
Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Thursday, 25 March 2010] 

 p1045b-1046a 
Hon Norman Moore; Hon Sue Ellery; Hon Giz Watson 

 [1] 

TEMPORARY ORDERS 

Motion 
HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral — Leader of the House) [2.21 pm] — without notice: I 
move — 

That the house adopt, as of Tuesday, 30 March 2010, the proposed temporary orders as contained in 
tabled paper 1825.  

By way of explanation, members are aware that the Standing Committee on Procedure and Privileges is 
undertaking a review of all of our standing orders. As the time being taken to do that job is greater than was 
originally anticipated, the committee has agreed that it will report to the house with a set of temporary orders as a 
first stage towards the rewrite of the standing orders. It is proposed that these temporary orders apply until 6 
August, which is the beginning of the spring session. It is hoped that by that time the whole job of rewriting the 
standing orders will be have been completed, and then the house will make a judgement on those decisions. 
Sooner rather than later from my point of view, we will, I hope, have a new set of more contemporary standing 
orders than the current orders. 

These temporary orders are very similar to some of the sessional orders we have had in the past. They make a 
number of changes that I do not intend to go through because members can read them, but if members wish to 
raise any issues during consideration of this motion, I am happy to respond to them at the conclusion of debate. 

The committee’s proposal is that we adopt these temporary orders, that they apply for the remainder of the 
autumn session, and that they be considered as part of the overall rewrite of the standing orders by the Standing 
Committee on Procedure and Privileges as we go forward with that exercise. This is very much a first step in the 
process of producing a new set of standing orders. I commend the temporary orders to the house. 

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [2.23 pm]: I asked for the copy of 
the motion, but I do not need it now because the Leader of the House has just read it out. 

The opposition supports the motion. The Leader of the House has outlined the process by which we have come 
to this point, and I will make a couple of comments to that effect. As indicated by the Leader of the House, some 
elements of the temporary orders have not been tried and tested before—others have. We started from the 
premise that we knew that most of the features of the previous sessional orders worked reasonably well, and 
those who have worked under them were reasonably comfortable with them. However, we were all in different 
roles then, so we decided that we would use our experience from that time to, if we like, tweak some elements, 
and that is what we have done.  

The committee tried to adopt the principle of putting things into the sessional order that we would most likely 
adopt as part of the final changes to standing orders that we hope will be recommended out of the process. 
However, I guess we reserve our right, having seen how this sessional order works, to perhaps tweak it a bit 
more but I think that in general it looks like it ought to work reasonably well. Both sides, if I can use that 
expression, were forthcoming and generous in sharing their experiences from the side on which they had sat at 
that time and in warning the other side about things that it really will want to keep and things that it will not 
really want to keep. Therefore, to that extent, I was pleased with the process.  

I do not want to teach the house how to suck eggs, so to speak, but it will take a bit of getting used to, so next 
week might be a little bumpy as we figure out how the various elements work and which bits flow into which. I 
think people will perhaps get a bit confused as we move into it but I am sure that with the goodwill that was 
generally applied to creating the temporary sessional order we will get through it successfully, so we are pleased 
to be able to support the motion. 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [2.26 pm]: On behalf of the Greens (WA) I support the motion 
that the Leader of the House moved. We appreciate the opportunity that occurred within the broader discussions 
about standing orders to also discuss in a more relaxed atmosphere the various agreements for this temporary 
order. I think it is a good way to try to establish a set of working orders that all parties agree to and, obviously, 
there is a degree of compromise on every side to come to an agreement. We are really happy, particularly, with 
the fact that we will now have an opportunity for non-government business whereby a clear portion of time will 
be allocated for non-government members to deal with bills or motions. That is very welcome to us and we also 
welcome maximum speaking times on certain business. I look forward to seeing how these new provisions work.  

As Hon Sue Ellery said, we have trialled some of these approaches before and they seem to work pretty well. I 
look forward to trialling this new set of arrangements and indicate to both the Leader of the House and the 
Leader of the Opposition that the Greens are keen to continue to work cooperatively on a set of orders that 
provide government with the opportunity to do its business and also non-government members the opportunity to 
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pursue motions and bills. I think that it will also be to the benefit of good scrutiny of legislation and good 
working order in the house. 

Question put and passed with an absolute majority. 
 


