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SWAN VALLEY PLANNING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2005 
Consideration in Detail 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 
Clause 16:  Schedule 1 amended- 
Debate was adjourned after the amendment moved by Mr G. Snook had been partly considered. 
Mr G. SNOOK:  I seek leave to withdraw my amendment on the premise that two amendments will be moved 
by the minister.   
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr G. SNOOK:  As I said at the outset, there is bipartisan support for this bill bar this one issue which concerns 
me and on which I have had extensive discussions in the party room.  I was given approval to put forward a 
suggested amendment.  I discussed that amendment with the minister and the member for Swan Hills, who 
primarily represents the Swan Valley area.  It is an indication of goodwill that we are able to come to an 
agreement on this issue.  I am quite happy to have it placed on record that other members and I on this side of the 
chamber are happy to support the two amendments, which I guess will be moved separately.  I thank the minister 
for her approach and for agreeing to these amendments.  I am confident they will give provide the appropriate 
wording in that clause to accommodate the concerns that I think we on both sides genuinely had. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  I understand that these amendments have been circulated but are not on the notice 
paper.  I ask the minister, therefore, to read them for the benefit of Hansard. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  The second two amendments really constitute one amendment, so I will deal with 
the first one separately.  I move - 

Page 9, line 10 - To insert after “proceedings” the words - 
and the subject matter under consideration is not being considered for the first time. 

I will explain this amendment.  The provision that we are inserting in the bill, which we are now amending with 
this caveat, is very much a standard template that has been introduced into most legislation since about 1998 for 
most decision-making and deliberative bodies, such as the port authorities, the Forest Products Commission and 
the electricity and gas commissions.  Body after body has this clause that allows teleconferencing.  Quite often it 
is difficult for all members of a body who might want to participate in a discussion to be personally present, not 
just because they do not live close by but because of the sheer pressure of business.  Indeed, quite a number of 
members of the Swan Valley Planning Committee who have very active businesses and travel from time to time 
want to participate in meetings when they are away.  There is also, as I pointed out, the need to have more 
frequent meetings so that the negotiation on a matter that is being considered by the City of Swan can be 
concluded.  We have therefore agreed to include this caveat to make it clear that teleconferencing can be used 
when a matter that has already been the subject of discussion in a proper committee meeting requires subsequent 
deliberations. 

Mr G. SNOOK:  I agree with the minister on this amendment.  The important element of the amendment is that 
it applies to a second consideration by the committee.  I understand that in the first instance the committee must 
meet to make a deliberation and that if, as the minister said, there are some concerns within the City of Swan, 
which is the local authority, the committee can then have a briefing on the same matter via a videoconference.  
We support the amendment. 

Amendment put and passed. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  The next two amendments are in effect one amendment.  Is it possible for me to 
move them together? 
Leave granted for the following amendments to be moved together. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I move - 

Page 9, line 15 - To insert after “members;” -  

and 
Page 9, lines 16 to 18 - To delete - 

a majority of the members who signify a response; and 

(c) the majority includes not less than 6 
and insert instead - 

all 
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Mr G. SNOOK:  This amendment is absolutely essential and we are very comfortable with it.  As the minister 
identified right up front, there is a need to ensure approval from all committee members.  We support both 
amendments. 
Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  I thank the minister for making these amendments, with which I also agree.  I am 
pleased that the minister saw the need for them.  My whole purpose in highlighting this clause was my desire to 
strengthen the legislation, as I regard planning matters as very important to the owners of land and the overall 
vision of the area.  It is a good area; as I have previously said, I have been to the Swan Valley several times.  We 
are trying to get this decision right for the people in the area who have owned property for some time.  It is really 
important for the vision of the area that these matters were raised.  I therefore thank the minister for moving the 
amendments. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I place on record my thanks to the members who have contributed to this debate.  I 
spent eight years in opposition and I know the frustration of having an amendment rejected that I felt would 
enhance legislation.  Occasionally I would get one through.  Therefore, my view is that although we will have 
differences of opinion that go to philosophical or important matters of policy, from time to time it is important to 
use the full range of skills available to the Parliament.  I know from having been in opposition that it is a hard 
job, and we appreciate and want to give effect to the good ideas that members have to enhance legislation. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I ask the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure to explain how the last amendment to 
lines 16 to 18 on page 9 will now read.  Will paragraph (c) stay in? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  No, (c) is out. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  Removed? 
Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  Yes. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  So, how will it now read? 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Paragraph (b) will now read - 

the document is assented to by all. 
Therefore, the first amendment, which is to insert “and” is being moved because we now have only two 
paragraphs rather than three.  We have taken off the end of paragraph (b) and all of paragraph (c), so that the 
clause will read “the document is assented to by all”.  This requires that all members must agree to any 
resolution sent to them by way of a circularised motion.  That is to make sure that there is no shortcutting, or that 
a group of people cannot get together - perhaps a bare majority - and move a resolution without any formal 
discussion.  This provision requires the agreement of all members to pass a resolution. 
Amendments put and passed. 
Clause, as amended, put and passed. 

Clauses 17 to 20 put and passed. 

Schedule 1 put and passed. 
Title put and passed. 

House adjourned at 10.01 pm 
__________ 

 


