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GASCOYNE DEMERSAL SCALEFISH MANAGEMENT PLAN 2010 — DISALLOWANCE 

Discharge of Order 

HON ROBIN CHAPPLE (Mining and Pastoral) [3.11 pm] — without notice: I move — 

That, as instructed by the recommendation of the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation, 
order of the day 3, Gascoyne Demersal Scalefish Management Plan 2010 — Disallowance, be 
discharged from the notice paper. 

Again, by way of explanation, the majority of the concerns of the committee have been met in relation to that 
matter. 

Question put and passed. 

Point of Order 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: The explanation given by the member has a qualification attached. My 
understanding is that if the committee recommends that these particular disallowances be removed from the 
notice paper, the decision of the committee is the decision of the committee, and the house is to be advised that it 
is the decision of the committee, not the decision of some members of the committee, because the decision of a 
committee is what the majority determine. I am assuming from the member’s comments that there is some 
disagreement on the committee about whether or not these orders of the day should be discharged, but that is not 
our business; that is the business of the committee. The committee’s report ought to be the view of the majority 
of members. I suggest that in future when that happens, the explanation to the house should be along the lines 
that the concerns of the committee have been satisfied. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I am going to ask you, Mr President, to stretch the point of order. This is the second time 
we have found ourselves in this position in which we are provided with information, we hear it for the first time, 
and it is at odds with what we would expect to hear. I wonder whether I might invite you, Mr President, to 
perhaps provide some advice or assistance to this committee about how it might either resolve these issues or 
ensure that the house has all the information it needs to accept or reject the proposition that is being put before it. 
My understanding, with no disrespect to the members of the committee, is that most of them are relatively new 
members, so they have had to come to terms with the traditions of that committee without the benefit of great 
experience. I think the Leader of the House is right. It is an unusual form of words, but we do not get an 
explanation of what that form of words means; we are just supposed to reach a conclusion. I am not sure that that 
is satisfactory for the house to make properly informed and considered decisions in the future. 

Ruling by President 
THE PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Members, I will take those comments on board and have a close look 
at the situation. At first glance, Hon Robin Chapple is, I understand, the deputy chair of that committee and, as 
such, is the messenger for that committee to this house, and he conveys committee decisions to this house. We 
know that committees do, as a rule, provide a report. In this case, it is a verbal report that we are taking at face 
value, without explanation, and the wording is a little different from that in previous cases. If a committee 
reports and a majority of the committee have a certain point of view and a minority have another point of view, 
there is usually a minority report, but that is done in writing. Of course, the other option of the house is to defer 
that matter until a later stage of this day’s sitting or to another sitting to debate it at some length. But the house 
has not decided to do that, because it has already voted on the matter. However, I will take all those comments 
on board and have a closer look at the situation. 
 


