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HEALTH PRACTITIONER REGULATION NATIONAL LAW (WA) AMENDMENT BILL 2017 

Committee 

Resumed from 22 March. The Deputy Chair of Committees (Hon Laurie Graham) in the chair; Hon Alanna Clohesy 
(Parliamentary Secretary) in charge of the bill. 

New clause 86A — 

Progress was reported on the following new clause 86A moved by Hon Alanna Clohesy (Parliamentary Secretary) — 

Page 42, after line 15 — To insert — 

86A. Section 245 amended 

After section 245(4) insert: 

(5) The amendment of the Health Practitioner Regulation National Law (WA) Regulations 2010 
by the Health Practitioner Regulation National Law (WA) Amendment Act 2017 does not 
prevent the national regulations from being amended or repealed under this section. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: When we last met, we were considering the government’s proposal, purportedly, to 
correct a problem with the operation of the legislation that was revealed several years ago that has allowed certain 
regulations to come into force in Western Australia without an avenue of parliamentary scrutiny and the ability to 
disallow those regulations. We had just started on the effect of the proposed amendment to introduce new 
clause 86A into the bill to amend section 245 of the national law, which appears as a schedule to the act, by 
inserting new subsection (5). It was explained that the new subsection will not prevent any national regulation 
from being amended or repealed under the section, but that is only part of the story. That proposed amendment of 
itself does not cure the difficulty that has been identified by successive uniform legislation committees. I think that 
the parliamentary secretary was going to explain to us how it fits, given that the order in which we are dealing with 
these amendments is not necessarily logical. It reflects the manner in which these amendments will be done, but it 
is looking at a consequence of a more substantial amendment, which is supposed to cure the problem that has been 
identified. It is a little out of sequence, but perhaps the Committee of the Whole will indulge us here; I hope that 
the parliamentary secretary is in a position to explain how all this is supposed to work. We had some indication 
on the last occasion of why there is this problem, but how are the proposed amendments as a group meant to 
address that problem and rectify it for the future? 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I note that I might step outside our standing orders with the indulgence of the 
Committee of the Whole just to recap how the amendment that we are talking about and other amendments may 
work together to address the member’s question. With your indulgence? 

The DEPUTY CHAIR: Yes. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I talked about this in both the reply to the second reading and in the reply to the 
Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review report that I tabled yesterday. The amendment 
on the notice paper amends part 2A of the regulations and deletes the words “from time to time” and puts in place 
a specific date. That means that those regulations cannot be amended after that specific date without reference to 
the Western Australian Parliament. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Why 6 December 2017? 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: That was the date that was agreed to during discussions on how to fix the problem. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Would it make any difference if the chamber preferred today’s date instead of 6 December 
2017? 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: There have been no changes since that date and I am advised that it would not make 
any difference. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: When were the last changes?  
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: This was also contained in the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and 
Statutes Review’s 109th report on the Health Practitioner Regulation National Law (WA) Amendment Bill 2017. 
I refer the member to page 7 of that report. It was also subject to correspondence from the minister to the 
committee. Four sets of amendments to the national regulations were made on 26 September 2011 and published 
by the Victorian Government Printer on 7 October 2011, 14 June 2013, 1 June 2015 and 10 October 2016. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: They are the dates the amendments were made in those jurisdictions. Do we not need to 
know the dates regarding the changes in Western Australia? 
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Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: They were made because of the way in which the national regulations are 
automatically applied and that is the problem that the committee has identified. I think the second part of the 
member’s question was: when do they come into effect in Western Australia? I understand that the dates may vary. 
The information provided to the committee was when it was published, but I do not have a clear answer today on 
whether they come into effect when they are published in the Victorian Government Gazette, if that is what the 
member is asking. Is that what the member is asking? 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Yes, that is helpful. I would like to know when these sets of amendments came into force 
in Western Australia. It appears from what the parliamentary secretary has said that four amendments have been 
made. That is outlined in paragraph 9.4 of the committee report. What is not clear is when those amendments came 
into force in Western Australia. 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: They will be in force until the amendment we are suggesting is made. They came 
into force at the same time they came into force in all the other jurisdictions across Australia. I think I said just 
before that I do not have those dates with me. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: So, parliamentary secretary, where can we find those dates? 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: As they were dates in 2011, 2013, 2015 and 2016, I will request advice from the 
Department of Health as to when they were. It is clear that they were from previous governments, so I do not know 
where that information is. I will seek advice and report back to the member tomorrow. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Sorry; indicate and report back? I did not hear the last part, that is all. The parliamentary 
secretary will report back in due course? 
Hon Alanna Clohesy: Yes. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Paragraph 9.4 of the committee’s report states that the first amendment was made on 
26 September 2011. That date is after the troublesome regulation that has caused disruption was gazetted on 
26 November 2010. It was tabled and subject to the usual disallowance process, but it was not disallowed. That 
was the genesis of this problem. Subsequent to 26 November 2010, the first amendment was made on 
26 September 2011. The parliamentary secretary has rightly pointed out that paragraph 9.4 of the committee’s 
report states the amendment was published by the Victorian Government Printer on 7 October 2011. Is the advice 
the parliamentary secretary will seek and come back to the chamber on whether the first amendment came into 
force in Western Australia on 26 September 2011 or 7 October 2011? 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: It will possibly be the latter date. I need clarification on whether the amendment 
came into force when it was printed by the Victorian Government Printer, as contained on page 7 of the 
committee’s report. I will find out when amendments come into force and the date. Does Hon Nick Goiran want 
the dates, or just when they come into force? Is the purpose of the member’s question to find out the time span 
between when an amendment is passed and when it comes into force in Western Australia? 
Hon Nick Goiran: Yes. 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: And the mechanism by which that date is set? 
Hon Nick Goiran: If you will take it by interjection, I am just keen to know with the first amendment whether we 
are saying that the answer to the question is either 26 September 2011 or 7 October 2011. Are we at least confident 
with the advice today that it is one of those two dates; there is no possibility of a third date? 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: No. 
Hon Nick Goiran: There could be a third date? 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Yes. It could be after that—it might be 10 days after it is gazetted, for example. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Right. I am dealing just with the first amendment. Even though the regulations were made 
on 26 September 2011 and published by the Victorian Government Printer on 7 October 2011, the parliamentary 
secretary is trying to identify when those amendments came into force by virtue of, I presume, the Victorian law, 
and that will then give us the answer about when it became law in Western Australia. Is that where we are at? 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: We do not have that answer in front of us, which is why I undertook to report back 
to the member at a later date. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I appreciate that, parliamentary secretary. I just want to make sure that we are on the same 
page and that the information the parliamentary secretary is seeking is the information that we want. 

