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LIVE SHEEP TRADE, ADVICE FROM COMMONWEALTH LAW OFFICERS 

88. Hon LYNN MacLAREN to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Local 
Government and Regional Development: 

(1) In the question of legal matters and governance, has it been the practice of this minister’s agency under 
the Gallop government to seek advice first from the State Solicitor’s Office and then from 
commonwealth law officers? 

(2) (a) If yes, how many times has this occurred? 

 (b) If no, why has this practice taken place in relation to Animals Australia’s complaint about live 
sheep transport aboard the Al Kuwait? 

(3) Given that the State Solicitor’s Office is capable of providing advice on all state and federal laws, what 
public benefit derives from the minister’s action in seeking advice from commonwealth law officers in 
this or any other matter of legal advice? 

(4) In relation to the matter of Animals Australia’s complaint, what are the additional costs to the taxpayer 
of seeking advice from commonwealth law officers over and above that advice already provided by the 
State Solicitor’s Office? 

Hon KIM CHANCE replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1)-(4) The questions again refer to a case pending adjudication in a court of law and are therefore out of order 
pursuant to Legislative Council standing order 140(a)(iii). 

That is the answer I have been provided with, but because I have some responsibility in this area I just 
want to add to that.  The reason that the commonwealth law officers’ opinion was sought is that the live 
export trade is commonwealth controlled.  That essentially goes to the centre of what the Supreme 
Court will be adjudicating on.  Therefore, I cannot give any advice on that.  However, the state found it 
necessary, given the government’s assumption that this is commonwealth controlled trade, which it is, 
that the commonwealth needed to have a say in whether jurisdictional issues existed.  I think that is a 
pretty clear position.  I hope that it helps the member.  It is a jurisdictional issue that needs to be 
resolved.  

The PRESIDENT:  I note in that answer that the Leader of the House can provide any answer he likes.  
However, it is interesting to hear a view about standing orders that I do not share and that has nothing to do with 
standing orders. 
 


