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MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING - CONFIDENCE OF THE HOUSE 
Sessional and Standing Orders Suspension - Motion 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [3.23 pm] - without notice:  I 
move -  

That so much of sessional and standing orders be suspended as would enable Hon Peter Collier to move 
the following motion forthwith -  

That this house has finally lost confidence in the capacity of the Minister for Education and 
Training to carry out her duties to the satisfaction of the Western Australian community and 
calls on the Premier to replace her immediately. 

In the past 24 hours one of Western Australia’s most senior public servants has been sacked as a result of a 
Corruption and Crime Commission report about sexual contact between teachers and children within the 
Department of Education and Training.  The sacking of a senior public servant is a very serious matter; indeed, it 
is so serious that it deserves the consideration of the house today.  In particular, it deserves that consideration 
today because the Minister for Education and Training is a member of this house, and it is time that she stood in 
this house and defended her actions and accounted for her behaviour.  

The Premier and the Minister for Education and Training have suggested that somehow or other the minister was 
not aware of the issues in the CCC’s report.  I draw the minister’s attention to the fact that on at least four 
occasions that I can recall - I will not outline them now - questions were asked of the minister in this house about 
these matters.  In retrospect it seems to me - as it did at the time - that the minister did not take these issues 
seriously.  She now pretends that somehow or other she did not know anything about them.  I am seeking to 
suspend sessional and standing orders so that the shadow Minister for Education and Training, Hon Peter 
Collier, can move a motion about the minister’s behaviour and performance.  It would be appropriate for the 
house to agree to the suspension of standing and sessional orders so that this matter is dealt with today.  There is 
no point delaying this matter; indeed, everybody is aware of the issues involved.  It is appropriate for an 
opposition to move a motion of this nature at a time like this.  It is not a minute issue and it is not a political 
witch-hunt.  Rather, it is a matter of great significance to the Western Australian community.  It is my contention 
that the house should suspend standing and sessional orders so that we can debate this matter of great 
importance.  It is so important that, as I said at the beginning of my speech, the Premier found it necessary to 
sack Mr Paul Albert and Mr Alby Huts, two senior public servants, because of the findings in the CCC’s report.  
I will not argue the issues contained in the motion that I hope the house will deal with today, other than to say 
that it would be appropriate and proper for the house to agree to suspend standing and sessional orders so that 
this motion can be dealt with properly and in accordance with the urgency that is attached to it as a result of the 
nature of the allegations and the response of the government in sacking senior public servants.   

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [3.26 pm]:  The government does not support this 
motion.  The motion seeks to give the opposition a chance to exploit to the maximum potential an issue in which 
it thinks it will gain a political advantage.  I was tempted to agree to the motion to suspend standing and 
sessional orders, because I would love the issues that were outlined in the Leader of the Opposition’s motion to 
be spelt out so that we can all hear them, particularly the claim that each of the matters raised in the Corruption 
and Crime Commission’s report has been referred to in questions in the house.  

Hon Norman Moore:  I didn’t say that at all.   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I am sorry, I thought that is what the Leader of the Opposition said.  

Hon Norman Moore:  I said that to my knowledge the issues surrounding the report had been raised in this 
house on at least four occasions.  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I am sorry; I took that to mean -  

Hon Norman Moore:  I didn’t waste the house’s time by reading them out.   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Perhaps if the Leader of the Opposition had, the matter would have been clarified.  That 
is what I thought he said; I apologise if he did not say that.  The Leader of the Opposition has asked that the 
minister be given an opportunity to defend her actions and account for her behaviour.  I believe that the Minister 
for Education and Training has already done that more adequately.   

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan) [3.27 pm]:  I support Hon Norman Moore’s motion.  
Although I take on board what the Leader of the House said, I am disappointed that the government will not 
support the motion.  Supporting the motion to suspend standing and sessional orders will give the minister an 
opportunity to explain the events of the past 24 hours and, indeed, those of the past 18 months.  The motion must 
be supported so that we can debate the issue in this chamber.  The credibility of the minister is seriously in 
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question.  Ultimately, in any Westminster system of government, a minister is responsible for his or her 
department.  A minister is responsible for the implementation of a department’s policy and for overseeing that 
department.  A minister must have the confidence of the community that the department will enforce 
departmental policy, and the minister must oversee the department efficiently and effectively.  Unfortunately, 
that is not the situation with the Minister for Education and Training.  The credibility of the Minister for 
Education and Training is seriously in question.  I refer to not only events of the past 24 hours, but also those 
that have occurred over the past 18 months during which time the entire educational sector and community has 
had serious concerns about the implementation of the courses of study.   

