CONSIDERATION OF MOTIONS TO BE ACCORDED PRIORITY
Coalition Candidate for The Entrance

Ms ANGELA D'AMORE (Drummoyne—Parliamentary Secretary) [3.12 p.m.]: My motion is a matter of priority because the Leader of the Opposition's continued support for the Liberal candidate for The Entrance—a former One Nation candidate and former member of the State Executive of One Nation—is divisive and unacceptable. The motion should be accorded priority because the people of New South Wales need to know that the Leader of the Opposition has preselected a candidate with racist views that will harm the social harmony in our communities. My motion should be accorded priority, as it is important to expose the Leader of the Opposition and his extreme views. My motion should be accorded priority, as the Leader of the Opposition should immediately disendorse Mr Chris Spence as the Liberal Party candidate for The Entrance. The motion deserves to be accorded priority for these reasons.

MINISTRY

Mr ANDREW STONER (Oxley—Leader of The Nationals) [3.13 p.m.]: My motion deserves priority because the New South Wales Labor Party has a new ABN number—it is the "anyone but Nathan" number. It is a large number, and it is growing. The ABN is an assemblage of the right-wing factions, led by the speared former right-wing Ministers, who are clearly experiencing angst over the leftie Premier who leaves a trail of destruction involving their members. And it has been a considerable toll—Paul Gibson, sacked; Tony Stewart, sacked; Phil Koperberg, pushed; Frank Sartor, sacked; John Della Bosca, speared; Joe Tripodi, sacked; and Ian Macdonald, sacked.

The ABN group has been very active of late. First we heard reports of John Della Bosca offering the Labor premiership to your good self, Mr Speaker. If that is not a clear indication of how the New South Wales Labor Party feels about one of its own, then I do not know what is. Then we have Luke Foley offering the Transport Ministry to Frank Sartor if he called off the dogs. Not to mention Eddie Obeid seeking to move Noreen Hay into the upper House—that is a good place for Noreen—so Eric Roozendaal could take her place in the lower House and launch a challenge to become leader of the Labor Party and Premier.

And we must remember that just last week, right here in this Chamber when the Premier was accused by the Opposition of his leadership being in tatters, we had the spectacle of Joe Tripodi just about to wet himself on the backbench—he thought that was a great joke. Joe Tripodi and Eddie Obeid are reportedly backing Kristina Keneally for Premier. It is a huge task. We do not know who it will be. The only common element in all of this is that it will be anyone but Nathan. Even John Della Bosca is remaking himself and his image with that lovely speech in the other place.

It was very touching; it was like a sonnet to his good wife, Belinda. As I said, the only common element here is that Labor members are searching desperately for anyone but Nathan. My motion deserves priority because all of this has happened in just the last two weeks. Coincidentally, two weeks ago there were some moves by the Premier that were described at the time as "a stunning victory", "a promising move" and "a highwire act without a net". That was on 14 November 2009, the day Nathan Rees claimed to finally take back control of his party by giving himself the power to choose his own Cabinet. How the situation has degenerated since then. In just two weeks the activities of the ABN faction have manifested. They have been meeting, they have been plotting, and they are putting forward basically everybody but the drover's dog to roll Nathan Rees.

My motion deserves priority today because, despite the Premier promising to end it, the soap opera continues apace. But one thing is certain: If the right-wing factions had an agreed, credible candidate, Nathan Rees would be gone already. It is no longer a question of "if"; it is just a question of when Joe, Eddie and Della can agree on who will be the next leader. It is important that the House debate this motion because the implications of this ongoing soap opera are shocking for the people of New South Wales.

Because of this lot's obsession with internal machinations—but no unity, just a complete rabble—the condition of the State continues to decline. Whether it is a hospital, our congested roads, or the dysfunctional public transport in this State, nothing is improving, because this lot are not getting on with the job of fixing the problems in New South Wales. The people of New South Wales deserve a government with real leadership, a government that is unified, a government that has the solutions. I can tell the House, by the indication of any vestige of policy on this side, the suggestion is that the Coalition is the alternative government. The Government is out of puff and out of ideas, and is stealing Coalition policy.
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Question—That the motion of the member for Drummoyne be accorded priority—put.