Hon Alanna Clohesy: By way of interjection, would you like to summarise the exact data that you want? 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I will use the first amendment as an example. Obviously, we need this information for all 
four proposed amendments. The committee says that the first amendment was made on 26 September 2011 and 
was published by the Victorian Government Printer on 7 October 2011. We want to know when that amendment 
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came into force in Western Australia. The parliamentary secretary has indicated that she will get that information 
for us. I was hoping that for the purpose of progressing things this afternoon, we could at least narrow the point of 
clarification about whether the date will be 26 September 2011 or 7 October 2011. The parliamentary secretary 
indicated earlier that there could be a third date. I respect that. I am trying to clarify the reason that there may be 
a third date. Is it because there is a Victorian law in respect of when that state’s regulations come into effect after 
publication? 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: For clarification, the point of the member’s question is: does Victorian law give 
effect to regulations in Western Australia? Is that what the member wants to know? 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Not really, although that could be the case in this instance. In this instance, there is only 
one reason that anyone else would have a say in what our law is. That is because of this troublesome regulation 
that was gazetted on 26 November 2010. I am trying to clarify what the parliamentary secretary will be looking at 
to get this information. It seems to me that the parliamentary secretary might be looking at when Victorian 
regulations come into effect after publication. I am trying to clarify whether the parliamentary secretary will be 
seeking that information or some other information. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I think the first port of call will be the Western Australian legislation database to see 
whether it is there. I think that will probably provide us with the answer, but I do not know. I will report back 
tomorrow. If the member would like to focus on the problem that he is trying to seek a solution to, I might be able 
to give him a clearer answer than that. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: This all goes back to the amendment proposed by the government and the selection of the 
date 6 December 2017. I am trying to ascertain what was the latest date that any amendments came into force in 
Western Australia. The parliamentary secretary helpfully indicated earlier that it would make no difference 
whether we chose 6 December 2017 or today’s date. I am asking what would be the earliest possible date. The 
date 6 December 2017 has been selected because discussions took place on that date. That is fine; we have to 
choose a date. But it would be good to be a little more rigorous in the selection of a date rather than, in a sense, 
selecting a random date when discussions took place. Why were there discussions on that date rather than on an 
earlier or later date? I think we should have a more concrete reason for selecting a date. It seems to me that the 
best possible date would be the last date that any amendments that are in force at this time took effect in 
Western Australia. We will not know that until the parliamentary secretary can indicate to us, I suspect, when the 
fourth of the amendments came into force in Western Australia. I refer her to paragraph 9.4 of the committee’s 
report, which indicates that the fourth of the amendments were made on 10 October 2016 and published by the 
Victorian Government Printer on 12 October 2016. 

