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CONSUMER CREDIT (WESTERN AUSTRALIA) AMENDMENT BILL 2002 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 7 May. 

HON LOUISE PRATT (East Metropolitan) [8.10 pm]:  This legislation is important for the protection of 
consumers in their dealings with difficult issues, such as negotiating the best choice of loan and the like.  A 
significant part of the Bill introduces nationally consistent consumer credit protection, which will enable any 
future amendments to the Consumer Credit (Western Australian) Code to be dealt with in a more timely manner.  
There has been some debate on the use of template legislation, and this legislation is a more timely way of 
delivering rights to consumers.  Historically, there was a delay in drafting and bringing into the Western 
Australian Parliament consumer protection legislation.  That delay made it difficult for Western Australia to 
participate in a nationally consistent scheme and to deliver rights to consumers quickly.  The use of template 
legislation is a more efficient way of delivering those rights to consumers.  Although the issue of Western 
Australia surrendering sovereignty has been raised, some amendments to the legislation will enable the Western 
Australian Parliament to continue to scrutinise the changes. 

The legislation will introduce mandatory comparison rate advertising to assist consumers to identify the true cost 
of credit offered by credit providers.  I know from having been presented with different options when I took out 
a mortgage last year that it is indeed very confusing to try to work out the best choice of loan and to compare 
rates between different lenders.  Comparing interest rates on a loan is obviously only one part of the picture.  The 
amendments to the legislation on comparison rates will also serve to strengthen the truth-in-lending objectives of 
the code by prescribing the manner in which fixed-term loan products are advertised.  The Bill makes provision 
for statements to be made about interest rate comparisons and puts an obligation on lenders to advertise their 
products in such a way that it will make it easier for consumers to compare one product with another.  Since the 
introduction of the code in 1996, lenders have introduced a range of fees and charges on consumer loan products.  
The combination of those fees, charges and interest rates made it difficult for consumers to compare the cost of 
credit between different lenders, which is why these changes became necessary.   

The changes to the legislation will mean that advertisements quoting an interest rate for fixed-term loans, such as 
home loans and personal loans, must state a comparison rate based on prescribed assumptions and for schedules 
to be made available to consumers on request when they apply for credit.  Credit providers will be required to 
simplify the total cost of a loan, including fees and charges, into a single percentage rate.  Notwithstanding that, 
consumers will need to be aware of other aspects, such as adding flexibility into a loan.  Some aspects of a loan 
cannot be packaged with a comparison rate because the loan may not be substantially equivalent to other loan 
products. 

Another provision to come into force under this legislation is an increase in the civil penalty from two years to 
six years for breaches of the legislation.  Previously in Western Australia the opportunity to pursue civil 
penalties closed after two years; that is now extended to six years.  In the event of a credit provider breaching a 
key requirement of the code - for example, the failure to disclose details of fees and charges applying to the loan 
- the Department of Consumer and Employment Protection, as the regulator, will be able to apply to the court to 
impose on the credit provider a civil penalty.  Currently the Department of Consumer and Employment 
Protection must do that within two years.  When one considers that some people’s loans stretch for some 30 
years, complaints about credit contracts may not always occur in the first couple of years of a loan contract.  The 
amendment to the legislation will therefore increase the limitation period to six years.  That same limitation 
period applies to many other civil penalties.  The passage of this Bill will obviate the necessity for Western 
Australia to pass consistent amendments to the credit code every time they are made to the code in Queensland, 
on which this legislation is based.  However, the Parliament will be able to scrutinise further amendments to the 
legislation. 

Financial institutions and credit providers that provide credit for personal, domestic or household purposes are 
required to comply with this code.  The code regulates all stages of the lending process, from advertising and 
pre-contractual negotiations through to enforcing a credit contract.  It is generally agreed that the uniform 
Consumer Credit Code is a successful and appropriate approach for regulating the consumer credit marketplace 
in Australia.  It was first mooted in 1993 and came into force in 1996.  It ensures uniform laws between different 
jurisdictions across the country. 