The House divided.
Ayes, 51
	Mr Amery
Ms Andrews
Mr Aquilina
Ms Beamer
Mr Borger
Mr Brown
Ms Burney
Ms Burton
Mr Campbell
Mr Collier
Mr Coombs
Mr Corrigan
Mr Costa
Mr Daley
Ms D'Amore
Ms Firth
Mr Furolo
Ms Gadiel
	Mr Gibson
Mr Greene
Mr Harris
Ms Hay
Mr Hickey
Ms Hornery
Ms Judge
Ms Keneally
Mr Khoshaba
Mr Koperberg
Mr Lalich
Mr Martin
Mr McBride
Dr McDonald
Ms McKay
Mr McLeay
Ms McMahon
Ms Megarrity
	Mr Morris
Mrs Paluzzano
Mr Pearce
Mrs Perry
Mr Rees
Mr Sartor
Mr Shearan
Mr Stewart
Ms Tebbutt
Mr Terenzini
Mr Tripodi
Mr West
Mr Whan


Tellers,
Mr Ashton
Mr Lynch



Noes, 38
	Mr Aplin
Mr Baird
Mr Baumann
Ms Berejiklian
Mr Besseling
Mr Cansdell
Mr Constance
Mr Debnam
Mr Dominello
Mr Draper
Mrs Fardell
Mr Fraser
Ms Goward
	Mrs Hancock
Mr Hartcher
Mr Hazzard
Ms Hodgkinson
Mrs Hopwood
Mr Humphries
Mr Kerr
Mr Merton
Ms Moore
Mr O'Dea
Mr O'Farrell
Mr Piccoli
Mr Roberts
	Mr Provest
Mr Richardson
Mrs Skinner
Mr Smith
Mr Souris
Mr Stokes
Mr Stoner
Mr J. H. Turner
Mr R. W. Turner
Mr R. C. Williams
Tellers,
Mr George
Mr Maguire


Question resolved in the affirmative.
COALITION CANDIDATE FOR THE ENTRANCE
Motion Accorded Priority

Ms ANGELA D'AMORE (Drummoyne—Parliamentary Secretary) [3.25 p.m.]: I move:

That this House:

(1) condemns the Leader of the Opposition for continued support for the Liberal candidate for The Entrance, a former One Nation candidate and a former member of the State Executive of One Nation; and

(2) calls on the Leader of the Opposition to immediately disendorse Mr Chris Spence as the Liberal Party candidate for The Entrance.

Five days ago the Liberal Party candidate for the Entrance was exposed in this place. He was condemned by the State Electoral Commissioner—

Mr Adrian Piccoli: Point of order: Standing Order No. 154 says:

The Speaker may disallow any motion or amendment, which is the same in substance as any question already determined in the affirmative or in the negative in the same session.

The motion moved by the member for Drummoyne today is almost word for word the motion moved by the member for Wyong last Thursday 26 November 2009. The first part of the motion of the member for Drummoyne today states:

(1) condemns the Leader of the Opposition for continued support for the Liberal candidate for The Entrance ….

The first part of the motion of the member for Wyong last Thursday states:

(1) condemns the New South Wales Opposition for pre-selecting a former One Nation candidate in The Entrance …

The second part of the motion of the member for Drummoyne today states:

(2) calls on the Leader of the Opposition to immediately disendorse Mr Chris Spence as the Liberal Party candidate for The Entrance…

The second part of the member for Wyong last Thursday states:

(2) calls on the Leader of the Opposition to immediately disendorse Chris Spence ….

The motions are almost identical.

The SPEAKER: Order! I have carefully looked at this matter and consulted with the Clerk. A great deal of substance in the motion is similar; however, a number of points vary. I will allow the motion to continue.

