
Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 18 October 2011] 

 p8215b-8217a 
Mr John Quigley; Mr Mark McGowan; Mr Christian Porter 

 [1] 

STATUTES (REPEALS AND MINOR AMENDMENTS) BILL 2010 

Second Reading 

Resumed from 18 May. 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Mindarie) [8.56 pm]: Someone said over this side of the chamber that with all this on I 
would really have to sing for my supper tonight, but I get my supper fairly cheaply because the three songs are 
very short. The opposition also supports the Statutes (Repeals and Minor Amendments) Bill 2010. When one 
looks at the bill and the explanatory memorandum going to the clause notes, one will see that this will not keep 
people up to three in the morning; it is a really thrilling read that contains some 97 pages of scheduled 
amendments! This bill is a sort of omnibus bill to repeal and make minor amendments to legislation. The second 
reading speech by the Attorney General referred to it as an omnibus bill that is part of the ongoing program of 
legislative review. Like with the rosebush, we trim off the deadwood and that which is no longer required and 
chop out the obsolete parts. In some cases, parts of legislation that for one reason or another have not been 
proclaimed and have become redundant form part of this omnibus bill.  

If this bill does anything, it really serves to illustrate the usefulness of our bicameral system in the Parliament 
and especially of the Legislative Council’s Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review. 
The detailed provisions of this bill, as gone through in the explanatory memorandum and clause notes, have all 
been examined in great detail by the Legislative Council’s Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and 
Statutes Review. As pointed out by the Attorney General in his second reading speech, this bill was the subject 
of that committee’s fifty-seventh report. That committee of course has both government and opposition 
members. As a result of its report, minor amendments were made to the bill with the agreement of the 
government. This omnibus bill has really had the fine toothcomb run over it in the other place. There is nothing 
that we wish to go through in detail on this bill. The manager of opposition business wants to refer to pages 75 to 
83 of the bill and the details there. There is nothing in the detail of this bill that we, as the opposition, given our 
support of the bill in the other chamber, really want to take on. There is nothing I could add to the detailed 
consideration of and report on this bill by the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review. 
I would only be unnecessarily taking up the time of this chamber to run through that report again. As I said, 
without demeaning the bill, it is like pruning the roses and taking out the superfluous deadwood and getting on 
with it. We support the bill and commend it to the chamber.  

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [9.01 pm]: I want to say only a few words about the Statutes (Repeals and 
Minor Amendments) Bill 2010, otherwise known as an omnibus bill. As I recall, these pieces of legislation come 
along every few years whereby we repeal a bunch of redundant laws and also fix minor, uncontroversial 
anomalies in other acts such as putting in a hyphen or a comma, or something of that nature, to make legislation 
more readable and understandable. I think in this context it is interesting to note that today, being an ordinary 
sitting day in which we have had question time and a matter of public interest debate, we have managed to deal 
with two petroleum and geothermal energy safety levies bills, one Electronic Transactions Bill, one Inheritance 
(Family and Dependants Provision) Amendment Bill and one Statutes (Repeals and Minor Amendments) Bill. 
According to my calculation, that is five pieces of legislation. I note that for the majority of the day the Leader of 
the House has been absent from the chamber. I think there might be a message in that, Attorney General: if the 
government wants to get legislation through and wants to make sure things happen — 

Mr C.C. Porter: Make them all omnibus bills! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: No. I do not think the Attorney General was listening! I was merely pointing out that the 
government has had five pieces of legislation go through today despite the fact other things have been on. The 
main factor involved in that has been the absence of the Leader of the House in matters before the house. When 
that happens, everything goes smoothly, as opposed to the last sitting day a couple of weeks ago when 
everything did not go smoothly. On that occasion the Leader of the House was intimately involved. All I can say 
to the Leader of the House is that I respect the role he performs. I know that he does it to the best of his ability. 
However, perhaps on occasion it might be better if he remained absent from the chamber and then things would 
happen; things would go smoothly and work effectively in light of that absence. I note the Leader of the House 
has now arrived and he has a grim look on his face —  

Mr R.F. Johnson: Not at all. I have been listening with great amusement. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Maybe things will fall apart now, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr P.B. Watson).  