The national web site of the Consumer Credit Code provides detailed information to consumers about the kinds 
of questions they should ask before they sign a contract.  This is the kind of protection provided by the code and 
the kinds of issues with which people can be assisted.  Previously credit contracts offered to consumers were 
often inconsistent with other contracts and could not be compared; for example, non-disclosure of all 
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information in a contract.  Credit providers must give the following information in credit contracts so that 
consumers can compare one contract with another: the amount of credit to be provided; the annual percentage of 
rates; the method of calculating interest; the total amount of interest and the period in which the contract must be 
paid; credit fees and charges to be paid; the method of informing consumers about changes to the contract; any 
default rate of interest and how it is calculated; the frequency of account statements; details of relevant 
commission charges; information on whether a mortgage or guarantee applies; and details of credit-related 
insurance financed under the contract.  Prior to the movement to introduce consumer credit rights, it was very 
difficult for consumers to make comparisons of these issues.  The provisions in this Bill apply to a range of 
financial products, including personal loans, credit cards, overdrafts, housing loans, payday loans, mortgages 
including for the hire of goods, continuing credit accounts and guarantees.  Therefore a wide range of financial 
services that people receive are covered by the Consumer Credit Code.   

Consumers need to be careful because the code does not cover insurance premiums paid by instalments, 
consumer leases, credit for investment purposes, pawnbrokers, employee loans and a range of other things.  In 
general terms, the code covers the range of key lending factors that consumers access; for example, all fees and 
charges related to a loan that a borrower must pay under the loan contract, establishment and valuation fees 
attendant to the loan, ongoing fees, the amount borrowed, the term of the loan and the repayment frequency.  A 
comparison rate is calculated using a standard formula that takes into account all those factors.  When checking 
comparison rates listed by different credit providers, a consumer needs to ensure that the rates cover the same 
amount and terms across the board. 

All major financial institutions and other providers of credit, including banks, building societies, credit unions, 
finance companies, friendly societies, retail stores and other businesses, government bodies offering credit and 
payday lenders, are covered by the code. 

The new changes will come into effect from 1 July 2003.  That is why the Government is pursuing the legislation 
with some urgency.  The rights of consumers must be enforced from the new financial year, so that there is 
stability for financial institutions and consumers.  Western Australian financial institutions must be able to bring 
the new rights and entitlements online and be consistent with the national regime.  I commend the Bill to the 
House.  

HON MURRAY CRIDDLE (Agricultural) [8.22 pm]:  I do not intend to speak for very long because I have 
noticed that amendments on the supplementary notice paper, to some degree, cover my main concern.  That 
concern relates to agreements binding signatories to either adopt the Queensland template of consumer credit 
legislation or enact legislation that is consistent with the template.  The Western Australian Government’s policy 
at the time was to adopt the latter approach.  I am not in favour of falling into line with other States in matters 
that are ticked off by the ministerial council without the opportunity of this Parliament having an input.  As I 
understand them, the amendments on the supplementary notice paper will give both Houses of Parliament the 
opportunity to debate the issues before they are passed.  I am referring to the amendments to the Consumer 
Credit (Western Australia) Code and the Consumer Credit (Western Australia) Code Regulations.  That being 
the case, I will listen to the debate in Committee.  I am happy for the legislation to go forward on the basis that 
amendments will be made to it. 
HON ALAN CADBY (North Metropolitan) [8.23 pm]:  I will make a few comments about the indicative rate 
compared to the nominal rate.  There is a feeling that the comparative rate is a better indicator of the cost of 
money than the nominal rate.  I suggest that is not the case.  Even with a particular bank, consumers cannot 
compare the rates because each loan has certain conditions comprising specific variables.  One change to one 
variable can make a considerable difference in the comparison rate.  Consumers must not rely on the comparison 
rate to be a true indicator of the cost of money.  Consumers should look at the nominal rate and the fees to 
determine the total amount they are expected to pay.  One small change, whether it be paying fortnightly or 
monthly or paying a bit extra, can have a major effect on the comparison rate.  That is a warning to consumers.  
The comparison rate is not the true cost of borrowing money.  Consumers have to do far more research than that.  
The reliance on the comparison rate is misleading.  I warn consumers to look beyond the rate. 
HON NICK GRIFFITHS (East Metropolitan - Minister for Racing and Gaming) [8.26 pm]:  I thank members 
who have spoken.  I note Hon Alan Cadby’s warning to consumers.  In his observations, Hon Murray Criddle 
made reference to what the Government has foreshadowed in the event that the Bill is read a second time.  If it 
is, the Government will propose that amendments be put to the Committee so that the method of dealing with 
matters in Tasmania applies rather than that originally contemplated when the Bill was first brought before the 
House.  That is proposed as a result of the observations of members, particularly Hon Barry House and Hon Dee 
Margetts.  Should the Committee, and in due course the House, agree to go down that path, in order for what 
would otherwise be the template of provisions to take effect, each House of this Parliament would have to agree 
to a draft order.  In the event that is agreed to, the draft order will be gazetted.  In addition, there is a further 
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safeguard, which is the period specified in the proposed amendment on the supplementary notice paper.  The 
minister with the responsibility for this legislation will cause the Parliament to be informed in an appropriate 
way to facilitate committees and members of the Parliament examining proposals before a draft order is 
considered.  On the Government’s part, it is hoped that the proposal will meet the concerns members have raised.  
In raising those concerns they have voiced their opposition to the proposition of ticking off on template 
legislation that passes through the one House of the Queensland Parliament, which constitutes the Queensland 
Government. 
Question put and passed. 
Bill read a second time.   

