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PUBLIC NOTARIES AMENDMENT BILL 2004 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 12 May. 

MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [10.41 am]:  The Opposition supports the amendments to the Public Notaries 
Act 1979 and the Public Notaries Amendment Bill 2004.  I have very little to say on this Bill.  It is apparent from 
reading the Attorney General’s second reading speech and looking at the Public Notaries Act 1979 that this Bill 
is intended to streamline what the Attorney General describes as cumbersome provisions in the Act.  It has been 
interesting to look at the Act and note the qualifications of a public notary.  Section 7 states -  

Applications and qualifications  
(1) A person who seeks to be appointed a Public Notary shall apply in the prescribed manner to 

the Chief Justice and shall specify whether he seeks to be appointed a General Public Notary or 
a District Public Notary, and in the latter case shall specify the district for which he seeks to be 
appointed. 

I would ask the Attorney General to tell me what “district” etc means.  The section continues -  

(2) To be qualified to be appointed a Public Notary the applicant shall satisfy the Chief Justice 
that -  

(a) the applicant is on the Roll of Practitioners under the Legal Practice Act 2003 and is 
not pursuant to that Act under suspension from practice;  

(b) he is -  

(i) a practitioner of the Court of 3 years standing and practice; or  

(ii) a practitioner of the Court of less than 3 years standing and practice who has 
practised for 7 years as a Public Notary elsewhere;  

I presume that would exclude the Attorney General.  I do not think the Attorney General can be a public notary.  
He would have to have been a practitioner of the court of three years standing.  In his next life he could not be a 
public notary.  

Mr J.A. McGinty:  You never know. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  It continues - 

(c) he is of good character and reputation; 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  I qualify for that. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  It continues - 

(d) he is competent to act as a General Public Notary or a District Public Notary, as the case may 
be; and 

(e) there is a need for the appointment of a Public Notary in the district where the applicant is 
practising. 

People who are appointed as public notaries are responsible for certain districts.  I would like the Attorney 
General to tell me about that and the difference between a general public notary and a district public notary.   
The Bill seeks to repeal section 10(1) and (4) of the Public Notaries Act 1979.  That will enable the transfer of 
those functions to the Legal Practice Board, which will then be able to report directly to the Chief Justice.  I 
think the Attorney General said that the Chief Justice supports that move.  I agree that the Legal Practice Board 
is far better placed to comment on the suitability and fitness of an applicant and the need for an applicant to be 
appointed based on suitability of qualifications and fitness. 
The Opposition supports this Bill.  There is no need to go into consideration in detail. 

MR J.A. McGINTY (Fremantle - Attorney General) [10.45 am]:  I thank the Opposition for its indication of 
support.  This is not an overwhelmingly important Bill, nonetheless it is one that will assist in the smooth 
administration of justice in this State.  
Question thus passed. 
Bill read a second time. 
Leave granted to proceeded forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 
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Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr J.A. McGinty (Attorney General), and transmitted to the Council.  
 