While I am on my feet, I also draw the parliamentary secretary’s attention to paragraph 9.3 of the committee report. 
The second sentence states — 

As a result, amendments to the National Regulation as published by the Victorian Government Printer 
are incorporated by reference in Western Australia. 

The committee says that they are “as published”. If what the committee has said is correct, that would seem to 
suggest that the last possible date is 12 October 2016. Obviously, the parliamentary secretary will seek advice on 
that and we will then be in a better position to know whether it would be better for the government’s proposed 
section 97B to read 12 October 2016 or 6 December 2017. I hope that is helpful, but I am happy to provide further 
assistance if need be. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: It makes no difference because no changes to the regulations were made after 
October 2016. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: That is right. But it is not just October. If we insert 1 October, we will have a problem, 
because that is obviously before 10 October 2016. 

Hon Alanna Clohesy: We are not going to. We have a date. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Yes, but the explanation that has been provided for why the government selected that date 
is that discussions took place on that date. It is really not a satisfactory choice of date. The date should have far 
more rigour behind it than that discussions took place then. What discussions? Who was involved in those 
discussions? Why are those discussions the basis for the selection of 6 December? We do not need to waste time 
going into all that. The process will be a lot quicker if we can simply identify the date that the last set of 
amendments came into force in Western Australia. It is not true to say that it does not make any difference because 
it was in October 2016. It will clearly make a difference whether we choose 10 October 2016 or 12 October 2016, 
or a third date, because the parliamentary secretary is going to check the regime and it may well be a date after 
12 October 2016. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: The government has a date in the amendment. 
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Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Perhaps we can move forward a little without having dealt with new clause 86A 
because, as has been pointed out, that is more of a consequential or saving provision, if you like, stating a situation 
that will exist after the passage of the Health Practitioner Regulation National Law (WA) Amendment Bill 2017, 
but it is closely tied with an amendment we are yet to get to—proposed new part 2A, at 3/NP2A of supplementary 
notice paper 20. New part 2A amends the Health Practitioner Regulation National Law (WA) Regulations 2010. 
That is really the starting point, and then we work back to the amendment we are currently dealing with. I do not 
want to go into the detail of that, other than to firstly ask: is it usual to amend regulations by way of a statutory 
enactment through an act of Parliament? If not, why has that avenue been chosen on this occasion? 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: It is not the usual method. I am advised that it is considered an interim measure until 
such time as the new national regulations can be considered. It was agreed to in discussions late last year in order 
to ensure that no new changes were made to the regulations without the Western Australian Parliament having had 
an opportunity to scrutinise them. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: All right, so it is not the usual means of dealing with amendments to regulations. 
Has it been done this way before? There is a point to this exercise, I can assure the parliamentary secretary. 

Hon Alanna Clohesy: Could you tell us what that is, and we might be able to give you an answer. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I am trying to do this in bite-sized chunks. Does amending regulations by way of 
an act of Parliament have implications for the status of the regulations in some fashion that has necessitated new 
clause 86A? Is that the reason we are putting that in? Ordinarily, I would have thought that it is axiomatic that 
changes to regulations do not stop regulations being amended or repealed by regulation-making powers that 
currently exist in statutory instruments. I am trying to tease out the rationale for doing it in this way—by inserting 
proposed subsection (5) into existing section 245 of the national law. Like I say, I would like to have a holistic 
understanding of how these fit together and how they are supposed to cure the problem that we are faced with, and 
hopefully ensure that it will not arise again.  

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: In answer to the question, yes, basically. This is put there to prevent any argument 
that the date could not be changed because that was contrary to what Parliament intended. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: We are fixing the new part 2A in the regulations. The purpose of the new subsection 
(5) of section 245, if I am summarising it correctly, is to ensure that there is no perceived bar to further amendments 
to the national regulations by way of regulation pursuant to section 245 and the mechanisms that are currently in 
place. To be able to do that effectively, it is thought that in some way because of an act of Parliament having 
changed the regulations, in order to make any changes to the regulations, we need another act of Parliament. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Yes. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Is that the only effect that we can draw from the proposed amendment in new 
clause 86A? Is that the only effect that the government understands it will have? 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Yes. In the future, they could be amended or replaced.  

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: That exhausts any questions I have regarding that particular proposed amendment, 
although I may have a few regarding new part 2A and the regime more generally about amending regulations. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Is the amendment referred to by the government in this new clause 86A the one the minister 
is proposing to move shortly? 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Yes. 

