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TEMPORARY ORDER 
Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral — Leader of the House) [10.01 pm]: I move, without 
notice — 

That so much of standing orders be suspended as is necessary to allow the following motion to be 
moved forthwith — 

That the following temporary order apply on Tuesday, 9 December 2008 — 
The Council shall after prayers proceed to — 

(a) presentation of papers for tabling; 
(b) giving notice of motions; 

(c) orders of the day to consider the Sentencing Legislation 
(Transitional Provisions) Amendment Bill 2008; and 

(d) asking questions without notice at a time determined by the 
President.  

This motion reflects some arrangements I am seeking to put in place for the remainder of this session. Having 
already today dealt with all the legislation on the notice paper that the government wishes to have passed this 
session, there is little point in this house sitting tomorrow to begin debate on the Sentencing Legislation 
(Transitional Provisions) Amendment Bill 2008. My view is that it is too early to debate that bill and that 
members are entitled to more time to consider it.  

I will in a moment move a special adjournment for the house to adjourn until next Tuesday. The proposal is that 
next Tuesday the house will deal with the issues that I have outlined—presentation of papers for tabling; giving 
notice of motions; the sentencing legislation bill, which will be the only government business; and a question 
time at a time to be determined by Mr President. I have requested that be included because if we finish by five 
o’clock, there would be no question time. Quite rightly, it is a requirement of the Leader of the Opposition that 
question time be included as part of the business next Tuesday.  

I seek the support of the house to put this temporary order in place so that we can conclude the session in a way 
that deals with the government’s legislation and gives members sufficient time to consider the implications of 
what is quite a major piece of legislation, for which the poor Minister for Transport has just delivered the second 
reading speech.  
Question put and passed with an absolute majority. 

Motion 
HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral — Leader of the House) [10.05 pm]: I move — 

That the following temporary order apply on Tuesday, 9 December 2008 — 
The Council shall after prayers proceed to — 

(a) presentation of papers for tabling; 
(b) giving notice of motions; 
(c) orders of the day to consider the Sentencing Legislation (Transitional 

Provisions) Amendment Bill 2008; and 
(d) asking questions without notice at a time determined by the President.  

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [10.06 pm]: The opposition will 
support this motion; however, I have some comments to make.  

Last Thursday in the adjournment debate I indicated that the opposition would be happy to consider any 
proposition from the government to extend the sitting time to deal with any legislation that was of particular 
importance to the people of Western Australia. The proposal before us now has two effects. One is that we will 
not sit on a scheduled day—that is, tomorrow. The reason the government is proposing that is to ensure that there 
is time for other members to consider the Sentencing Legislation (Transitional Provisions) Amendment Bill 
2008.  

I want it on the record that Labor members in this house are ready to deal with that bill now and would have 
been willing to do so tonight, tomorrow and further on if that was required. However, I respect that members 
might not be in a position to debate that bill and I respect their right to take the time to seek briefings or consider 
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their position. I make it perfectly clear that that is not a requirement of Labor members. We are ready to go and 
are prepared to sit later tonight, start earlier tomorrow and forgo some matters tomorrow, sit later tomorrow and 
sit on further unscheduled days to deal with the legislation.  

I am concerned about giving away a day on which we could have dealt with important matters other than the 
sentencing legislation if members, apart from members of the Labor Party, are not prepared to deal with it now. 
If the government does not have any legislation that is important to Western Australia, that is not something that 
the opposition can control. We can make clear our availability to deal with any of those matters, but bringing 
them forward is not our responsibility; it is the government’s responsibility.  

Certain matters in the motion before the house, such as the presentation of papers for tabling, giving notices of 
motions and question time, are important and are not matters that the opposition would be prepared to forgo. It 
would have been unreasonable to expect us to forgo those matters. They are an important part of the role of 
Parliament and an important part of the role of the opposition and it would be unreasonable to expect us to forgo 
them. It is important to the opposition that those things are included in the work that this house will do next 
Tuesday, if the house agrees to the motion.  

We will agree with the temporary order, but I repeat that it is not Labor members who are not prepared to go 
forward on the truth-in-sentencing legislation and that it is disappointing that the government does not have any 
other legislation that the house could deal with on a scheduled sitting day. The opposition would have been 
prepared to deal with other legislation tomorrow and, in addition to that, sit longer and on unscheduled sitting 
days to deal with the truth-in-sentencing legislation if required. 

With those comments, I indicate that we support the motion.  

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan) [10.09 pm]: This is all happening too quickly. I seek 
clarification: if this motion is passed, will it prevent members from tabling petitions on Tuesday? If that is the 
case, can we amend the Leader of the House’s motion to allow members to table petitions on Tuesday? I am 
aware of constituents who want me to table a petition tomorrow. If the house does not sit tomorrow, I would be 
keen to table it on Tuesday. 

Hon Norman Moore: You can move an amendment to the motion so that you can table the petition. 

Amendment to Motion 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: If there is agreement of the house, I move — 

Paragraph (a) — To insert after “papers” the word “petitions”. 

Amendment put and passed. 

Motion, as Amended 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [10.10 pm]: The Greens (WA) are happy to support this motion. I 
understand that the proposition that the house sit next week is largely to accommodate the fact that I have not 
had a chance to look at the legislation until today. I have heard only the second reading speech. I appreciate that 
members of the Labor Party probably are ready to debate this matter because Labor Party members in the 
Assembly have already debated it. I will look at this legislation over the weekend. I point out that sitting on 
Tuesday will still give us less than the usual week that papers lay on the table for before the second reading 
debate takes place. I guess there is a bit of a compromise in that it is a shorter time than I would have liked, but I 
am happy to accommodate it because I recognise that both parties are keen to progress this legislation as quickly 
as possible. 

The other clarification I seek from the Leader of the House is whether there will be capacity on Tuesday to table 
committee reports. 

Hon Norman Moore: That is covered under papers for tabling. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: There are some annual reports, for example, that it would be useful to table before the end 
of the year. With that clarification, the Greens are happy to support the motion. 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral — Leader of the House) [10.12 pm]: I seek leave to make a 
quick response to a couple of points that have been raised, as I am not entitled to a right of reply. 

Leave granted. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: I thank the house. 
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On the matter raised by Hon Giz Watson, I understand that reports are covered under tabled papers. 

On the matters raised by the Leader of the Opposition, I indicated that the government’s legislative program that 
we were required to deal with this session has been completed, with the exception of the truth-in-sentencing bill. 
There are other bills we could deal with. I took the view that the tradition in this house is that bills are not dealt 
with for at least a week after they are introduced in the chamber. I think that is a tradition that we should seek to 
maintain. That has not been the case in the past several weeks of sitting because of the way in which Parliament 
was reconstituted following the election, but it is my intention in the future, when it is humanly possible, to 
ensure that at least a week is provided to members before we debate legislation that has come from the other 
house. 

In respect to the Council not sitting tomorrow because we will come back on Tuesday to deal with this 
legislation, my view is that not sitting tomorrow will in a sense make an extra day available to members who 
want to consider the sentencing legislation without the need to be here doing other business. That was done to 
facilitate the proper and genuine requirements of members who are entitled under normal circumstances to at 
least a week to consider their position on legislation. 

Question put and passed with an absolute majority. 
 