Committee 
The Chairman of Committees (Hon George Cash) in the Chair; Hon Nick Griffiths (Minister for Racing and 
Gaming) in charge of the Bill. 
Clause 1:  Short title - 
Hon BARRY HOUSE:  I take this opportunity to explain the Opposition’s position.  It may be a little confusing 
for those members who read Hansard because we had proposed to vote against the second reading on the basis 
of the legislation as first proposed in this Chamber but we have just supported the second reading.  We have just 
supported the second reading because, in the interim, the Government has agreed to make some amendments to 
the Bill that satisfy our concerns.  Those amendments will provide the Western Australian Parliament with an 
opportunity for some scrutiny.  During the second reading debate, I expressed the Opposition’s objection to 
template legislation being enacted by the Queensland Parliament - one House of Parliament throughout Australia 
- and the rest of Australia being forced to follow that legislation.  However, the Government has come back with 
amendments that, in a sense, propose a solution.  I am pleased that it has taken our advice, and that of Hon Dee 
Margetts and others, to adopt the compromise situation, which has been in place in the Tasmanian Parliament for 
a few years.  It will certainly improve the accountability of the legislation for this Parliament and, through the 
Parliament, for the people of Western Australia.    
In my briefings I was led to understand that the trigger for the draft order to be put before both Houses of the 
Western Australian Parliament would occur within seven days of the ministerial council agreeing to a course of 
action.  As I read the amendments, that trigger will occur within seven days of its appearing on the Notice Paper 
of the Queensland Parliament.  Perhaps the minister can explain that to the Committee.  Our preference is for 
uniform legislation to protect the sovereignty of the Western Australian Parliament.  However, we will agree to 
this compromise and to the amendments on the basis that the industry wants a more responsive position, and that 
has been put to us.  I will read an extract from a letter from the Australian Finance Conference to Mr Dan 
Sullivan, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, who has responsibility for this portfolio for the Liberal Party.  
One paragraph of the letter reads -  

Accepting and appreciating the Opposition’s position on the “template” mechanism of delivering 
nationally uniform regulatory outcomes, AFC would ask that the Opposition consider the approach 
taken in Tasmania where the legislature there had similar principled reasons.  In that jurisdiction, 
changes to the UCCC and its Regulations (as legislated in Queensland) do not automatically apply as 
law, but must first be approved by both Houses of Parliament.  This is done by the tabling of a draft 
proclamation in each House to the effect that specified changes to the Queensland credit law can apply 
in Tasmania.  This allows the Government to explain to each House the rationale and nature of the 
changes, and for . . . each House to consider whether the changes are appropriate for Tasmania.  Once 
approved by both Houses, the Governor-in-Council is authorised to make the proclamation and the 
changes become law on the nominated date.  In the 3 Code changes so far, no proclamation has been 
rejected by either House of the Tasmanian Parliament.   