The PRESIDENT:  Hon Peter Collier, we are debating a very narrow motion.  

Hon PETER COLLIER:  Thank you, Mr President.  The minister has ignored those issues.  I would like to 
debate a number of issues, particularly the removal of the principal from the Halls Creek District High School 
and the CCC’s findings, which have occurred during the past week.  Debating these matters would be a good 
thing for the minister, because it would give her the opportunity to respond to the concerns of the opposition and 
the community at large.  I am disappointed that the government will not support this motion.  If it were genuine 
and real about these issues and about highlighting the minister’s side of the story, supporting this motion would 
not be an issue.  We cannot identify the issues if we do not debate them. 

Hon Ken Travers:  That’s why we have a set time on Thursdays for urgency motions.   

Hon PETER COLLIER:  The opposition would like to move this motion -  

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order, members!  Hon Peter Collier is directing us to the terms of the motion that is before 
the house.   

Hon PETER COLLIER:  To conclude, ideally I would like to identify a number of education issues, but I 
appreciate that I am constrained from doing so when debating a motion to suspend standing and sessional orders.  
However, if we are going to regain confidence in the Department of Education and Training and move forward, 
it is important that we have this debate.  I would like the house to support this motion so that these issues can be 
put on the table and a robust and forthright debate can take place. 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [3.30 pm]:  This motion came to my attention only when it was 
moved by the Leader of the Opposition, so I have not had time to consider it in any depth.  Having listened to the 
Leader of the Opposition and the Leader of the House on this matter, I think there is a case for it to be dealt with 
today.  I cannot speak for other members, but I first heard about these matters in the media today, and they are 
very serious matters.  Members need to be very judicious in contemplating a motion to suspend standing orders; 
it has to be a matter of considerable importance and urgency.  It is not unreasonable for this house to hear 
information on this matter from as many sides as can be presented today; the Legislative Council is the house in 
which the minister sits.  After the brief consideration that I have been able to give to this matter, I have decided 
that the Greens (WA) will support the motion moved by Hon Norman Moore to suspend standing orders to 
debate the foreshadowed motion in the name of Hon Peter Collier. 

HON MURRAY CRIDDLE (Agricultural) [3.31 pm]:  I do not take these issues lightly.  Members will be 
aware that a similar motion was moved approximately one sitting week ago and I did not support it.  However, 
this is a very serious issue for the community.  I well remember those opposite giving me the opportunity to 
explain myself when I was a minister, and I took that opportunity and laid the facts on the table.  This is an 
opportunity for the Minister for Education and Training to do just that.  Some of the allegations are very serious.  
Two of the people involved in this issue are senior public servants who have chosen to resign their office.  I 
would like to hear the minister explain the issue.  In her ministerial statement, the minister laid out a number of 
issues to do with zero tolerance and the like, and I would like her to place on record the sequence of events that 
prompted her to conclude that such things should be invoked.  They are very serious issues, and an opportunity 
for the minister to explain the sequence of events would be useful to the community.  It needs to be cleared up 
now, and for that reason I support this motion.  An issue as serious as this cannot be left to lay around for a 
couple of days.  I have no hesitation whatsoever in supporting the motion of Hon Norman Moore for this debate 
to be carried out as soon as possible. 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [3.33 pm]:  I say to the 
government that I am very disappointed with its response.  This is the sort of issue that needs to be dealt with as 
a matter of urgency, and this is the only vehicle that enables me, as the Leader of the Opposition, to move for a 
matter of urgency. 

Hon Ken Travers:  Why didn’t you talk to the Leader of the House before you came in today? 
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Hon NORMAN MOORE:  The member should not provoke me into having to deal with him.  I sat where the 
Leader of the House now sits for about six years, and I was surprised every second day by the Leader of the 
Opposition.  This is the second time I have moved a motion of this sort over the past five years. 

