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HEALTH SERVICES BILL 2016 
Legislation Committee Report and Minutes 

MS W.M. DUNCAN (Kalgoorlie — Deputy Speaker) [9.35 pm]: The Legislation Committee reports to the 
Legislative Assembly that it has considered the Health Services Bill 2016, as referred by the 
Legislative Assembly to the committee. I present the report and the minutes of the Legislation Committee. 
[See papers 4057 and 4058.] 

Adoption 
MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Leader of the House) [9.36 pm]: I move — 

That the report of the Legislation Committee be adopted and that the Health Services Bill 2016 be 
committed to the consideration in detail stage for consideration of the clauses that were postponed by 
the Legislation Committee. 

By agreeing to this motion, the house will be taken to have agreed to all the clauses and the amendments that 
were agreed to by the Legislation Committee and after the house has agreed to this motion, I will then move 
a motion that consideration in detail of the bill for the purposes of considering only those clauses that the 
Legislation Committee postponed to this house be made an order of the day for the next day’s sitting of the 
Assembly. 
MS W.M. DUNCAN (Kalgoorlie — Deputy Speaker) [9.37 pm]: I will make a few brief comments about the 
process. The Legislation Committee considered the Health Services Bill 2016, which has 308 clauses, and the 
committee sat for nine hours. One of the features of the Legislation Committee process is the ability for 
delegates nominated to the committee to speak directly to the advisers. As with the Public Health Bill considered 
by the Legislation Committee in November last year, I report to the house that the process worked really 
efficiently this time as well. It gave the opportunity for those members delegated to delve into very complex 
legislation and satisfy their concerns and need for a deeper understanding of the bill. This added to the 
consideration of the bill. Parts of the Health Services Bill have been referred back to the house for consideration, 
which we will do in due course. 
I thank the members of the committee for their hard work in this process and particularly the advisers to the 
minister, who were there for long and late hours. I also thank the Acting Speakers and in particular the member 
for Geraldton, who stood up and helped out. With those comments, I support the motion. 
MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [9.38 pm]: I rise to make some very brief 
comments on the Health Services Bill 2016. I think the member for Kalgoorlie has made some comments that 
are very much along the same lines as I would make. This is the second opportunity I have had to be involved in 
the consideration of the detail of legislation through this second chamber process and it is a very efficient and 
effective way to consider legislation. It puts a lot of pressure on the advisers because, as the member said, we are 
allowed through the minister to engage directly with the advisers. It means we can dig for a lot more detail. The 
advisers, basically, did the hard yakka to explain the legislation. I note that the member for Kalgoorlie thanked 
the minister for his hard work. I think the minister gets off scot-free, really, when it comes to the second chamber 
process, because on many occasions the minister will go, “Yeah, that’s a great question. What’s the answer?” 
and turn to the advisers. Rather than the minister having to get his or her head around the issues as they do in 
consideration in detail, in the second chamber they just do a flick pass. From that point of view, the minister got 
off a little lighter than he usually would. 
One of the reasons it was a successful process was that we had a minister who was pretty confident of his brief 
and, from that point of view, took on amendments that we proposed. I can imagine that if the only exercise is to 
sit there and inform oneself of the detail of the legislation without any prospect of actually influencing some of 
the final wording of some of the clauses, it would be a pretty forlorn exercise, and only the very pedantic and 
involved of members—I am looking at the moment towards the member for Mirrabooka—would actually find it 
rewarding, because if there is no prospect of amendment, why go into this process? I wanted to put on the record 
our appreciation to the minister for his management and handling of the bill. Even though he did not have to get 
amongst the detail of the bill as he would otherwise have had to do, it was his confidence and ability to say, 
“Right; okay. Well, I think we do need to amend this; these are good arguments” that made the process all the 
more rewarding. We recommitted some clauses to the chamber because we wanted a broader look at—not 
a closer look, because we looked at them damn closely—and discussion of those clauses. By and large, once 
again it was a very successful process and one that I think we should utilise in the future when we have this sort 
of legislation that is very big and complex but is not, at the end of the day, particularly controversial, other than 
with this bill with the remarks we made in the second reading debate about our dissatisfaction with the more 
costly process for the management of the health department. 
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Question put and passed. 

As to Consideration in Detail 

On motion by Mr J.H.D. Day (Leader of the House), resolved — 

That consideration in detail of the postponed clauses of the Health Services Bill 2016 be made an order 
of the day for the next day’s sitting. 

 

 [2] 


	HEALTH SERVICES BILL 2016
	Legislation Committee Report and Minutes
	Adoption
	As to Consideration in Detail