Ms ANGELA D'AMORE: Obviously the Opposition has a lot to fear today in trying to gag me as the State member for Drummoyne. I am moving this motion because Chris Spence was exposed as a man who stood not once but twice as a candidate for One Nation. Chris Spence was exposed as an extremist and as a racist. He harassed Aboriginals at, of all places, the Aboriginal tent embassy in Canberra to the point where police had to be called. The Leader of the Opposition has also been exposed. The Leader of the Opposition has been exposed as a man who protects racists, a man who will not stand up against extremists and who will not stand up for what is right. The Leader of the Opposition is a man who takes a former national leader of the One Nation Party and draws him deep into the bosom of the New South Wales Liberal Party. Look at them all leaving. Shame on them!
<16>
Over the weekend the Leader of the Opposition launched a bizarre defence of his candidate for The Entrance by accusing the Treasurer of being a racist for daring to take a stand against racism. The Treasurer was accused of being a racist because he condemned right-wing extremists in the Liberal Party. Their logic defies belief. They say that those who condemn racism are racists themselves. On 27 November 2009 the Leader of the Opposition said to the Australian Jewish News:

It is reprehensible for Mr Roozendaal to try and play the race card.


The Leader of the Opposition, who preselected Mr Spence as a candidate, thinks we are playing the race card! The Leader of the Opposition has stood up for the racist, the extremist who now calls the Liberal Party home, and he keeps standing up for him. The Leader of the Opposition should retract immediately his comments concerning the Treasurer. On 28 November 2009 in the Sun Herald the Treasurer said:

It is extremely extraordinary that Mr O'Farrell can claim that I am fuelling racism by being opposed to One Nation.

This is sheer nonsense. How can defending indigenous Australians against racial slurs be racism?

I just cannot believe that the leader of the alternative government—


so to speak—

in this state would consider the fight against extremism to be "reprehensible".

I have spent my whole life fighting racism in every form and to be effectively labelled racist is an insult I would not expect from the Leader of the New South Wales Opposition.


I echo the Treasurer's statements. It is appalling that the Leader of the Opposition considers the fight against racism to be reprehensible. A man who rose through the ranks of One Nation to become a trusted lieutenant to Pauline Hanson and David Oldfield now has been welcomed with open arms by Barry O'Farrell. This man was so extreme that Pauline Hanson sacked him: he was too extreme even for Pauline Hanson. That is why Opposition members are not present in the Chamber—they are embarrassed about his preselection. He was too extreme for Pauline Hanson, but he is good enough for the New South Wales Liberal Party. He currently is employed by the member for Terrigal, Chris Hartcher. Where is the member for Terrigal? He is hiding because he is embarrassed that he has employed this person as an electorate officer. As stated in an Australian Associated Press report on 13 October 2000, Ms Hanson, upon sacking this man, said:

Chris Spence's job was basically a self-appointment.


She sacked him because he was out of control. Today we want the Leader of the Opposition to disendorse this candidate. The Parliament issues a challenge to Barry O'Farrell to immediately disendorse him. Barry O'Farrell should stand up to the extreme right of the Liberal Party and disendorse Chris Spence as the Liberal candidate for The Entrance. It is divisive to allow his preselection process to spit out a person such as this. It is an absolute disgrace and Liberal Party members should hang their heads in shame.

Mr ADRIAN PICCOLI (Murrumbidgee—Deputy Leader of The Nationals) [3.32 p.m.]: It is no wonder that New South Wales is in the state it is in. The motion moved by the member for Drummoyne does not even make sense. I do not know who wrote it. I move an amendment to the motion as follows:

That all words after "priority" be deleted and the following words substituted:


That this House—

1. notes that the Liberal candidate for The Entrance has been selected in accordance with the democratic procedures and constitution of the Liberal Party;

2. notes that Labor members of Parliament have gone outside the constitution of the Labor Party to seek to recruit the Speaker, the member for Northern Tablelands, to overthrow the Premier, Nathan Rees; and

3. condemns the Labor Party for their continued leadership instability and calls on the Premier to disendorse those Labor members undermining his leadership.


The amendment is important because all this leadership speculation in the Labor Party is causing the Government of New South Wales, or what remains of it, to take its eye off the ball rather than focusing on delivering services—delivering trains and buses that run on time, providing adequate health services so that people who attend emergency departments are not left lying on gurneys in hospital hallways, and providing adequate educational facilities. We have seen the debacle in the way that the Government has administered the Building the Education Revolution program. The Government has taken its eye off the ball because it is concerned about who is going to take over from Nathan Rees. All this speculation has to stop so that the Government, for the 18 months it has left in office, can concentrate on delivering services. This leadership speculation must end. Even the Speaker, the member for Northern Tablelands, has been approached to lead the Labor Party. That shows the kind of mess they are in.

