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PROFESSIONAL COMBAT SPORTS AMENDMENT BILL 2009 

Third Reading 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral — Leader of the House) [7.45 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

In doing so, can I take up the time of the house for one moment to respond to a question asked by Hon Philip 
Gardiner last night? At the time, I did not have a response. The State Solicitor’s Office has advised that the 
Corporations Act 2001 does not apply to the Professional Combat Sports Commission as the commission is a 
public authority and, therefore, is specifically excluded from the definition of “corporation” under the 
commonwealth law. Effectively, Hon Ken Travers was right in what he advised the chamber yesterday, as much 
as I hate to admit it. 

Hon Ken Travers: Can I ask that Hansard be required to take that down! 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: It has been taken down, I hope. 

The common law case precedent and, specifically, cases not determined under commonwealth law point to the 
definition of a meeting being a meeting of the minds, not necessarily a meeting of the bodies. Furthermore, the 
SSO has reiterated that the Interpretation Act 1984 mandates an “always speaking” approach to statutory 
wording. This means that the wording of a statute needs to be interpreted according to modern developments and 
the prevailing technology of the time. Therefore, the definition of a meeting under the combat sports legislation 
cannot be construed as being simply a face-to-face meeting and needs to be construed as a meeting convened 
using any of the technologies available today to facilitate a meeting of the minds. That is the response to a 
question asked by Hon Philip Gardiner. I thank Hon Ken Travers for his wisdom in this matter. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and passed. 
 