New clause put and passed. 
Clauses 87 to 97 put and passed. 

New Part 2A — 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I move — 

Page 55, after line 5 — To insert — 

Part 2A — Health Practitioner Regulation National Law (WA) Regulations 2010 amended 

97A. Regulations amended 
This Part amends the Health Practitioner Regulation National Law (WA) Regulations 2010. 

97B. Regulation 4 amended 
In regulation 4(1) delete “from time to time” and insert: 

on 6 December 2017 
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This amendment inserts a new part 2A and new clauses 97A and 97B. This amendment addresses concerns about 
the way in which the Western Australian regulations can be changed and removes the ability for them to be 
changed as enforced from time to time by the national regulations. This amendment prescribes a date, as we have 
discussed, and the WA regulations to prevent them from being automatically updated if the national regulations 
change. As already discussed, this is to resolve concerns raised by the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation 
and Statutes Review regarding the WA regulations and the national regulations. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: The opposition is supportive of the government’s amendment, certainly to the extent that 
the government seeks to amend the regulations and that it seeks to delete the words “from time to time” in the 
regulations. The troublesome part is the selection of the date “on 6 December 2017”, as we canvassed earlier. The 
parliamentary secretary has indicated that she would take these matters on notice and I think will report back to 
the house tomorrow, in particular to find out on what date the last amendments to the regulations will take effect 
in Western Australia. 

Putting that to one side for a moment, the purpose of all this, as I understand it, will become a moot point because, 
in due course, there will be new national regulations. During ministerial statements yesterday, the parliamentary 
secretary helpfully rose to provide an update to the house on the Minister for Health’s position regarding the report 
from the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review. I quote from the parliamentary 
secretary’s ministerial statement dated 27 March 2018 in which she indicated that the minister noted — 

With respect to recommendation 2, an estimated time frame was previously tabled on the progress of the 
national regulations during the closure of the second reading debate on 22 March. Nevertheless, the 
minister has given an undertaking to keep the house informed of any progress in this regard and also 
around any firmer time frames on proclamation. 

Can the parliamentary secretary inform the chamber of the current progress and the current expected time frame 
for proclamation? 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: There has been no change since last week. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: To clarify, proposed new section 97B of the bill amends regulation 4, subregulation 
(1) by deleting the words “from time to time” and inserting “on 6 December 2017”. To assist us, can the 
parliamentary secretary read out the material part of that regulation as it will stand once this amendment is passed 
so that we can be clear what its effect will be once the specific date is inserted in place of the phrase “from time to 
time”? Instead of being along the lines of “as in force from time to time”, I think it will be to the effect of “as in 
force on 6 December” — 

Hon Alanna Clohesy: I’m happy to read it out for you. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: If the parliamentary secretary could read it out, that would be helpful. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: It will state — 

(1) The Health Practitioner Regulation National Law Regulation as in force on 6 December 2017 and as 
modified by subregulation (2) — 

I am guessing that is the part that the member is concerned about. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: What does subregulation (2) tell us? 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Again, I will read from the regulations. I quote — 

(2) In the Health Practitioner Regulation National Law Regulation delete regulation 9(b) and insert: 

(b) the provisions of the Act providing that a determination of the Commissioner is to be made by 
notice in writing published in the Gazette apply as if the reference to the Gazette were a reference 
to Gazette as defined in the Interpretation Act 1984 section 5; and 

(c) the Interpretation Act 1984 section 42 applies to a determination as if it were a regulation. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: If I understand what the government intends, once this legislation is passed and 
becomes law, although the ministerial council under section 245 of the national law can still make regulations for 
the purposes of the law, they will be subject to sections 41 and 42 of the Interpretation Act 1984, and that means 
that any regulation made by the ministerial council and by the operation of other provisions by the 
Victoria Government Gazette will by operation of section 245(3)—theoretically anyway—be treated in the same 
way as regulations made in Western Australia. Would that be right? 

Hon Alanna Clohesy: Yes. 
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Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Does that mean that by reason of the new section 97B amendment, those regulations 
that currently are in place, instead of being updated from time to time are only those in force as at 6 December; 
correct? 

