welcome the contribution from the member for Swan Hills, because there is no doubt that the most important 
issue in the electorate of the member for Swan Hills is the lack of a high school at Ellenbrook, which is an urban 
area with a rapidly growing population.  When I was the Minister for Education, primary schools were 
developed in that area.  That school age population is now moving into high school, and clearly Ellenbrook is 
one of those growth areas where the primary school population is large and where young boys and girls are now 
reaching high school age.   

Clearly the member for Swan Hills discovered that Ellenbrook high school was not in the budget.  Therefore on 
budget day, the member for Swan Hills moved a grievance in this place, quite correctly.  I said at the time that 
she was right because Ellenbrook does need a high school development.  In response to the grievance, the 
Minister for Education and Training made comments to the effect that he could assure her the project would be 
under way this coming financial year and that in 2007 the school would be opened.  Ellenbrook high school is 
not in this budget.  When asked today on two occasions by the member for Darling Range if the minister could 
simply identify where Ellenbrook high school appeared in the state budget, on what page the allocation was 
listed and how much was allocated for it, he got into his usual abusive, taunting style, which he directed at the 
member for Nedlands and the member for Kalgoorlie, who are quite capable of looking after themselves.  
Everyone in this House could see that the Minister for Education and Training had misled this Parliament.  That 
is why we must suspend standing orders.   

Members can go through the 1 000 pages of the budget papers.  They will find no reference to Ellenbrook high 
school, yet this minister stood in the Parliament during the grievance on the day of the budget last Thursday and 
talked about Ellenbrook high school being in the budget and work about to be under way, and in response to a 
question today made a clear statement that it was in the budget.  Is that telling the truth; is it telling a lie; is it 
telling an untruth; is it simply plain dishonesty; is it straight up and down dishonesty?  I put it to members that it 
is dishonesty.  The reason that we need to suspend standing orders is to give the Minister for Education and 
Training the opportunity to respond.  We have read the budget papers right the way through, but we may have 
missed the reference.  The minister might show me where the reference is to Ellenbrook and give me the specific 
item relating to Ellenbrook high school and the amount of funding.  I will apologise to him if we are wrong, but 
we could not find it in the budget.  The minister said today that it was there.  Perhaps he will show us.  Will he 
tell us where it is in the budget?  Can he point out where it is in the budget?  It is a pretty simple request.  He 
need only tell us the line number and the page number.   

Point of Order 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  It is always difficult on a motion to suspend standing orders to decide whether the member 
moving the suspension is speaking on matters relating to why we should suspend standing orders or matters that 
may be debated should the motion succeed.  It is not only a difficult matter but it also varies from time to time.  
We are in the middle of the second reading debate on the appropriation Bills, which means that any member can 
speak to any matter for 45 minutes.  It is also Wednesday and just a little short of private members’ time when it 
would be possible for the Opposition to raise the matter.  On that basis I would put to you, Mr Speaker, that the 
Leader of the Opposition should be speaking to procedural matters very quickly and not, as he currently is, 
seeking to make the arguments.  The arguments do not exist.  They do not require rebuttal.  This motion is an 
absolute fit of pique by the Leader of the Opposition, who is wasting the time of the House on a matter that could 
be raised by a range of other means.  It could be raised during the whole of next week’s estimates when detail 
can be brought out on the budget.  This is simply a silly, childish stunt.  On that basis we should not be wasting 
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the time of the House.  We should be debating the matter before the House, which is the suspension of standing 
orders and why we should not be proceeding with normal business but should suspend standing orders. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The Opposition totally rejects what the Leader of the House is saying.  We know that he is 
trying to protect his minister, but this is a very serious issue.  It is almost a matter of privilege when a minister is 
accused of deliberately misleading the House.  
The SPEAKER:  In fact, that is not the motion. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I will not canvass your ruling obviously, Mr Speaker, but the Leader of the House has just 
raised all sorts of superfluous comments about the Leader of the Opposition.  I am merely responding.  We on 
this side of the House believe that the minister has misled the House in answers to questions that have been put 
to him.  That is why the Leader of the Opposition has moved to suspend standing orders.  It will give the 
minister the opportunity to correct his earlier comments.  The Leader of the Opposition has been speaking for 
only four minutes.  I can assure you, Mr Speaker, and the House that we will not prolong this debate.  We just 
want a bit of fairness to enable the Leader of the Opposition to finish his comments and allow the minister to 
correct his comments.   
The SPEAKER:  The point of order is correct.  On a motion to suspend standing orders debate should be 
restricted to why there should be a suspension.  I point out to the Leader of the Opposition that his motion does 
not give him the capacity to enter into allegations against the minister that are not in his motion, and I would 
warn him against that.  I am sure the Leader of the Opposition will keep his comments to the motion itself. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Thank you, Mr Speaker.  I do not wish to say much more.  I will just summarise the issue 
before the House.  Last Thursday, prior to the budget being delivered, the member for Swan Hills quite properly 
made a grievance on behalf of her constituents in the rapidly growing area of Ellenbrook.  Ellenbrook has a 
burgeoning population, particularly of families with children in preschool and primary school education.  I was 
Minister for Education, so I am aware of the growth in that area.  That student population is now moving into 
high school years.  A high school in Ellenbrook is therefore clearly needed.  I would suggest that the member for 
Swan Hills discovered to her dismay that Ellenbrook high school was not included in the state budget.  
Therefore, she raised a grievance.  The Minister for Education and Training, acutely conscious that there was no 
funding in the budget for Ellenbrook high school, tried to use words that would be of some electoral and political 
comfort to the member for Swan Hills.  The minister spoke in terms such as work will be under way in the 
coming financial year and the school will open in 2007.  The reason we have moved to suspend standing orders 
is that the member for Darling Range asked one specific question on that issue.  He wanted to ascertain where 
the reference to funding for Ellenbrook high school appears in the budget.  The minister failed to answer that 
question.  He followed his usual style in this House.  The member for Darling Range asked a very similarly 
worded question a second time, and again the Minister for Education and Training failed to answer.  He cannot 
have it both ways.  There are two options, but maybe there are three.  Is funding for Ellenbrook in the budget?  If 
it is, I am wrong and I will apologise in advance.  The minister can point out to me and all members of 
Parliament where the funding allocation for Ellenbrook high school appears in the budget papers.  If it is not in 
the budget, the minister had better explain to this House what he meant by the comments he made earlier today.  
What did he mean when he told this House only in the past half an hour that there was funding in the budget for 
Ellenbrook high school?  I refer to the Treasurer’s budget speech.  At page 13, it states -  