There is a letter of a similar tone to Mr Sullivan from the Australian Bankers Association setting out its wish for 
a more responsive position.  We can certainly appreciate the need for a more responsive legislative framework.  
It is a useful outcome for this legislation, for the industry and, more importantly, for this Chamber.   
It is worth considering for a moment that this has been achieved as a result of debate in this Chamber, the 
numbers in this Chamber and the fact that Western Australia has a bicameral system.  If this legislation had been 
debated and legislated through the Queensland Parliament, none of those opportunities would have arisen.  It is a 
very useful example of the value of the Western Australian bicameral system to achieve what we jointly believe 
is a better legislative outcome.  On that basis, I foreshadow that the Opposition will support all the amendments 
that the Government will move during debate on subsequent clauses.   
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Hon DEE MARGETTS:  I echo a number of the comments made by Hon Barry House about this legislation.  
When it was first introduced to this Chamber and debated, there was a level of shock and horror.  That is similar 
to how people reacted when I explained what was being proposed.  We know that ministerial councils can 
virtually be given their running orders by a federal bureaucrat and that there are all sorts of ways that ministerial 
councils can reach a decision or a second-best option or can be bulldozed into adopting a common position for 
whatever reason.  Ministerial councils are subject to certain sorts of information, and there are no indications that 
they get wider views from others who may know that whatever is proposed at their meetings is not the best idea.  
We are operating on the assumption that something that has originated from some federal bureaucrat or 
bureaucrats and then come out of the ministerial council and gone through the Queensland Parliament will 
necessarily be good.  That is a very dangerous assumption.  I can think of many examples in which ministerial 
councils have made unfortunate decisions or bureaucrats have foisted unfortunate decisions onto ministerial 
council meetings.   
There is a grave concern within the Greens (WA) that this is not an acceptable way for us to adopt legislation.  
We realise that many people in consumer groups feel there is an urgency, but I do not think they can assume that, 
once the checks and balances are removed, the kind of changes we would get would necessarily always be in 
their interests.  They may well have lived to regret it if Western Australia had adopted that mechanism.  I am not 
entirely comfortable that we are not treating it as our own legislation.  However, this legislation is a considerable 
improvement on the original Bill.   
It is also interesting to note that the minister in the other place initially seemed to indicate that the world as we 
knew it would end if this Chamber did not agree to the proposal as it was put.  I do not believe the world will 
end.  It does not appear to have ended for Tasmania.  Interestingly enough, after I indicated that the original 
proposal from the Government was not acceptable to the Greens, I had some communication from the minister.  
It was mainly a matter of his coming to the office and speaking to one of my colleagues about my position rather 
than speaking to me.  Then, somehow or other, the Bill was back on the Notice Paper, and with amendments on 
the supplementary notice paper.  However, to my memory he never communicated to me what he had done.  The 
minister in the other place seems to have a teeny communication problem.  Sometimes direct, person-to-person 
communication is a useful thing.   
As I say, I do not think the world will end.  The world in Tasmania has not ended.  Any deliberate reduction in 
the democratic process that provides those checks and balances before we automatically adopt something that 
comes from a unicameral Parliament is a very dangerous thing.  I am extremely pleased that the Government has 
realised the need to respond.  I agree that this is the strength of this Chamber and that the community appreciates 
that we have the ability to respond to its concerns and defend some vestiges of democracy.  Thank goodness this 
has been a much better outcome than what was proposed.  
Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  I have an interest in this Bill, not because of the overall policy but in my capacity as a 
member of the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and General Purposes.  The House has the benefit of 
the committee’s ninth report of May this year.  

I support the amendment in the minister’s name to insert proposed section 6B.  This was alluded to by Hon Barry 
House and Hon Dee Margetts as a solution to some significant concerns felt by members on all sides of the 
House.  It is noteworthy that the minister has responded in this way.  

A number of aspects of this Bill are self-explanatory and will be considered by the Committee in a moment.  
However, I will refer to this Bill as a model of uniform legislation.  Members might need to refresh their 
memory of the standing committee’s ninth report on matters concerning various types and breeds of uniform 
legislation that are starting to populate the landscape among the various Australian jurisdictions.  We will see 
increasingly more of that legislation.  This is a good model on which to base an assessment of the benefits or 
otherwise of uniform legislation because it largely includes provisions that do not usually excite particularly 
great controversy.  In fact, if they did create great excitement in an observer, that person would have a very 
limited range of interests.  However, the use of this form of uniform legislation is interesting.  The Bill is 
template legislation.  It is important to understand that there are a couple of versions of template legislation.  In 
my view and in that of Hon Barry House, this is the least desirable form because it allows for automatic 
amendment, including amendment by regulation, by the host jurisdiction.  That is a very unhappy situation for 
Western Australians.  Many instances have come to notice and will no doubt do so in the future whereby 
uniform legislation is highly desirable.  However, it has a sting in its tail because it requires the relinquishing of 
some sovereign powers by participating States.  The standing committee noted in its report at paragraph 5, 
alternative consistent legislation, that proposed new section 6B will move this legislation from the template 
category with automatic amendment by the host jurisdiction, to the alternative consistent legislation.  Western 
Australia’s uniform legislation can be consistent with all other jurisdictions, as it must be.  However, the 
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amendment will still be subject to some form of meaningful review by this Parliament.  I draw members’ 
attention to paragraph 8.12, which reads -  

The Committee draws to the Council’s attention the fact that by adopting the template model of uniform 
legislation, future amendments to the WA Code will not come before the Western Australian Parliament 
for consideration.  

