
Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 23 November 2005] 

 p7660b-7661a 
Dr Kim Hames; Dr Graham Jacobs; Mr Jim McGinty 

 [1] 

MEDICAL RADIATION TECHNOLOGISTS BILL 2005 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 20 October. 

DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville) [3.06 pm]:  This side of the house will support the bill.  Therefore, given that 
fact, and the amount of business that still needs to be done by the house today, I do not intend to spend a long 
time on this bill.   

This bill provides a framework for the registration of persons as medical radiation technologists, and for 
regulation of the practice of medical radiation technology.  Medical radiation technologists are currently - to my 
surprise, I might add - not registered in Western Australia.  That means they have no board, no complaints 
procedure and no disciplinary procedure.  This legislation provides for the establishment of a Medical Radiation 
Technologists Registration Board in the same way as will be set up for osteopaths under the Osteopaths Bill 
2005.  The title “medical radiation technologist” covers three types of people: diagnostic radiographers, nuclear 
medicine technologists and radiation therapists.  Diagnostic radiographers primarily perform radiography 
procedures using X-ray equipment.  In most cases those X-rays are requested by doctors or nurse practitioners.  
Nuclear medicine technologists use radiation to perform certain diagnostic and therapeutic procedures.  The most 
common example is a barium enema or barium meal, which requires radioactive particles to be administered.  
Another example is a positron emission tomography scan, where radioactive glucose is injected into a vein, and 
through the PET scan it is possible to determine whether cancer cells are located in the areas in which the 
glucose has concentrated.  Radiation therapists deliver radiation therapy doses to various parts of the body for 
the treatment of disease, primarily cancer.  All three of these fields are extremely important.  As I have said, I 
was surprised to hear that these people are currently not registered and have no board to oversee their operations.  
Presumably, this board will be set up in the same way as most of the other boards.  The legislation contains 
requirements, as per the Osteopaths Bill, dealing with disciplinary procedures, membership of the board, actions 
of the board, and actions that can be taken to set up committees and deal with public relations issues relating to 
the profession.  All those things are required, hence our support for the bill.   

The bill makes consequential amendments to several acts such as the Civil Liability Act 2002 and the Radiation 
Safety Act 1975, including the insertion of a definition of “medical radiation technologist”.  The amendments 
will also enable a medical radiation technologist to be a member of the board of the Radiological Council.  I 
have already mentioned the Radiological Council, which has been in place since 1975 and is a licensing body 
that provides licences to enable the people who have undergone training in the field to perform their tasks.  
However, the council does not have the power to do other things that a board might undertake.  The bill provides 
that where the licence requirements differ from the requirements of the board, the requirements of the licensing 
body will have preference.   

The radiation technology profession has been around for a long time.  It is a very well-respected profession.  The 
training that is undertaken by radiation technologists is extremely detailed and obviously requires a tertiary 
course.  The tasks undertaken by radiation technologists potentially pose great risks to the people who are being 
treated.  From that point of view, it is logical for radiation technologists to be registered.   

It is interesting that you are in the chair, Mr Acting Speaker (Dr S.C. Thomas), because you are one of the 
members from our side of the house who will speak on the bill.  We will hopefully be able to keep the other bill 
going a little longer, given that we will oppose the next bill, to give you the opportunity to be relieved so that 
you can participate in the debate.  I once again indicate the opposition’s support for this bill.   

DR G.G. JACOBS (Roe) [3.13 pm]:  I, too, lend my support to the bill, which will register a very important 
group of people and bring structure to their profession.  The house has dealt with a number of similar bills to 
provide regulatory structures for podiatrists, physiotherapists, chiropractors, occupational therapists and others.  
The legislation came about as a result of the new national competition policy, which is a federal policy that states 
that unless it can be shown and justified by a regulation within an act to be otherwise, some of the organisations, 
structures and set-ups with which I am involved in the medical area could be deemed to be anticompetitive.  To 
justify an ordered regulation in a particular area - for instance, in the health area or allied health areas - an 
organisation that delivers a practice or conducts a number of practices must be seen to be regulated to protect the 
public, and there is a need because of the potential to do harm in those practices to establish an act that regulates 
a practice or codes of practice.  That is why we are faced with a litany of bills to give organisations that conduct 
practices a regulatory structure.   

Clearly, in this case, the group of medical imaging, nuclear medicine and radiation therapists who are covered by 
this bill are deemed to be in a practice or in the conduct of practices that need to be regulated to protect the 
public or reduce any potential to do harm to the public.  In that light, a structure is set out in this bill that refers to 
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a registration board and the registration of medical radiation technologists.  There are some disciplinary issues, 
impairment matters and a complaints process, as well as offences and codes of practice.  Similar to the 
osteopaths’ template, this bill also creates the structure, the code of practice and other avenues to deal with 
disciplinary matters and offences, which is important in the medical radiation technology industry.   

I too will support this bill because of the matters I have outlined; that is, the need to produce a structure to 
deliver best practice and to reduce potential harm to the public of Western Australia.  Similar to my colleague 
the member for Dawesville, I will support this bill for the betterment of medical radiation technology within the 
state of Western Australia. 

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 Mr J.A. McGinty (Minister for Health), and transmitted to the Council.   
 