Mr Alan Ashton: How do you know that?

Mr ADRIAN PICCOLI: I do not know, but the member for East Hills knows that the Speaker has been approached. Everybody has been approached. Apparently Russell Grove is going to be approached to become the next Premier.

Mr ANTHONY ROBERTS: A great choice.

Mr ADRIAN PICCOLI: He is an excellent choice. I mean no disrespect, but he could not do any worse than the current Premier. If the Government wants to debate the preselection of candidates by political parties it need look no further than the mover of this motion, the member for Drummoyne, Angela D'Amore. She hardly went through a preselection process. She was appointed by head office simply because she is related to the member for Fairfield. That type of nepotism in the Labor Party is the reason why the Labor Party is full of junk. It does not have any democratic processes.

Ms Angela D'Amore: Point of order: I am happy to debate the member for Murrumbidgee, but if the member wants to attack me he should do so by way of substantive motion. Then I can debate him about the lies he is peddling on the record. He should do it properly by way of substantive motion.

ASSISTANT-SPEAKER (Ms Alison Megarrity): Order! The member for Murrumbidgee will refer to members by their correct titles. If the member for Murrumbidgee continues to attack the member for Drummoyne he will need to move a substantive motion. I am sure he is making passing reference.

Mr ADRIAN PICCOLI: I would be happy to make a further amendment to the motion. It does not stop with the member for Drummoyne. There was the member for Wyong, and the Minister for Planning booted out the former member for Heffron following head office intervention. Nathan Rees—former chief of staff to Milton Orkopoulos, who is now a convicted child sex offender—got shoehorned into the seat of Toongabbie by the former Premier. These are hardly democratic processes, unlike the way in which the Liberal Party and The Nationals select their candidates. The Government may not like the candidates preselected by the Liberals, The Nationals, the Greens or any other party; but I know the Liberal Party and The Nationals follow democratic processes to preselect candidates as members of Parliament. Tanya Gadiel was appointed as the Labor candidate for Parramatta. The Minister for Commerce, Jodi McKay, was shoehorned into Newcastle. The Labor branch members in Newcastle did not have much of a say about who would be the next member for Newcastle after poor old Bryce Gaudry, who was an excellent member of Parliament.

ASSISTANT-SPEAKER (Ms Alison Megarrity): Order! I call the member for Terrigal to order.

Mr ADRIAN PICCOLI: Matthew Morris is another example of a Labor Party appointment.

Mr ANTHONY ROBERTS: We haven't even started on the upper House.

Mr ADRIAN PICCOLI: That is right: we have not even started on the upper House. When was the last time the Labor Party had a democratic preselection process in the upper House? Eric Roozendaal, Michael Costa, John Della Bosca—they all did their time, they all served their apprenticeships, and then they were shoehorned straight into the upper House. They could not get elected into the lower House, but they got shoehorned straight into the upper House. The motion as moved by the member for Drummoyne is ridiculous. It is the same motion as that moved by the member for Wyong last week. I agree with the Leader of the Opposition that the Labor Party is trying to use race as a wedge in the upcoming election. Chris Spence was a member of One Nation and realised he made a mistake. Labor has taken the opportunity to use race in the upcoming election. Mr Spence has not said anything wrong, but the Labor Party insists on using race as a wedge. That is completely and utterly disgusting.
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Mr FRANK TERENZINI (Maitland) [3.40 p.m.]: This is a worrying concern for all of us. This is about the Opposition embracing a form of extremism by endorsing this person—a person who rose through the ranks of One Nation quickly and ruthlessly.

Mr Chris Hartcher: Point of order: Madam Assistant-Speaker, I refer you to the motion moved in this House last week in respect of the member for Maitland and his accepting of preferences from One Nation.

ASSISTANT-SPEAKER (Ms Alison Megarrity): Order! There is no point of order. The member for Terrigal will resume his seat. The member for Maitland has the call.

