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VETERINARY SURGEONS AMENDMENT BILL 2009 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 18 March. 

HON JON FORD (Mining and Pastoral) [9.41 pm]: The opposition supports the bill. It is a very simple bill, 
which seeks to clarify who can and cannot be qualified to be a veterinary surgeon across jurisdictions. At the 
moment there is a chance that somebody whose qualifications would not be recognised in this state could be 
recognised in other jurisdictions, and this measure seeks to fix that situation. In saying that, we support the bill.  

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [9.42 pm]: The purpose of the Veterinary Surgeons Amendment 
Bill 2009 is to amend the Veterinary Surgeons Act 1960 by redressing the requirements for registration as a 
veterinary surgeon in Western Australia. The bill amends section 20 of the Veterinary Surgeons Act 1960. It 
amends the requirement for veterinary surgeons to have completed a degree at an Australian university, opening 
up to tertiary institutions prescribed by regulations. This bill is about making the WA prerequisites for 
registration as rigorous as the requirements in other states. We do not object to that goal and will support the bill, 
but I will make comments on three aspects.  

Firstly, I note the bill was not introduced into the Legislative Assembly but came into the Legislative Council at 
the first instance. I wonder whether that indicates a new trend that in cases in which the responsible minister is a 
member of the Legislative Council, the bill is likely to be introduced here first. I understand that this option only 
applies to bills without financial implications. I am seeking some indication. I am asking that because such bills 
have a significantly shorter period before debate is brought on, and for my office staff needing to prepare for 
such bills, it makes the time frame very tight. If we are likely to see more bills introduced into the Legislative 
Council first, it would be appreciated if the Leader of the House could provide us with advanced warning and 
give us an indication of those bills earlier to prevent any delay in debate. That is a general comment, whether this 
indeed is a trend or not.  

My second concern regards another trend, of which this bill is an example, regarding the substitution of 
definitive legal terms with provisions made by regulations. This is a very skeletal bill. Although I acknowledge 
that regulations are subject to disallowance motions, in my view the actual bill should indicate more. The bill 
transfers the decision, in terms of what qualifications will be recognised, basically to the executive. It takes the 
opportunity for scrutiny out of this process. I acknowledge that the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated 
Legislation does good work in examining regulations. The terms of reference relate to quite technical matters. 
With a bill like this before the house, where the substantive matter as to what will be formally recognised as a 
qualification for veterinary surgeons is to come up in regulations rather than being spelt out in the bill, it requires 
us to be vigilant when those regulations come through. This process is not terribly satisfactory in that regard. We 
note that although this is not a particularly controversial area, and although we will support the bill, we do not 
particularly like bills that are so skeletal in nature.  

The third concern relates more generally to veterinary surgeons in Western Australia. From the 2008 annual 
report of the WA Veterinary Surgeons Board I understand that there are now more than 1 100 veterinary 
surgeons registered in WA and more than 500 veterinary nurses. Regulations have worked well and the system 
needs to be supported. Quite frankly, I could not work out why the bill simply could not prescribe that the 
qualifications for veterinary surgeons should meet the same requirements as they do in other states. I think it is a 
little minimalist. However, having said that, we will not oppose the bill. We will support the bill as it has been 
presented.  

HON ROBYN McSWEENEY (South West � Minister for Child Protection) [9.47 pm] � in reply: I thank 
Hon Jon Ford and Hon Giz Watson for their contributions. It is a very simple bill. To answer Hon Giz Watson�s 
question as to why it is in the Legislative Council at first instance, I believe it is because it had no financial 
implications and was indeed a very simple bill. I will read out what I have as it might go some way to answering 
some of those questions that Hon Giz Watson asked.  

The Veterinary Surgeons Act regulates veterinary practice in Western Australia. Section 20 of the act requires 
that to be registered as a veterinary surgeon, a person must be of �good fame and character� and must prove they 
hold a degree from an Australian university or from an overseas university accredited by the Australasian 
Veterinary Boards Council, AVBC. All other states require an Australian university to be accredited by the 
AVBC before allowing a graduate of that university to become a registered veterinary surgeon. Currently four 
universities�those of Queensland, Sydney and Melbourne and Murdoch University�offer undergraduate 
veterinary science courses. New undergraduate veterinary courses are proposed in Townsville, Wagga Wagga 
and Adelaide, but the standards of these degree courses are as yet unknown. The University of Queensland 
course has currently being identified as deficient by the AVBC. I guess that answers why they are doing this.  



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Tuesday, 5 May 2009] 

 p3227b-3228a 
Hon Jon Ford; Hon Giz Watson; Hon Robyn McSweeney 

 [2] 

The amendment deletes automatic registration for Australian university graduates and allows the state to 
prescribe by regulation a specific university or class of university whose graduates will be considered as 
accredited. This will allow the state, should it so desire, to adopt all AVBC accredited universities as accepted 
accredited universities. It will bring the state to the same position as other states. Vets already registered in WA 
will retain their registration if their university loses accreditation, as the university was deemed to be accredited 
when the vet graduated. Only new graduates will be affected.  

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 Hon Robyn McSweeney (Minister for Child Protection), and transmitted 
to the Assembly.  
 


