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ROAD TRAFFIC AMENDMENT BILL 2010 

Committee 
Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. The Chairman of Committees (Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm) in the 
chair; Hon Peter Collier (Minister for Energy) in charge of the bill. 

Clause 6: Sections 79BCA and 79BCB inserted — 

Committee was interrupted after the amendment moved by Hon Peter Collier had been partly considered. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: Before we had questions without notice and other matters, the minister kindly provided us 
with an answer to a question that I asked. But, having now had time to read it, I do not believe it answers the 
question I asked. I will try again and see whether there is another answer. In clause 6 we were talking about the 
cancellation of a vehicle licence. 

Hon Peter Collier: The suspension of a licence, not cancellation. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: The suspension? Is there no capacity to cancel? 

Hon Peter Collier: Section 79BD refers to suspension. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: Yes. I guess, in effect, under that proposed new section a person’s vehicle licence would 
be suspended. Has consideration been given to the consequences of suspending the licence? For example, one 
thing that happens to a person whose licence is suspended is usually the insurance for the car lapses, and that to 
me raises a number of questions. Have the consequences of that been considered when proposing that a vehicle 
licence be suspended? 

Hon Peter Collier: I am sorry, are you referring to third party insurance? 

Hon GIZ WATSON: I am asking whether consideration has been given to the fact that vehicles will be 
uninsured as well.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: The government has considered the issue, and it is a deliberate move to deter people 
who fail to comply. I think that is quite evident. Third party insurance will have no validity while the licence is 
suspended. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: Prior to that vehicle licence being suspended, is the owner of the car given any 
opportunity to be heard or does it just happen automatically? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: To a degree this is already covered in the notes that I gave the member, and the 
consequence is clearly set out in the relevant notice that is provided to the owner of the car, and I should stress 
that it is given personally or by registered post. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: Does the owner of the car have a right to appeal under section 79BD? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: If a person does not want to surrender a vehicle, the avenue available is to establish 
that were the vehicle to be surrendered for impounding, it would be eligible for early release. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: I am piecing this together. Could the minister elaborate on what the circumstance is for 
early release? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: It is essentially what this bill is all about. It is under section 79D, which sets out 
clearly — 

Hon GIZ WATSON: Is the problem that we have not actually got to that yet? 

Hon Peter Collier: Yes; we have not got to it yet. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I want to make one comment about this. I have been listening to the debate. I think Hon 
Giz Watson commented earlier in the piece that this is very complex because we have an amendment bill to 
amend a bill that was put through this house not very long ago. We now have amendments to that amendment 
bill moved by the government. I cannot remember who told me not so long ago that in the days of Charles Court, 
I think it was, if a minister brought a bill into the Parliament and then sought to amend it, it went to the bottom of 
the notice paper because the minister should have got it right the first time. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: I don’t know whether that was the case. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: That is what I understand—probably not for the Premier’s bills but for everyone else’s. I 
cannot remember who told me that, but that was the story that was recounted to me. 

Hon Norman Moore: There aren’t many around who were here when he was here. 
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Hon KEN TRAVERS: My immediate thought was that it must have been the Leader of the House, but I do not 
remember ever having a conversation like that with him. To be honest, I think it highlights the problem that we 
have been facing. The interesting thing is that the opposition and our friends the Greens have been highlighting 
the problems with this legislation at every step of the way. There are flaws in it, and improvements and 
amendments need to be made. One of the problems that we now face is that we are in the situation of having to 
move amendments to amendments. Why they were not moved in the other place is beyond me. 

Hon Alison Xamon interjected. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: That might have been why it was not done, but at least they are here now. 

Hon Kate Doust: We are actually trying to fix up the mess that the police minister started when he didn’t get it 
right. That’s why we’re here today, and I dare say we’ll be back again. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Our role becomes even more relevant whilst the current Minister for Police holds his 
office. The real problem is that he runs into this Parliament with legislation to get a media headline on issues, 
many of which the Labor Party would support if it were sound legislation. It is amazing that we are now seeking 
to amend a bill that was introduced and passed in this place only six months ago. An amendment bill was 
introduced into the other place and sent to this place, and now we are having to amend the amendment. No 
wonder it gets confusing for members in this place to follow the debate and to understand the explanations that 
are being given to us by the minister. With all due respect to the minister, I realise that he just drew the short 
straw when he got the job of representing the Minister for Police. To the minister’s credit, I think he has tried, 
along with his advisers, to assist this chamber in the best way possible, but it is clear that the process has been 
appalling. I certainly ask the government to give an indication that it will make sure that in future when the 
Minister for Police brings legislation before the cabinet, it gets someone else to check it before it is sent off to be 
printed. 

Hon Kate Doust: Maybe the government could give it to us to read. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Yes. I am sure that our shadow minister would offer to sit down with the Premier and 
give him a hand on this sort of stuff. 

Hon Giz Watson interjected. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: And even Hon Giz Watson, the Parliament’s last unreconstructed Marxist, could give 
her opinions on it, and the legislation would have a better outcome as a result of that. We should not have to go 
through this nonsense of dealing with amendments to amendments to amendments to a bill that we have only just 
passed in the first place. Ironically, all this stuff that we are dealing with now has been highlighted consistently. 
It is not as though no-one picked it up at the time. It was known. 

Hon Kate Doust interjected. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Hon Kate Doust, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, is absolutely right. This is 
probably a bill that would make a perfect case for referral to the Standing Committee on Legislation. I have no 
doubt that in previous Parliaments that is exactly what would have happened with this bill. However, we have a 
government that knows best and acts — 

Hon Norman Moore: Yesterday your colleague was complaining that your amendments up here wouldn’t be 
accepted, because he thought moving amendments in Parliament was a good thing. Parliament does make 
decisions about legislation, and now that we’re amending it, you’re complaining about it. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: No. 

Hon Norman Moore: The other house said it had some concerns, and the government has taken on board its 
view. 

Hon Peter Collier: Can I comment on that just before we — 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: By way of interjection, yes. Does the minister want to actually respond? In fairness, 
because the minister has been helping us today, I am happy to give him the opportunity to respond before we 
break. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I have some sympathy for the sentiment expressed in the comments that Hon Ken 
Travers has made. I think it is a big ask to go through, essentially, nine pages of amendments, and I understand 
that they are pages of very complex amendments. I will take it on the chin. I think we probably could have done 
it better. That being the case, I think the amendments will improve the bill. We have listened to the suggestions 
from the opposition, and the amendments are actually accommodating the suggestions that were made by the 
opposition in the other place. Having said that, I appreciate that there is a great deal of complexity with these 
amendments. We have a week’s break now. As always—I said that my office was in touch with all members’ 
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offices—we are more than willing to provide more comprehensive briefings. If any members want more 
comprehensive briefings, they are more than welcome to have them.  

Progress reported and leave granted to sit again, pursuant to temporary orders.  
 