Mr FRANK TERENZINI: Anything will do for the Opposition to try to close down this debate. On 5 June the Canberra Times quotes this man as the ACT-New South Wales president of One Nation. One Nation's own annual return shows this man was on the One Nation State executive in 1998-99.

Mr Adrian Piccoli: Point of order: If members quote from the media they have to give not only the day and month but also the year.

ASSISTANT-SPEAKER (Ms Alison Megarrity): Order! Is the member for Maitland able to provide the date?

Mr FRANK TERENZINI: The fact is his racist views—

Mr Brad Hazzard: Identify the document.

Mr FRANK TERENZINI: I am not quoting.

ASSISTANT-SPEAKER (Ms Alison Megarrity): Order! I ask the member for Maitland to repeat the statement so I can check whether he is quoting.

Mr FRANK TERENZINI: I am not quoting. I am saying that this person is being endorsed and that his racist views are well known. On 13 March 1998 the Canberra Times quoted him as stating:

How long are the Aboriginal people of this country going to remain above the law?

That was said by the person being endorsed for the seat of The Entrance. As the member for Drummoyne said, this man was sacked by Pauline Hanson, but he has been taken under the wing of no less than the Leader of the Opposition. The Leader of the Opposition has endorsed this person who has come up through the ranks of that kind of party, and where does he find himself now? On the other side of the House. How embarrassing it must be for Liberal members of Parliament. The member for Davidson and the member for Pittwater—new members of Parliament—suddenly find themselves in a mainstream political party in which, in the view of those on this side of the House, there is absolutely no room for this kind of extremism. That is unacceptable. When Pauline Hanson sacked him she was reported by Australian Associated Press of 13 October 2000 as saying:

Chris Spence's job was basically a self-appointment. They failed to abide by moves to make the party more democratic.

The State Electoral Commissioner at the time, John Wasson, was reported by Australian Associated Press on 27 November 2000 as saying:

The misrepresentation that Mr Spence was the secretary was material to my decision to deregister the party.

This person does not exactly have high marks in honesty. He is not exactly highly regarded as a man of integrity. But where does he find himself? On the other side of the House, endorsed by the Leader of the Opposition. I call on the Leader of the Opposition to do the right thing and to disendorse this candidate. I wonder how many Liberals on the Central Coast feel comfortable about what is happening? It appears that the member for Hawkesbury and the member for Terrigal have no problem at all with this kind of person entering the ranks of the Liberal Party.

This says not as much about Chris Spence as it does about the Liberals and the member for Terrigal. This says more about members on the other side of the House and where they are headed than it says about the Liberal candidate himself. This is the type of person they want in their party—a mainstream party. This is a worrying concern for all of us when we see people who consider themselves an alternative government put up and endorse a person with those kinds of credentials. This is a worrying trend and I call on the Leader of the Opposition to disendorse him and get rid of him.

Mr ROB STOKES (Pittwater) [3.44 p.m.]: The member for Maitland talked about the sorts of issues that the member for Davidson and I may have considered when we joined this place. The sorts of things we were concerned about were how we could better provide services for our communities and the failing state of our infrastructure. They are the sorts of things this Parliament should be focused on. In the final week or so of this parliamentary sitting is this the best the Labor Party can do? Is this really what it believes is the most important issue confronting the people of New South Wales when we could be talking about things such as better hospital services on the Central Coast; returning a full maternity service to the people of the Central Coast at Wyong Hospital; better access to ambulances; better provision of and financing for local emergency services; dealing with malicious damage and graffiti across the Central Coast; and roads and transport?

I argue that the time spent in this debate would be better spent on debating how this Parliament can better address the delivery of services in health, education, policing, transport, utilities and jobs—things that matter and things that make a difference. I believe the people of The Entrance would be happier and better served if the Government devoted the time allocated for this debate—a debate identical to one in this place last Thursday—to debating the infrastructure needs of the Central Coast. This motion is just part of a political game and a political soap opera. It does nothing to improve services in this State. It is a cynical diversion from Labor's obligation to govern for the people of the Central Coast and all the people of New South Wales.

