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HEALTH PRACTITIONER REGULATION NATIONAL LAW (WA) AMENDMENT BILL 2017 

Third Reading 

MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Minister for Health) [12.32 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands) [12.32 pm]: I have a few closing remarks on the third reading of this 
Health Practitioner Regulation National Law (WA) Amendment Bill. I congratulate the staff of the Department of 
Health for their very comprehensive briefing and the minister for his assistance with the briefings and for providing 
me with information as required on a timely basis. I thank him also for providing answers during consideration in 
detail to the number of questions I raised. I thought he might have given a better explanation of the reasons for 
clause 2. I thought he might have explained that if the Queensland bill is in operation and there is a one-day delay, 
only part 1 will take effect. Part 1 covers commencement arrangements so if there is a one-day delay, it would 
make sure that the order was sequential but if the Queensland legislation has not come into operation, it will be 
okay to wait because that will implement the legislation. I think that is what the minister meant to say. 

Mr R.H. Cook: I think I enunciated that with great clarity! 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I thought his comment on proposed section 71 was satisfactory. I understand the minister 
might elaborate a little more to give clarity to proposed section 71, but I will wait for those comments. 

In my second reading contribution I did not talk about my personal experience. The substantive part of this bill is 
that it will cover paramedics. A lot of us might have had interaction with ambulances. Unfortunately, during 
a fatality on a worksite an ambulance was needed onsite. The person unfortunately died, so it was a traumatic 
experience. In the 1980s, when someone died, that was life. It was traumatic for about 80 people on a remote part 
of Great Northern Highway. We would take half a day off and then get back to work. That was life. It is good to 
hear people who commented during the second reading debate how things have changed since then and there is 
a bit more advice and support for people such as ambulance drivers who have been through a traumatic experience. 

I have also had the privilege of being in an ambulance when I was unfortunately in immense pain. It ended up 
being due to a kidney stone. For the information of people who have not had a kidney stone, they are quite painful. 
It was not man flu as people in my household thought it was! It was a kidney stone. They eventually called an 
ambulance and thank goodness for the care of the ambulance driver, who recognised the symptoms and gave me 
stuff that did not really help at all! Paramedics do a great job. 

The other personal story I want to mention is — 

Ms M.M. Quirk: By the way, shadow minister, passing a kidney stone is not equivalent to many stories we have 
heard about childbirth. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I was not going to go there because I knew this would happen; I have been told it is more 
painful, but that is another story. I will not go into that debate. 
I want to conclude with one other important aspect of this Health Practitioner Regulation National Law (WA) 
Amendment Bill—namely, a provision for community members being on boards. When I was chief of staff to the 
Minister for Health in 1993—a long time ago—a number of boards reported to the Minister for Health. I will not 
single out the board but people will guess it anyway. As a chief of staff does, I took lots of phone calls from people 
with all sorts of complaints. A lady rang up to complain about a medical practitioner. Let us call him 
“Medical Phil”. The person said that 50 people had made complaints against the medical practitioner, and Perth is 
a small place. When the lady mentioned the name of the practitioner, I recalled someone quite close to me 
mentioning the very same practitioner with the same issue. I said that I knew at least one other person in that 
situation, so there were at least 51 complaints. When I asked what was happening, the lady had been to the board 
with complaints over more than 10 years and nothing had happened because the same practitioners were on the 
board. One of the good things about the way the boards will be set up is that board members will not know the 
people who are being complained about. That was a real incident and there was eventually a good outcome. In 
those days, the 50 people would have had no notification about the outcome. That is one of the practical outcomes 
this bill will provide for all professionals, and I fully support that. 
Mr R.H. Cook: The instigation of the Australian Health Practitioners Regulation Agency is an important 
contribution to professionalising that whole complaints process. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: Yes. Those issues that happened in 1994, which obviously happened 10 years before that, 
were ongoing and now there is less likelihood of that. I commend the bill to the house and look forward to the 
minister’s closing comments. 
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MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Minister for Health) [12.38 pm] — in reply: I would like to thank all members 
for their contributions and, in particular, the opposition for supporting this important legislation, the 
Health Practitioner Regulation National Law (WA) Amendment Bill 2017. As the member for Nedlands just 
observed, it is important that we have a good, professional framework for the work of health practitioners. From 
that perspective, this legislation will reflect not only the good work of the government before us but also the work 
of governments into the future as we continue to refine, modify and adapt the system to meet the needs of the 
community. 
I again acknowledge Hon Kim Hames, who did a lot of the work and leadership nationally on the progress we 
have made on paramedics. It is good to see the fruits of his labour today. I will clarify, to the extent that I can, 
clause 24, which relates to section 71. To go over old ground, proposed sections 71(1) and (2) apply to health 
professions for which there are no divisions in the register; for example, a medical practitioner in a single division 
can hold only one limited registration because there are no divisions in the register. However, proposed sections 
71(3) and (4) apply to health practitioners for which there are divisions in the register. For example, a dental 
hygienist or dental therapist can now hold limited registration in another division of the health profession. For 
example, they can hold limited registration as a hygienist and as a dentist. This consequential amendment is 
required because of the amendment to clause 23, which amends section 65, and is a result of the independent 
review, which recommends multiple registration subtypes in limited registration in recommendation 32 and 
appendix 11 of the review. 
I again thank members for their contributions to the debate. I also thank the staff in both my office and the 
department who have brought about this difficult and complicated legislation. In particular, I thank 
Julie Armstrong, one of my senior health officers; Anne Cooper, senior legislative adviser, adviser legal with 
legislative services; and Tracy Martin, principal midwife adviser, Nursing and Midwifery Office. With that, 
I commend the bill to the house. 
Question put and passed. 
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council.  
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