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ELECTRONIC TRANSACTIONS BILL 2011 

Second Reading 

Resumed from 23 February. 

HON LYNN MacLAREN (South Metropolitan) [5.12 pm]: The Greens (WA) will support this bill. However, 
I wanted to note to the house and the minister that the Electronic Transactions Bill is uniform legislation that was 
referred to the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review. I draw attention to the report 
from that committee, which is not an onerous read. The report is a matter of a few pages, and basically laments 
the fact that the committee did not get any information on this bill in time to review it and to inform this house 
about its ramifications and whether it will achieve the goals set out, presumably, by all states in Australia to 
implement the electronic transactions system. This is a failure of the system, and I would like to hear the 
parliamentary secretary representing the Attorney General’s comments on this matter. It was difficult for us to 
determine whether this is a good bill. The reason we have the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and 
Statutes Review is to provide us with that information. The recommendation of the committee was that the 
Premier issue a Premier’s circular on uniform legislation, emphasising the need to provide the committee with 
supporting documents on the date of tabling a uniform bill in the Parliament. Perhaps the debate on this bill can 
be in reference to the need to get that information for the committee.  

As far as Greens’ policies go, we support mechanisms to promote sustainable international trade and we want to 
strengthen the regulatory frameworks for banks and financial institutions to ensure that consumers and investors 
are better protected. This bill appears to do that, and we support the bill. The standing committee should have 
been given adequate time to review the bill and it should have been given the supporting documentation to do 
that review. Because of our policy position, we do not oppose the bill; we support the bill.  

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [5.15 pm]: The opposition will 
support the Electronic Transactions Bill 2011. I note that it was stated in the second reading speech that the 
intent of the bill is to ensure that the conduct of commercial arrangements in Western Australia that are done 
electronically is regulated by internationally recognised legal standards, and this bill gives effect to that. The bill 
repeals the Electronic Transactions Act 2003, which incorporated the model provisions that were established as 
far back as 1996 by the United Nations Commission on International Trade Law. Until quite recently, all 
Australian jurisdictions were based on that 1996 model. The updates before us in the bill have taken into account 
the rapid changes that have occurred in the conduct of electronic commercial arrangements since that time. 
Electronic commerce is an area of rapid advancement, and with that comes rapid attempts to undermine the legal 
conduct of commercial arrangements. Just as quickly as the technology is advancing, so are the attempts to 
undermine the security of those commercial arrangements. This bill goes some significant way towards bringing 
those laws up to date. To that extent, the bill does not introduce any new measures that are inherently 
controversial. It does not significantly change things. However, it does make sure that our laws in areas governed 
by technology are, as much as possible, up to date. I again indicate that the opposition is happy to support the 
bill.  

HON MICHAEL MISCHIN (North Metropolitan — Parliamentary Secretary) [5.17 pm] — in reply: I 
thank honourable members for indicating the support of their respective parties for the passage of the Electronic 
Transactions Bill 2011. I take on board the issue raised by Hon Lynn MacLaren. The bill was referred to the 
Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review pursuant to standing order 230A, and there 
was a lack of content in the report subsequently presented to the house. It has been suggested that the failure of 
the committee to report on the substantive matters contained in the bill was as a result of dilatoriness on the part 
of the government. I need to address that point. The purpose of my making these comments is not to complain or 
cast blame on the committee but, effectively, to at least make it understood why this report may not have 
contained substantive comment on the merits of the bill through an analysis of it. Ordinarily I might not say 
anything at all. I have had some discussions with the Chairman of the Standing Committee on Uniform 
Legislation and Statutes Review, Hon Adele Farina, who has given me some background, which was not a 
revealing of the deliberations of the committee by any means, but some information that has helped me to 
understand how things came about. I need to answer a couple of questions that are raised by the introductory 
comments in the report and address the issues that have caused Hon Lynn MacLaren some concern.  

Debate adjourned, pursuant to temporary orders.  
 


