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HEALTH (SECTION 335(5)(d) ABORTION NOTICE) AMENDMENT REGULATIONS 2001 - 
DISALLOWANCE 
Order Discharged 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [4.37 pm]:  I move, without notice - 

That Order of the Day No 151, Health (Section 335(5)(d) Abortion Notice) Amendment Regulations 
2001, be discharged from the Notice Paper. 

When this regulation was tabled in the House I took note of it.  All of those of us who were in the previous 
Parliament and involved in the very lengthy and detailed debate on abortion law reform would be aware that 
what should be entered on the notice paper that a doctor is required to fill out when an abortion is carried out was 
heavily debated.  Therefore, I took an interest in the change that details what is contained in the doctor’s notice 
paper. 

As a result of my inquiries, I discovered that in spite of the fact that there was a suggestion that adequate 
consultation had taken place on the changes on the doctor’s notice paper, it did not appear to be the case.  A 
number of organisations were not aware that those changes had occurred, including the Family Planning 
Association.  Some of the service providers were not happy that those changes had occurred.  However, I am not 
seeking to pursue the disallowance.  One of the reasons is that I do not think this is the best place to re-open the 
debate on that issue.  Another reason that I felt it inappropriate to be amending the notice paper is that we are 
about to embark on a comprehensive review of the operation of this legislation. 

Bearing in mind that the review will occur shortly, I seek leave of the House to discharge this disallowance 
motion from the Notice Paper.  I ask the Department of Health to note that, upon investigation, there was 
significant concern that the consultation to amend the regulations was not full enough.  The sensitivity of the 
information required cannot be overstated.  If the Department of Health intends to make these sorts of changes in 
this area of health provision, it must ensure that people know what is happening and that the privacy of patients 
is given the utmost importance.  We all acknowledge the need to gather certain information for research 
purposes and the need to target service provision.  We must be given more information before such regulations 
are tabled in this way.  With those comments, I seek to discharge the disallowance motion. 

HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [4.41 pm]:  I seek the indulgence and direction of the 
President. 

The PRESIDENT:  This is a debatable motion. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  The member has moved the discharge? 

The PRESIDENT:  Yes. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I thought she asked for leave. 

The PRESIDENT:  Indeed, the member initially moved the motion but in her comments she mentioned leave.  
That is why I specifically framed this as a motion to discharge.  The member did not seek leave. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I will address this issue briefly.  The Opposition is interested in the disallowance 
proposal.  The review into the 1998 Act will be reported to the House by 25 May.  There was concern that the 
review was announced two days prior to Christmas.  The review had only a very short five-week term of review 
and was conducted over the summer holidays.  I was alerted to it by a notice in The West Australian.  I made a 
submission to the review.   

The reporting of abortion methods by doctors must include information about patients’ reasons for termination 
and the age and origin of patients.  The information required will come up for review and members will have an 
opportunity to speak about that later.   

The short period of the review was a concern for a number of people.  One of the terms of reference for review 
of the Act involved the adequacy and effectiveness of the notification procedures required under the Act.  After a 
procedure, a medical practitioner has to submit a form detailing information within 14 days.  There is no penalty 
in the Act for non-compliance; I hope that will be addressed.  Doctors need to put in such reports.  We need to 
have a better understanding of the epidemiology of abortion.  The one thing that crossed the division between 
people during the abortion debate was the point of agreement about there being too many abortions in Western 
Australia.  People across the world would agree that there are too many abortions among adolescents and young 
women.  That needs to be addressed.  The only way good public policy can be developed is to establish a 
mechanism that allows us to look at sound research.  I have always had the strong belief that public policy 
should be driven by sound research.  It will enable us to better understand the epidemiology of abortion.  We 
could then take positive steps to reduce the number of abortions in Western Australia.  Point 8 of the terms of 
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reference of the review that we were asked to comment on discussed proper epidemiological studies.  It was 
stated that proper studies could not be undertaken in an environment of secrecy.  If a declaration of the age of 
women involved is not included, we cannot target the vulnerable groups that have the highest risk of seeking an 
abortion.  I want to see a thorough examination of that part of the Act.  The review mechanism built into the Act 
is for a period of three years after the Act comes into force.  It is important that these points are clear in the form 
that doctors complete.  Unless we target the vulnerable groups in the community who represent the highest risk 
and determine why they are the highest risk group in seeking abortions, we will not achieve anything.  I am 
aware of programs in the United States that are successful in reducing the number of teenage pregnancy and 
abortion rates.  As I said before, people on both sides of the abortion debate agree that the prevalence of teenage 
pregnancy and abortion needs to be reduced. 

I am satisfied that the member has properly moved to withdraw this disallowance motion so that it can be 
deferred until the House can have a more detailed debate after the review is available.  I hope that the Minister 
for Health allows time for public consultation, unlike the situation when the review was announced in December 
that allowed only a very short time frame to review a very serious matter.  In my brief submission, I stated - 

In reviewing a matter as difficult and controversial as this it is important to consider performance 
criteria that are broadly accepted.  From my recollection there was only one point of agreement across 
all Members of Parliament during the 1998 abortion debate, that there were too many abortions in 
Western Australia. 

We must be clear that the intent of the Parliament is carried out.  Everybody agrees that it is important that the 
number of abortions should be reduced. 

Question put and passed. 
 