Hon Ken Travers interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order, Hon Ken Travers!  The Leader of the Opposition is speaking to a motion that has a 
very narrow range, and he is in the process of concluding the debate. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Thank you, Mr President.  Forgive me for being provoked by the member, but he 
has a very short memory.  He is very long on rhetoric and very short on memory.  This motion is about 
ministerial responsibility.  This is a chance for the minister to respond to the concerns of the opposition and the 
community about a very serious matter - so serious that it caused the Premier to sack a chief executive officer.  I 
could read out some of the Minister for Education and Training’s quotes about ministerial responsibility when 
she was in opposition, but I will not waste the house’s time.  She had some very strong views about ministerial 
responsibility when she was in opposition.  I think she should have the same attitude now.  I know that this 
motion requires the support of 18 members to be passed.  Some members are paired, so there will not be 
18 affirmative votes.  I will possibly lose on the basis that the government will not support the motion.  That 
would be a very serious dent in the capacity of this house to deal with matters of significance.  People were 
given pairs long before today; this matter arose yesterday, and it is a matter of urgency.  We have today moved 
to suspend standing orders and we need 18 votes on the floor of the house to do so.  The government has said 
that it will not support the motion, so it can stop us from debating these issues.  If the government wants to do 
that, that is fine; I will go out and say that the government refuses to engage in debate.  However, I would much 
prefer the house to play its role properly and give the minister a chance to respond to our concerns and 
allegations, because there are many of them.  The Leader of the House must have known that at some time the 
opposition would move a motion about the Minister for Education and Training.  I am sure she has a stack of 
documents prepared for such a debate, because that is the sort of thing that happens in this situation.  This matter 
is so serious that Paul Albert - a public servant paid $300 000 a year - has been unceremoniously sacked because 
of a report by the Corruption and Crime Commission, yet the minister is not prepared to argue her case in the 
Legislative Council. 

Hon Kim Chance:  She has just made a ministerial statement. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  She needs to listen and respond to the concerns of members of the house, not read 
out a prepared statement that does not respond to any allegations but simply regurgitates what she has been 
trying to tell everybody for the past 24 hours.  The bottom line is that we are entitled to debate this.  I would, 
quite frankly, be very sad if the government did not support this motion, even though I know what the numbers 
are like.  The Leader of the House is saying that he is not prepared to defend his minister publicly, in Parliament, 
and that the minister is not prepared to defend herself in Parliament.  This is what the Westminster system is all 
about.  I ask the government to change its mind about this.  We can find another time to argue this matter.  If the 
government wants to, we could do it on Thursday.  However, when motions concerning confidence in a minister 
are moved, they have to be dealt with in such a way as to provide finality in the debate.  It is a convention that 
such motions are not moved during private members’ time or during urgency motions, when there is no finality 
to the debate.  It is unfair to say that the minister has lost the confidence of the house, and then to not have a 
decision made on it.  That is unfair to the minister, and that is why the motion is being done today.  It cannot be 
done tomorrow, because motions without notice cannot be moved on Wednesdays - another issue that needs to 
be resolved.  The opposition is doing what a responsible opposition does.  I again ask the Leader of the House to 
reconsider the position the government has taken and to support this motion so that we can have a proper debate 
about matters that the Corruption and Crime Commission considers to be of great significance, and that the 
Premier considers to be sufficiently important as to necessitate the sacking of a very high-ranking public servant.  
I again ask the government to reconsider its position.  

The PRESIDENT:  To be carried, this question requires an absolute majority.   

Question put. 

The PRESIDENT:  There being a dissentient voice, the house will divide. 

Division taken with the following result - 
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Ayes (15) 

Hon Ken Baston Hon Donna Faragher Hon Paul Llewellyn Hon Simon O’Brien 
Hon George Cash Hon Nigel Hallett Hon Robyn McSweeney Hon Giz Watson 
Hon Peter Collier Hon Ray Halligan Hon Norman Moore Hon Bruce Donaldson (Teller) 
Hon Murray Criddle Hon Barry House Hon Helen Morton  

 

Noes (12) 

Hon Vincent Catania Hon Adele Farina Hon Sheila Mills Hon Sally Talbot 
Hon Kim Chance Hon Jon Ford Hon Louise Pratt Hon Ken Travers 
Hon Sue Ellery Hon Graham Giffard Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich Hon Ed Dermer (Teller) 

 

            

Pairs 

 Hon Margaret Rowe Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm 
 Hon Barbara Scott Hon Kate Doust 
 Hon Anthony Fels Hon Shelley Archer 

Absolute majority not achieved; question thus negatived.  
 