The host jurisdiction in this case is the Queensland Parliament.  As Hon Barry House noted, that is a unicameral 
Legislature.  The ludicrous situation could arise in which a ministerial council decides by majority on 
amendments and the Queensland and Western Australian ministers, who are in the minority, do not agree.  The 
Queensland Parliament would then have to pass the amendments through its single Chamber, which would be 
galling, and the Western Australian Parliament would have to cop those same automatic amendments.  In 
practical terms, especially for something like consumer credit legislation, a highly undesirable, almost Mexican 
stand-off, would be unlikely to arise.  That is what makes this legislation a good model on which to base 
consideration of the ramifications of other uniform legislation.  

The standing committee also noted at paragraph 8.13 the following -  

Under the alternative consistent model of uniform legislation, amendments to the WA Code did come 
before the Western Australian Parliament.  However, the ability of the State Parliament to amend that 
legislation was strictly limited to inconsequential amendments in order to avoid the State being in 
breach of the 1993 Agreement.  

Those observations were offered by the standing committee as part of its examination of the larger issue.  I was 
therefore delighted to note the progress that was made.  I acknowledge the contributions of Hon Barry House and 
others in what ultimately led to the minister’s amendment, which will give Western Australia the capacity to 
have those amending Bills and any regulations laid before this House in the terms set out in proposed new 
section 6B.   

Hon Dee Margetts asked by interjection whether it would be an anomaly - 

Hon Dee Margetts:  Didn’t you recommend that this Bill be passed in this form?   

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  Yes.  Hon Dee Margetts should examine the standing committee’s terms of reference.  
Its role is to examine and report on any Bill referred to it and on the implementation of the Bill’s policy.  
However, the standing committee cannot consider the policy of a Bill.  In other words, it cannot enter into debate 
or offer a majority or unanimous view about the policy.  However, members exercised the opportunity to draw 
some of the scenarios to the attention of the House.  The recommendation that the Bill be passed without 
amendment relates to its construction and the implementation of policy.  It is not a reflection of the individual 
committee members’ agreement with the policy.  I thank members for the opportunity to make those comments.   

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  This Chamber does not assume that this Bill is unacceptable, for a range of reasons.  
This is not about policy; this is about a mechanism that was used to achieve an outcome for consumer credit.  It 
is a cop-out by Hon Simon O’Brien to say that somehow or other the standing committee does not have the 
ability to say that this is not the appropriate method to achieve a consumer credit outcome.  The committee 
recommended that the Bill be passed without amendment.  It is all very well for the member to say that certain 
things were said, but it calls into question this and future outcomes of that committee if it is assumed that this is 
not the appropriate mechanism.  Should we consider whether this committee is the appropriate structure to look 
at uniform legislation in the future? 

Hon NICK GRIFFITHS:  I thank honourable members for their observations.  In speaking to the short title, I will 
canvass what is proposed in the amendments on the supplementary notice paper that I foreshadow moving in the 
context of the points made, in particular by Hon Barry House.  He referred to a trigger and made reference to 
proposed section 6B.  The process is a ministerial council, the decision of the ministerial council, and then 
amendments to the code or the regulations going through the Queensland Parliament.  Proposed section 6B 
comes into operation as a mechanism for the minister to provide notice to this Parliament.  Independent of 
proposed section 6B, it is necessary for a proposed order to be approved by each House of this Parliament; only 
then can an order be made, that order having to do with amendments to the code or regulations.  Proposed 
section 6B operates in that context.  There is an obligation on the minister to inform, so that the committee 
process - if that is the procedure a particular House wishes to utilise - takes place, but independent of that there is 
the draft order process.  There is nothing to the effect that a minister must put forward a draft order within seven 
days, or anything like that.  Nothing in the legislation says that a House of Parliament is to deal with a matter 
within a particular time.  The normal processes will take place. 

Clause put and passed. 
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Clauses 2 to 4 put and passed. 

Clause 5 was postponed until after consideration of clause 6, on motion by Hon Nick Griffiths (Minister 
for Racing and Gaming). 