This Government is showing the people of New South Wales the priorities of the Labor Government. The Labor Government is expert at politics, with backroom politics deciding Cabinet posts, and even the Premiership, not via the polling box or the people, but by factional deals that treat high offices as chattels. This motion demonstrates that the Labor Party is more interested in politics than policy, more focused on individuals than ideas and that it is a party defined more by internal deals than community democracy. I support the amendment moved by the member for Murrumbidgee because it demonstrates the simple point that when it comes to selecting candidates the parties on this side of the House are guided by democracy on the understanding that local communities are best placed to choose their political representatives and that head office intervention is generally wrong. The appointment of the current Premier by Labor head office is an excellent example of the failure of centralised control of political processes.

We have already debated this motion once. I have an idea for the other side of the House: Next time the Labor Party wants to bring another identical motion for this House to debate it should use the resources of this Parliament—paid for by the taxpayers of New South Wales—to talk about something that relates to the need for better services for the people of The Entrance. I know they would appreciate it if Labor focused on better services, not petty politics.

Ms ANGELA D'AMORE (Drummoyne—Parliamentary Secretary) [3.48 p.m.], in reply: I thank the member for Murrumbidgee, the member for Maitland and the member for Pittwater for their contributions—although I am sceptical about the contributions of the member for Murrumbidgee and the member for Pittwater, but I suppose I need to be polite at this stage. Who would even contemplate in this day and age a major political party endorsing someone who was once a grand puppetmaster for One Nation? He was a member of One Nation's New South Wales executive, the leader of the party's youth wing, One Nation's national president, an adviser to David Oldfield, and an electorate officer to the member for Terrigal. He is a man who lived and breathed the One Nation ethos; a man who made his living out of a party that wants to end immigration—all immigration—even though we are a multicultural society.
<18>
The Leader of the Opposition is treating the people of New South Wales with contempt. It is time he put up his hand and admitted that he got this wrong. He should not open the back door for One Nation to come back into the New South Wales Parliament. The people of this State need to know that they are not getting One Nation candidates dressed in Liberal clothing. I am disappointed at the member for Terrigal even considering employing a person of this status. Here is a person who has been in this Chamber—

Mr Chris Hartcher: Point of order: The member for Drummoyne has now made an attack on me and, Madam Assistant-Speaker, as you know and as you have ruled many times, that must be done by way of substantive motion. If the member wishes to debate—

ASSISTANT-SPEAKER (Ms Alison Megarrity): Order! I have heard sufficient on the point of order.

Mr Chris Hartcher: No! She was allowed to finish, so I should be allowed to finish.

ASSISTANT-SPEAKER (Ms Alison Megarrity): Order! I allowed the member for Murrumbidgee to make passing reference to the member for Drummoyne. I will allow the member for Drummoyne to make passing reference to the member for Terrigal.

Mr Chris Hartcher: If she wants to do it she should have to move a substantive motion

ASSISTANT-SPEAKER (Ms Alison Megarrity): Order! I remind the member for Drummoyne that attacks on other members must be made by way of substantive motion.

Ms ANGELA D'AMORE: The member is very precious about this issue, but we will move on. Former Leader of the Opposition Peter Debnam sacked the candidate for the electorate of Wyong at the last election for sending dirty joke text messages. He had standards. In contrast, the current Leader of the Opposition will not disendorse a former member of One Nation who engaged in racist activities against Aboriginal people. There is a point of difference. Members opposite should bring back Peter Debnam. Given the multicultural community in which we live, it is shameful that the Liberal Party preselection process could endorse a candidate such as this.

I note that the member for Murrumbidgee refused to debate this motion. He did everything in his power not to debate the issue. Why? Perhaps he is embarrassed about this preselection process and the calibre of the candidate endorsed for the electorate of The Entrance. Given his ethnic background, I think he is embarrassed about the candidate that the Liberal Party preselection process spat out, and he is covering that embarrassment by refusing to debate the issue. If members opposite believed that the appropriate candidate had been preselected they would have debated this motion. However, they chose to distract the House. I will not even discuss the member for Hawkesbury and his disgraceful display in this Chamber last week.

Mr Brad Hazzard: Point of order: The standing orders require that the member speaking in reply respond to matters raised during the debate, certainly not discuss a totally separate debate conducted last week or assail a member about viewpoints when he has not spoken on the motion before the House. Madam Assistant-Speaker, I ask you to ask the member to address the points raised during this debate.

