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STATUTES (REPEALS AND MINOR AMENDMENTS) BILL 2013 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 21 May. 

HON KATE DOUST (South Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3.41 pm]: I think I will 
increase the productivity levels of this chamber this afternoon!  

Again, this is the second report that was tabled by the Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review Committee this 
year; it is a report that had a very good look at each of the bills that were noted in this legislation. One bill is up 
for repeal and about 40 bills are up for amendment. I want to refer members to the report of the committee 
because it makes some comments about some of the sloppiness of the detail of the explanatory memorandum. It 
also comments on a number of pieces of legislation that were in either this chamber or the other chamber when 
this bill was presented; the committee felt the amendments proposed in this legislation could have been dealt 
with in other ways.  

I ask members to read the report and note the comments of the Attorney General on how the amendments were 
placed in this bill—that is, the Statutes (Repeals and Minor Amendments) Bill—rather than the other legislation. 
I must say the bill we have just passed is featured in this legislation that we are dealing with now as well. The 
committee has provided a very detailed couple of pages in conclusion and has provided some advice to the 
government on how it might, in future, better cross-reference and check its legislation and where it may be more 
appropriately placed. With those words, I will also say that on behalf of the opposition, it supports this bill in 
policy and detail. 
HON LYNN MacLAREN (South Metropolitan) [3.43 pm]: I again commend the Standing Committee on 
Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review, which provided the report on this bill. We carefully examined the 
report. As Hon Kate Doust has mentioned, 41 acts have had very minor amendments made to them and one has 
been repealed. In particular, I was interested to examine the detail of the amendments to the Genetically 
Modified Crops Free Areas Bill 2003 and the Residential Tenancies Act 1987, which we only recently amended; 
and also the housing amendments and wildlife conservation amendments. In examining these amendments, we 
were satisfied that the small corrections being made through this amendment were, indeed, necessary and we 
support the bill.  

HON MICHAEL MISCHIN (North Metropolitan — Attorney General) [3.44 pm] — in reply: I want to 
thank Hon Kate Doust in her capacity as Deputy Leader of the Opposition and Hon Lynn MacLaren for 
indicating the support of their respective parties to the passage of this bill. I also thank the Standing Committee 
on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review. By happy coincidence, the chairperson of that committee is also 
Hon Kate Doust. I appreciate the thoroughness with which that committee has gone into the diverse amendments 
that are proposed by the bill.  
Hon Kate Doust made some comment about the sloppiness of the explanatory memorandum. I will not have an 
argument with her about that; there is always room for improvement in these things. I think I indicated my regret 
on another occasion when some deficiencies were identified in the materials that had been put to this chamber in 
support of another piece of legislation. I indicated my intention to attend to tightening some of the processes 
involved.  

I note the comments regarding the overlapping in time. I should add, by the way, that I appreciate the 
committee’s acknowledgement of the timeliness of the responses that it received to its queries and concerns. I 
have endeavoured, through my office, to ensure that committees are provided as early as possible—once a bill 
under my management is referred to that committee by the house—with as much information as may be 
necessary for it to do its job in discharging its functions in a timely fashion. I appreciate that being 
acknowledged. If there is ever a deficiency in that regard, I will, of course, accept any criticism that may be 
brought to bear for that. But it would be my objective that once a bill is referred—indeed, if it looks as though it 
is likely to be referred on the balance of probabilities to a committee of this place—all cooperation is lent to that 
committee to be able to attend to its duties and responsibilities as expeditiously as possible.  

Dealing with just that aspect of several streams of legislation running, when an amendment could be done to one 
piece as opposed to being included in an omnibus bill and the like, I will not go into the detail of that. Plainly, no 
matter how refined the legislative program may be, there will be occasions when there will be a disjunction 
between the progress of pieces of reform legislation. It may be that there is one piece of legislation dealing with 
say, for argument’s sake, retail trading hours that will move at a different pace to an omnibus bill that is 
correcting the same sorts of issues in the substantive legislation. It cannot always be coordinated and finetuned; 
and it may be that certain things are done in two different bills when they may move at a different pace, through 
not only this house but also the other place. That will always be a hazard. Although one tries to coordinate these 
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things as finely as possible, it may not always be possible to do so. I take the criticism. It is one that I will look 
out for as being an issue I will be mindful of in future; but it is not one that is fatal to the objectives of either this 
bill or others that may be in progress.  

I appreciate the thoroughness with which the committee and its advisers examined the sometimes very tricky 
little changes that are involved in very old pieces of legislation and the timeliness of their work. I commend the 
bill to the house.  

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 
Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon Michael Mischin (Attorney General) and transmitted to the 
Assembly. 
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