Hon Alanna Clohesy: Yes. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I will get back to the question about why that particular date. The parliamentary 
secretary said that there had been some sort of discussion about the date. Was it an arbitrary date? I am trying to 
understand why that particular date was chosen as the freezing point in perpetuity until these new national 
regulations are passed. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I have answered that question a couple of times now. When there were discussions 
about what would fix the problems that had been identified by the committee, that was a day on which those 
discussions were held. That is what I am advised. I was not privy to those discussions, but that is what I am advised. 
I have answered that question a couple of times. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: The parliamentary secretary may have answered that question a couple of times, but 
she has not given much information regarding it. I accept that she is not privy to discussions, but discussions 
between whom? Can the parliamentary secretary tell us who discussed what and with whom? Was it the minister 
discussing it at the ministerial level or were they discussions between the Parliamentary Counsel’s Office and the 
minister’s office when determining a convenient cut-off date—discussions with whom, about what? 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I do not have any more information to add other than that was the date that was 
selected and that was the date that the minister approved in approving the draft amendments to the 
Legislative Council. That is the date that the government has selected. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Is the government able to assure us that there have been no further amendments to 
the national law regulations since the last one identified by the standing committee made on 10 October 2016 and 
published by the Victorian Government Printer on 12 October 2016, and that there has been no other regulation 
up to and including 6 December of which we are unaware? 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Other than those contained at page 7 of the report of the Standing Committee on 
Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review, there have been no other amendments. Those dates were taken directly, 
as is footnoted, from the correspondence from the former Minister for Health. I also note that the current minister 
has affirmed that he intends to continue the practice of his predecessor of informing the committee. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I accept that, but that is not the point that I was trying to make. I understand that the 
former Minister for Health, if the parliamentary secretary is talking about Hon John Day, signified at the end of 
2016 that a certain practice would be adopted to inform Parliament of any changes and that those would be tabled. 
The current minister has informed us that that practice will take place, but we are looking at correspondence from 
the current minister that was last received by the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review 
that is dated 19 October 2017 and we are looking at a report of that committee that has identified various 
amendments to the regulation that was tabled on, I think, 31 October 2017. We are looking at a date that has been 
selected of 6 December 2017. All I am trying to ascertain is that between the last correspondence from the minister, 
indeed from the last identified set of regulation amendments back in 2016 up until today, no further amendments 
have slipped through and been published by the Victorian Government Printer that have become law in 
Western Australia that will be affected by these amendments if they are passed. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: No, there have not. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I will just put the final touch to that. I take it that so far as the parliamentary 
secretary’s advisers and the government is aware, between our disposal of this bill—perhaps today, perhaps in the 
next five minutes—these amendments being dealt with and perfected by the other place and it receiving royal 
assent and any proclamation, no further amendments are foreseen to be published by the Victorian Government 
Printer and we are looking at the status quo. When this bill finally becomes law and these particular provisions 
take effect, that will be the same as it was on 6 December. It would be unfortunate if we ended up having to freeze 
things at that date and having to roll back a whole raft of amendments that may have been incorporated, quite 
unfortunately, in the law of Western Australia without us knowing about it and being allowed to disallow them 
and then having to try to remedy that situation. I take it that nothing material has changed or will change between 
6 December and when this becomes the law of the state. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: To provide an additional piece of information, no, since 6 December, there have 
been no changes. The focus is now moving, as reported, to recommendation 3 of the report. The focus has moved 
to the development of new national regulations. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: This is an important point. When does this provision that the government wants to insert 
into this legislation come into operation? 
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Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: As contained in clause 2(d) in part 1, it would be by proclamation. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: The question that then follows is: why does the government need this provision to be 
subject to proclamation and not done by way of a fixed date or on the date that the act receives royal assent? 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I am advised that there is no problem with doing it on royal assent. This is a convenient 
way to do it. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Convenient for whom? I cannot understand for whom it would be convenient. The only 
thing that would happen is that it would, at best, create more work for people. The least amount of work would be 
if the provision came into effect on the same day that, for example, part 1 came into effect. I draw the parliamentary 
secretary’s attention to finding 3 in the committee report, which states — 

The Committee finds that clause 2(d) — 
That is the clause to which the parliamentary secretary has just referred us — 

of the Health Practitioner Regulation National Law (WA) Amendment Bill 2017, in providing that 
the Executive determines commencement dates, erodes the Western Australian Parliament’s 
sovereignty and lawmaking powers. 

The minister has noted that finding, according to the detailed response that the parliamentary secretary tabled 
yesterday, and now the government wants to rely on that same provision for this new clause. I think that we would 
be far better served by this provision coming into operation on the day that the act receives royal assent. Is that 
a matter on which the parliamentary secretary would be willing to get advice from the minister? 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: We have already passed clause 2, so we would have to draft another amendment and 
recommit clause 2. I cannot read the minister’s mind, but I cannot see him welcoming recommitting that clause. 

Progress reported and leave granted to sit again, pursuant to standing orders. 
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