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ARCHITECTS BILL 2003 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 26 November 2003. 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [1.00 pm]:  I first want to make it clear to the minister and the Government that 
the Opposition supports the Bill. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  So that means you will be talking about it for only four hours! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No.  I will reduce it to about two and a half hours.  I want to keep the debate brief.  I give 
that commitment, Mr Acting Speaker.  I have already told the minister that if I keep my speech to about 10 
minutes, there may be a little debt that she may want to repay me later in the day.   

As I said, we support the Bill.  The process that led to the introduction of this Bill began when I was the Minister 
for Works and Services.  It was during my time as minister that the concept of the Bill was floated.  I had many 
meetings with members of the Architects Board of Western Australia and people in the industry, and I gave a 
commitment that I would support a Bill of this type.  That is the reason that I do not intend to deliberate on the 
Bill for too long.   

I will now comment on a number of the things that the minister said in her second reading speech so that the 
minister will know that I do read what she says - all the time, in fact.  The Bill will ensure that people who 
fraudulently claim to be architects are investigated by the board.  That is very important.  People in Western 
Australia who want to employ someone to design their house have several options.  They can go to either an 
outline planner or an architect to get that job done, hopefully with the guaranteed knowledge that people who 
call themselves architects are fully qualified.  That is not to say that people who are not fully qualified architects 
cannot design homes and buildings for people.  However, if people want extra assurance, we hope they will get 
that by employing an architect.   

It is interesting that the second reading speech states that the composition of the Architects Board of Western 
Australian is proposed to be broadened to include adequate consumer and educational representation in line with 
national and state review recommendations.  It is important to have consumers on these types of boards, 
otherwise it will be a case of Caesar judging Caesar, which is not a good thing.  I am pleased that the Bill will 
provide enhanced consumer protection by incorporating a new procedure for hearing and determining 
disciplinary matters with the establishment of the State Administrative Tribunal.  That is very important.  If 
people are aggrieved about the services of an architect, there must be an independent umpire somewhere down 
the line who can make decisions about whether they have had value for money.  Before that disastrous day in 
February 2001 when the Government changed -  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You mean the end of civilisation as we know it! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Before that day in February 2001, when this State was under really good governance, we 
made a commitment - I certainly made a commitment as minister - that we would support this type of Bill.  
However, concerns were raised about how such a Bill would be dealt with under the national competition policy 
guidelines.  There is a place for national competition policy guidelines.  However, they are not the be-all and 
end-all.  We should not be dictated to on national competition policy guidelines that are not necessarily in the 
best interests of Western Australia.  Our first priority should always be - as it certainly was under the previous 
Government, and as I hope it is also under this present temporary Government -  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I did not think you had the same born-to-rule complex as the Leader of the Opposition, but 
obviously you do. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I have somewhat of an inferiority complex about the minister, because I feel bullied 
whenever she really has a go at me, so I will be very temperate in the words that I use.  My knees start to shake 
whenever the minister interjects on me, because the minister can be very cutting in her remarks.  The minister 
and I did have a chat before I started to speak, and the arrangement was that I would not the delay the Bill, and 
the minister would be equally generous to me at a later stage - perhaps even during this day’s sitting.  I am sure 
we will stick to that arrangement, because I keep my word, and I am sure the minister keeps her word.   

I will return to the Bill, because it is most important that we talk about the Bill before the House.  As I have said, 
the most important people are the consumers.  They are more important than the architects, house designers and 
project designers because they are the ones who pay for these services to be carried out.  I suggest that many 
consumers would gain great comfort from knowing that the people who claim to be architects have taken the 
time and effort and have made the commitment to become fully qualified.  They are to a large extent considered 
to be on the same level as lawyers, doctors and other people who have taken a great many years to gain their 
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qualifications.  In essence, those people should be more competent than people who design houses as a sideline 
and may think they know how to design but may not know all the pitfalls that architects obviously need to know.   

I will not be proposing that we move into consideration in detail to discuss the Bill clause by clause, because I 
am more than happy with the clauses.  I will be more than happy to facilitate the passage of the Bill through this 
House as quickly as possible so that it can reach the other place expeditiously.  I am confident that the Bill will 
not take a lot of time in the other place, because the Opposition does not oppose the Bill in any way.  We support 
the Bill.  I hope the Bill will be proclaimed at the earliest possible opportunity so that people in Western 
Australia will know that when they have their house designed by an architect, that person is fully qualified.  
Other people will still be able to do the job, if they wish to do so.  It will be up to the consumers to say whether 
they want a qualified architect or somebody who is not necessarily qualified.  The benefit of this Bill is that 
people cannot call themselves architects unless they are fully qualified.  I hope that the board will keep a 
watchful eye over its members in this profession to ensure that the best possible service is given to the people of 
Western Australia on their housing and development projects. 

I say to the minister that I am looking forward to her lengthy response to the comments I have made.  I am sure 
they will be very interesting and amusing.  We will conclude this Bill as soon as the minister finishes her 
response. 

MS A.J. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [1.10 pm]:  I thank the member 
for Hillarys for his fulsome support for this legislation.  I note once again that he was gunna do it while he was 
the minister in charge; but, gosh, there were so many grapes to crush, so many boats to row and so many sewers 
to examine that I guess it was just not possible.  However, we are glad that we have now been able to bring the 
Hilmer report on national competition policy to a conclusion and to satisfy yet another one of our national 
competition requirements.   

I agree with the member that competition should not be seen as a god and an end in itself, but as a tool for a 
better, more effective economy that can produce better outcomes for the community.  I have been a critic of 
some of the excesses of competition policy.  However, I do not think anyone would deny that the modernisation 
of our economy, which began with the Hawke-Keating Government, has been a very positive development.  
There have been some areas of excess, but generally speaking it was a much needed modernisation of the 
Australian economy, and one that I believe has benefited us all. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  I think the one problem with the Hilmer report on national competition policy is that he did 
not look in any way, shape or form at competition policy in industrial relations.  That was a big fault of the 
Hawke-Keating Government of the day.  It should have taken that on board. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The Hawke-Keating Government had other creative and imaginative ways of dealing 
with that.  It is interesting that the degree of workplace change that occurred under that Labor Government was 
tremendous.  Labor Governments have demonstrated that they are able to get sustained change because they 
manage change fairly.  The trade union movement and the working men and women of Australia have 
confidence that under a Labor Government there will be a proper balance between the interests of capital and 
labour.  Ironically, sustained change is more likely to occur under a Labor Government.   

The Government thanks the member for his support.  We are pleased for the architectural profession that we 
have been able to modernise its legislation, to recognise the important skills that architects have and to ensure 
that they are properly recognised and protected - protected not in the sense that no-one else can do their work, 
but in the sense that people who are not properly qualified cannot hold themselves out to be architects.  Proper 
processes are in place now to provide disciplinary procedures.  They are very important.  I certainly believe that 
there should be similar provisions in other professional areas.  I am thinking about some of the concerns that I 
have about conduct by various engineers in certifications of footing designs, which is an absolute scandal, and 
the collusion and the heartbreak that has affected many of my constituents who have had completely inadequate 
homes built.  The building of those premises was made possible by engineers who signed off on footing designs 
without ever having examined the site.  Unfortunately, there is no equivalent of the Architects Board to which 
we can take those engineers to have their conduct examined. 

Some very good structures are in place in this legislation that will offer protection for the community and 
professional certainty for architects, but within a modern framework.  I thank the member for the Opposition’s 
support for this legislation. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 
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Bill read a third time, on motion by Ms A.J. MacTiernan (Minister for Planning and Infrastructure), and 
transmitted to the Council. 
 