ASSISTANT-SPEAKER (Ms Alison Megarrity): Order! I ask the member for Drummoyne to respond to the debate.

Ms ANGELA D'AMORE: I would love to debate the Opposition, but it has not given me the opportunity. Members opposite chose not to debate the motion or to tackle the issue, so that is a big ask from the member for Wakehurst.

Mr Chris Hartcher: It is your motion.

Ms ANGELA D'AMORE: Yes, but members opposite have chosen not put their position on the record today. Pauline Hanson, in her wisdom, recognised that she had made an error by having Mr Spence associated with her political party.

ASSISTANT-SPEAKER (Ms Alison Megarrity): Order! Members will remain silent. I am having difficulty hearing the member for Drummoyne.

Mr Brad Hazzard: Point of order—

ASSISTANT-SPEAKER (Ms Alison Megarrity): Order! The noise coming from Opposition members has made it very difficult for me to hear the member for Drummoyne. I am interested to hear the point of order of the member for Wakehurst because I could not hear what the member for Drummoyne was saying.

Mr Brad Hazzard: The member said that we have not said anything. That means that she cannot respond.

ASSISTANT-SPEAKER (Ms Alison Megarrity): Order! There no point of order.

Question—That the words stand—put.

The House divided.
Ayes, 53
	Mr Amery
Ms Andrews
Mr Aquilina
Ms Beamer
Mr Besseling
Mr Borger
Mr Brown
Ms Burney
Ms Burton
Mr Campbell
Mr Collier
Mr Coombs
Mr Corrigan
Mr Costa
Mr Daley
Ms D'Amore
Ms Firth
Mr Furolo
	Ms Gadiel
Mr Gibson
Mr Greene
Mr Harris
Ms Hay
Mr Hickey
Ms Hornery
Ms Judge
Ms Keneally
Mr Khoshaba
Mr Koperberg
Mr Lalich
Mr Lynch
Mr McBride
Dr McDonald
Ms McKay
Mr McLeay
Ms McMahon
	Ms Megarrity
Ms Moore
Mr Morris
Mrs Paluzzano
Mr Pearce
Mrs Perry
Mr Piper
Mr Sartor
Mr Shearan
Mr Stewart
Ms Tebbutt
Mr Terenzini
Mr Tripodi
Mr West
Mr Whan
Tellers,
Mr Ashton
Mr Martin



Noes, 34
	Mr Aplin
Mr Baird
Mr Baumann
Ms Berejiklian
Mr Cansdell
Mr Constance
Mr Debnam
Mr Dominello
Mr Fraser
Ms Goward
Mrs Hancock
Mr Hartcher
	Mr Hazzard
Ms Hodgkinson
Mrs Hopwood
Mr Humphries
Mr Kerr
Mr Merton
Mr O'Dea
Mr O'Farrell
Mr Piccoli
Mr Provest
Mr Richardson
Mr Roberts
	Mrs Skinner
Mr Smith
Mr Souris
Mr Stokes
Mr Stoner
Mr J. H. Turner
Mr R. W. Turner
Mr R. C. Williams

Tellers,
Mr George
Mr Maguire


Question resolved in the affirmative.

Amendment negatived.
<19>
Question—That the motion be agreed to—put.

The House divided.
Ayes, 51
	Mr Amery
Ms Andrews
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Mr Borger
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Ms Tebbutt
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Tellers,
Mr Ashton
Mr Martin


Noes, 36
	Mr Aplin
Mr Baird
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Ms Berejiklian
Mr Besseling
Mr Cansdell
Mr Constance
Mr Debnam
Mr Dominello
Mr Fraser
Ms Goward
Mrs Hancock
Mr Hartcher
	Mr Hazzard
Ms Hodgkinson
Mrs Hopwood
Mr Humphries
Mr Kerr
Mr Merton
Mr O'Dea
Mr O'Farrell
Mr Piccoli
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	Mrs Skinner
Mr Smith
Mr Souris
Mr Stokes
Mr Stoner
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Tellers,
Mr George
Mr Maguire



Question resolved in the affirmative.

Motion agreed to.

