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MUTUAL RECOGNITION (WESTERN AUSTRALIA) BILL 2010 

Second Reading 

Resumed from 10 November. 

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan) [5.06 pm]: The opposition will support the passage of the 
Mutual Recognition (Western Australia) Bill 2010. This bill seeks to continue arrangements that have been in 
place, but, due to a sunset clause in the legislation, are due to expire early in 2011. The passage of this bill will 
allow arrangements for mutual recognition to continue between Australian states in a range of areas. It 
particularly provides the opportunity for people to travel across the country and have their occupations 
recognised in other jurisdictions. That is a measure that people will support in maintaining a strong Australian 
economy. It is something that is particularly beneficial to Western Australia. The Western Australian economy is 
under incredible pressure at the moment in certain areas. There will be a desire to bring workers to Western 
Australia from other parts of Australia that do not have economic strength. It will be very good for those 
workers’ occupations to get mutual recognition in Western Australia. Labelling and the way in which goods are 
moved between the states will also be given formal mutual recognition. There are some exemptions, though. I 
note that in South Australia some exemptions were obtained, particularly for drug paraphernalia, to allow that 
state to get out of mutual recognition and to have a local ban on illicit drug paraphernalia being made available 
in South Australia. I understand the current Western Australian government intends to add some exemptions in 
the near future. I certainly hope that is something that the government will do. It will follow the lead set by the 
South Australian government. It is very important to make sure that we protect our state in those areas, and that 
is what the Mutual Recognition (Western Australia) Bill does. 

I note also that this bill contains some changes to the legislation that was passed in the early 1990s as a result of 
the recommendation of the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review. That is a positive 
recognition of the work that this house can do when it is allowed to function as a house of review. Some 
concerns were expressed about the impact of this bill on biosecurity. I appreciate the comments the Leader of the 
House made behind the Chair. I will be more than happy if he would table the written responses that he provided 
to me. I believe that will allay some of the fears concerning biosecurity matters. In summary, there will continue 
to be scientifically based legislation regarding the movement of items that threaten the biosecurity of Western 
Australia. Members look for a certain level of security to ensure that the mutual recognition scheme does not put 
Western Australia’s economy at risk. 

The final matter I will quickly raise this evening is that this bill has been pushed through both the lower and 
upper houses of Parliament at a fairly rapid pace. The government would have known about the bill for a 
considerable time and I am surprised that it was not introduced earlier than it was. I asked the government about 
the timing of the introduction of the legislation and was told that that question related to cabinet deliberations 
and therefore I would not get an answer. I must say that I find that unsatisfactory. I was keen to find out when 
the department first brought to the attention of the responsible minister, who, I believe, is the Premier, that this 
legislation needed to be passed before the end of this year to ensure that the mutual recognition scheme 
continued beyond its expiry in early 2011. I do not believe that is a matter of cabinet deliberation or that it is 
unreasonable for a member of this house to ask when the department first brought that information to the 
attention of the Premier and for that information to be reported to the house. That would not be a cabinet 
deliberation. I hope that the Leader of the House, who is handling this legislation, can provide an answer to that 
question. The government has introduced legislation very late in the session that it wants passed by this place 
and the other place. That does not allow for the proper scrutiny of legislation, which is not a good thing. Having 
said that, I have been satisfied in this case that some of the questions that I asked have been answered by the 
government in the briefings that were provided outside the chamber. It is very difficult when we get a sudden 
rush of legislation into the house that the government seeks to pass. Members opposite would have made the 
same argument when they sat on this side of the chamber. The opposition will support the bill. 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral — Leader of the House) [5.14 pm] — in reply: I thank the 
opposition for its support for the Mutual Recognition (Western Australia) Bill 2010. As Hon Ken Travers said, I 
have provided to him some documentation that relates to the issues he raised during the briefing. That 
information has been provided to him and I am happy to table it today. Fundamentally, that information is about 
equivalent occupations and provides advice on biosecurity. Because the member raised that matter, I reiterate 
that scientifically based state quarantine restrictions will continue to be allowed under the national mutual 
recognition scheme. The commonwealth Mutual Recognition Act 1992 does not remove the state’s ability to 
apply quarantine and biosecurity measures to quarantine at-risk items. Members will remember that when we 
discussed the Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition (Western Australia) Bill, this was a matter of some concern 
because of the importation of apples and the likelihood of fire blight affecting our local apple production. My 
predecessor in this job as Leader of the House was also the Minister for Agriculture and Food. He informed us 
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on a number of occasions that there was no need to worry because that was covered by the matter I raised a 
moment ago—that is, the state still controls its quarantine and biosecurity measures. 

With regard to drug paraphernalia, the government seeks to move down the same path as South Australia and 
seek an exemption application for the Misuse of Drugs Amendment Bill (No. 2) 2010. Perhaps the Cannabis 
Law Reform Bill 2009 may be similar legislation that would also be part of an exemption application down the 
track. 

Hon Ken Travers is concerned that the Mutual Recognition (Western Australia) Bill was progressed too rapidly. 
There may well be an element of truth in that. I do not know when the Premier was first advised that this bill had 
to be passed this year. All I know is that in respect of this house—that is all I can be responsible for—the bill has 
been before us for two weeks. It is not being rushed and I appreciate Hon Ken Travers responding quickly to it, 
because we all want to get out of here sometime this year. 

Hon Ken Travers: I want to stay. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: We all know that. Usually, it is expected that when a bill has been before the house 
for seven days, members should be ready to debate it. 

Hon Ken Travers: My comment was about not just this bill but also the fact that a range of bills was brought in 
all at once that the government was seeking to deal with. As you know, even though this bill is fairly simple and 
easy to fix, when you try to manage consideration of that and the four other bills that the government is trying to 
get through at a rapid rate, it is difficult. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: I understand that. Sitting on this side is not any easier than sitting opposite, albeit 
ministers have access to advice that perhaps the opposition does not have on hand. Trying to manage the 
legislative program is an issue. As members know, it is not always easy to get the process of legislation to work 
as efficiently as one would like. When we add to that the complication that certain legislation needs to be passed 
by the beginning of next year to take legislative effect—there is a time frame surrounding the legislation—bills 
can have the habit of creeping up on us towards the end of the session. I regret that, and I am doing my best as a 
member of cabinet to ensure that we deal with legislation efficiently and do not rush it through. Having said that, 
I would hardly say the Legislative Council has been rushing legislation through in the past few weeks. The 
Council has been doing its job, which, as the member said, is to properly scrutinise legislation word by word in 
some cases, clause by clause in others and policy by policy in others. That is what the house is for, and 
Parliament will sit until the house has done its job. 

Hon Ken Travers: The government’s responses are starting to take longer than the opposition’s contributions! 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: I know, but the member raised an issue that I needed to respond to. 

Hon Ken Travers: I appreciate that. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: I cannot reveal when the matter went to cabinet. As the member knows, the approval 
for the drafting and printing of legislation takes longer than one would hope. I thank members for their support 
and seek their support for the second reading. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 

Bill read a third time by, on motion by Hon Norman Moore (Leader of the House), and passed. 
 