Clause 6:  Part 2 replaced - 
Hon NICK GRIFFITHS:  There are several amendments standing in my name on the supplementary notice 
paper.  The effect of the amendments has already been discussed under clause 1, short title, and also in my 
second reading response.  Unless a member has a particular query, I do not propose to elaborate further and I 
will move the amendments en bloc.  I move -  

Page 3, lines 16 and 17 - To delete “for the time being - (a)” and insert instead - 

on the commencement of section 6 of the Consumer Credit (Western Australia) Amendment 
Act 2003 

Page 3, lines 19 and 20 - To delete the lines and insert instead - 
(2) If the Consumer Credit Code set out in the Appendix to the Consumer Credit 

(Queensland) Act 1994 is amended, the Governor may amend the Consumer Credit 
(Western Australia) Code by order published in the Gazette. 

(3) An order cannot be made under subsection (2) unless a draft of the order has first 
been approved by each House of Parliament. 

(4) The provisions applying because of subsection (1), as amended under subsection (2) 
(if there are such amendments), may be cited as the Consumer Credit (Western 
Australia) Code. 

Page 3, line 23 - To delete “for the time being”. 
Page 3, lines 24 and 25 - To delete “-  (a)” and insert instead - 

on the commencement of section 6 of the Consumer Credit (Western Australia) Amendment 
Act 2003 

Page 3, line 26 - To delete “paragraph” and insert instead “section”. 
Page 3, lines 29 to 31 - To delete the lines and insert instead - 

(2) If the regulations in force under Part 4 of the Consumer Credit (Queensland) Act 1994 
are amended, the Governor may amend the Consumer Credit (Western Australia) 
Code Regulations by order published in the Gazette. 

(3) An order may not be made under subsection (2) unless a draft of the order has first 
been approved by each House of Parliament. 

(4) The provisions applying because of subsection (1), as amended under subsection (2) 
(if there are such amendments), may be cited as the Consumer Credit (Western 
Australia) Code Regulations. 

Page 4, lines 4 to 14 - To delete the lines. 
Page 5, after line 5 - To insert - 

6B. Minister to give Queensland Bills and regulations to the Clerk of each House of 
Parliament 
(1) Within 7 days of the Minister becoming aware of  - 

(a) the introduction into the Legislative Assembly of Queensland of a 
Bill to amend the Consumer Credit Code set out in the Appendix to 
the Consumer Credit (Queensland) Act 1994; or 

(b) the notification in the Queensland Government Gazette of 
regulations to amend the regulations in force under Part 4 of the 
Consumer Credit (Queensland) Act 1994, 

the Minister is to give a copy of the Bill or regulations to the Clerk of each 
House of Parliament. 

(2) The Minister is to use his or her best endeavours to comply with 
subsection (1) but a failure to do so does not affect the validity of any other 
action under this Part. 
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(3) The Clerk of each House of Parliament is to give a copy of the Bill or 
regulations to the committee or committees of the Parliament whose terms of 
reference cover uniform legislation (that is, legislation that gives effect to an 
intergovernmental agreement or that is part of a uniform system of laws 
throughout the Commonwealth). 

(4) A copy of the Bill or regulations given to the Clerk of a House is to be 
regarded as having been laid before that House. 

(5) The laying of a copy of the Bill or regulations that is to be regarded as 
having occurred under subsection (4) is to be recorded in the Minutes, or 
Votes and Proceedings, of the House on the first sitting day of the House 
after the Clerk received the copy. 

Hon BARRY HOUSE:  I agree with the amendments being moved en bloc.  The Opposition supports the 
amendments.  I thank the minister for his explanation of the trigger. 

Amendments put and passed. 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 

Postponed clause 5:  Section 3 amended - 
Hon NICK GRIFFITHS:  I move the amendments en bloc -  

Page 2, line 24 - To delete “5” and insert instead “5(1)”. 

Page 2, line 25 - To insert after “Act” - 

, as amended under section 5(2) of this Act (if there are such amendments) 

Page 2, line 28 - To delete “6” and insert instead “6(1)”. 

Page 2, line 28 - To insert after “Act” - 

, as amended under section 6(2) of this Act (if there are such amendments) 

Amendments put and passed. 

Postponed clause, as amended, put and passed. 

Clauses 7 to 16 put and passed. 

Title put and passed. 

Bill reported, with amendments. 
Leave granted to proceed forthwith through remaining stages. 

Report 

Report of Committee adopted. 

Third Reading 

Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon Nick Griffiths (Minister for Racing and Gaming), and returned to the 
Assembly with amendments. 
 