An omnibus bill is interesting. I do not find it interesting in the same sense that the member for Mindarie finds 
these pieces of legislation interesting. He thinks that it demonstrates the value of a bicameral Parliament—that is, 
two houses of Parliament. The member for Mindarie thinks that one of these bills shows the value of that. I 
cannot see the connection myself, but what I find interesting out of this is to look at some of the acts that were 
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passed by the Parliament historically. This one not so much as others, but I find it interesting that the Parliament 
put in place, for instance, the Mine Workers’ Relief Act and the Miner’s Phthisis Act. I had never heard of 
phthisis before but it is a type of illness related to tuberculosis that obviously impacted miners historically. It also 
related to illnesses such as pneumoconiosis and others. The other acts to be repealed that I found interesting were 
the Returned Sailors and Soldiers’ Imperial League of Australia, W.A. Branch, Incorporated, Headquarters 
Building Act 1933. It shows that the Parliament, I suppose at some levels, was dealing with a time when the state 
was smaller and the population was smaller, and we probably had a much bigger ex-service population. 
Historically, the Parliament dealt with the specific issue of a specific building in a specific location in the city to 
deal with that issue. I had not heard of that organisation before. It is obviously some sort of forerunner to the 
RSL. Of course we have to realise it was created at a time when our returned sailors and soldiers did not include 
airmen. It is an interesting historical anomaly that, I suppose, the Western Australian airmen who returned from 
the First World War may well have been considered part of the Army at the time they were serving and therefore 
were considered soldiers.  

Then of course the bill deals with the Marketing of Eggs Act, which was, funnily enough, in effect repealed in 
2004 by the then government. I remember it resulted in the deregulation of egg marketing, which I thought was 
quite a significant achievement, even though it went under the radar in a public perception sense. We were able 
to get away from a centralised body to purchase and on-sell all the eggs in Western Australia as late as 2004. It is 
interesting that we are able to deal with that. That was another good achievement of that period of government.  

I find this bill interesting in terms of the historical things that Parliaments used to deal with and the fact that over 
time they disappear from the public’s perception of something for which laws are needed to deal with them. 
Time passes by and eventually we get around to repealing those pieces of history. I suppose in that sense I find 
this legislation interesting in a different way from the way the member for Mindarie finds it interesting in his 
enjoyment of the fact that we have a bicameral system of Parliament in Western Australia.  

MR C.C. PORTER (Bateman — Attorney General) [9.09 pm] — in reply: I thank members for their 
contributions. Indeed, it is fascinating legislation and both speakers highlighted some very interesting aspects of 
it. Indeed, I also was interested in what phthisis was and asked the Minister for Health, our renowned doctor. He 
did not know. He looked it up on his iPad! 

Mr M. McGowan: He knows a lot about lawyers. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: Indeed. But it does not give me great confidence to go to my general practitioner and see 
them looking up terms on their iPad and telling me how they work! 

Mr M. McGowan: You could have done that! 

Mr C.C. PORTER: Indeed, and saved myself the wait in the consulting room and the exorbitant fee for the 
medicine charge! 

Dr K.D. Hames: What is that about lawyers? You are nearly as good as what you pay for! 

Mr C.C. PORTER: Indeed; I can tell members that they are getting all of us very cheaply tonight! 

It is very interesting to note that some fascinating pieces of legislation have come and gone. One last interesting 
aspect of these sorts of bills is their role in government and the bureaucracy. Members of the wonderful 
bureaucracy that is the Department of the Attorney General very much measure the performance of their 
ministers by the number of omnibus bills they manage to get through Parliament, as these are the sorts of bills 
that rack up around the time of elections. When there is an earlier than expected election, a lot of omnibus bills 
die a slow and terrible death at the end of a parliamentary term. 

Mr M. McGowan: How many have you done? 

Mr C.C. PORTER: I do not know. It is more than one. I think I have done two or three—always late on 
Tuesday night! These omnibus bills do help the legislative process by tidying up a range of matters that would 
otherwise sit on the books and confuse people, so they do some good. I thank members opposite for their 
contribution. I will not labour that point any longer in my contribution and I will move that the bill be read a 
second time. 

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 Mr C.C. Porter (Attorney General), and passed. 
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House adjourned at 9.12 pm 

__________ 

 
 
 
 