We have also provided funding to commence the construction of four new primary schools and one new 
secondary school to open in 2006.   

Which school is that?  It is the Secret Harbour middle school, which is referred to in the budget papers.  There is 
no reference in the budget papers, member for Swan Hills, to Ellenbrook high school.  I would be sensitive if I 
were the member, because she has failed her electorate.   

The SPEAKER:  I am sure that the Leader of the Opposition heard my comments about the motion to suspend 
standing orders.  From the moment I sat down, he proceeded to debate the issue rather than the motion, and I call 
on him to direct his comments specifically to the motion.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The minister now has this immediate opportunity.  That is why we have moved to suspend 
standing orders.  In my view the minister has misled the House.  I conclude my comments by saying that the 
Minister for Education and Training has the opportunity to stand in this place now and prove that I am wrong.  
He has the opportunity to stand in this place and say that he is wrong and apologise to the House.  He has the 
opportunity to explain why I believe he misled this House during question time.  That is why we should suspend 
standing orders.  I believe that the minister has not given an honest and forthright answer on two occasions 
during question time. 

Question to be Put 
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MR J.C. KOBELKE (Nollamara - Leader of the House) [2.54 pm]:  I move -  

That the question be now put.   

Point of Order 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  Mr Speaker, I was on my feet seeking your attention for the call but you gave the call to the 
Leader of the House, even though I believe I was on my feet before he was.   

The SPEAKER:  That is the member’s opinion.   

Debate Resumed 

The SPEAKER:  The question is that the question be put.  A division has been called.  Ring the bells.   

Division taken with the following result - 

Ayes (30) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mrs D.J. Guise Mr M. McGowan Mr E.S. Ripper 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr S.R. Hill Ms S.M. McHale Mrs M.H. Roberts 
Mr C.M. Brown Mr J.N. Hyde Mr A.D. McRae Mr D.A. Templeman 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr N.R. Marlborough Mr P.B. Watson 
Mr A.J. Dean Mr R.C. Kucera Mr M.P. Murray Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio Mr F.M. Logan Mr A.P. O’Gorman Ms M.M. Quirk (Teller) 
Dr J.M. Edwards Ms A.J. MacTiernan Mr J.R. Quigley  
Dr G.I. Gallop Mr J.A. McGinty Ms J.A. Radisich  

Noes (19) 

Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.H.D. Day Mr R.F. Johnson Mr M.W. Trenorden 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mrs C.L. Edwardes Mr A.D. Marshall Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr J.P.D. Edwards Mr B.K. Masters Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr M.F. Board Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr P.D. Omodei Mr J.L. Bradshaw (Teller) 
Dr E. Constable Mr M.G. House Mr P.G. Pendal  

            

Independent Pair 
Dr J.M. Woollard 

Question thus passed. 

Standing Orders Suspension Resumed 

The SPEAKER:  The question is that standing orders be suspended.  To be passed, this motion requires the 
concurrence of an absolute majority.  There being a dissentient voice, it is necessary for the House to divide. 

Division taken with the following result -  
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Ayes (19) 

Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.H.D. Day Mr R.F. Johnson Mr M.W. Trenorden 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mrs C.L. Edwardes Mr A.D. Marshall Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr J.P.D. Edwards Mr B.K. Masters Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr M.F. Board Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr P.D. Omodei Mr J.L. Bradshaw (Teller) 
Dr E. Constable Mr M.G. House Mr P.G. Pendal  

Noes (30) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mrs D.J. Guise Mr M. McGowan Mr E.S. Ripper 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr S.R. Hill Ms S.M. McHale Mrs M.H. Roberts 
Mr C.M. Brown Mr J.N. Hyde Mr A.D. McRae Mr D.A. Templeman 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr N.R. Marlborough Mr P.B. Watson 
Mr A.J. Dean Mr R.C. Kucera Mr M.P. Murray Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio Mr F.M. Logan Mr A.P. O’Gorman Ms M.M. Quirk (Teller) 
Dr J.M. Edwards Ms A.J. MacTiernan Mr J.R. Quigley  
Dr G.I. Gallop Mr J.A. McGinty Ms J.A. Radisich  

            

Pair 

Mr R.A. Ainsworth Mrs C.A. Martin 

Independent Pair 

Dr J.M. Woollard 

Question thus negatived. 
 


