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ACTS AMENDMENT (COURT OF APPEAL) BILL 2004 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 18 August. 

MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [10.05 am]:  Yesterday I congratulated the coalition on seizing the initiative on 
this Bill.  I think the Bill is largely fashioned on the Ipp report  

Mr J.A. McGinty:  Substantially, yes.  There are variations from it that we can deal with in consideration in 
detail.  

Ms S.E. WALKER:  If the Attorney General tells me what they are now we might not go into consideration in 
detail.  However, I am happy to go into consideration in detail.  

The committee that prepared the report consisted of his Honour Justice Ipp, of the Supreme Court; Chief Judge 
Kevin Hammond; Mr Heenan, QC, as he was then as a representative of the Western Australian Bar Association; 
Mr John Leahy, President of the Law Society of Western Australia; and Mr Richard Foster, Executive Director 
of Court Services.  As I said yesterday, they visited Sydney, Brisbane and Melbourne to investigate whether a 
Court of Appeal should be established here, given those cities had already established a Court of Appeal.  The 
report, known as the Ipp report, is dated 30 April 2001.  The committee refers to the advantages of a permanent 
Court of Appeal and that it has been under review in Australia for a long time.  The committee examined an 
address of the Right Hon Sir Raymond Evershed, then Master of the Realms, when he received an honorary 
doctorate in law from the University of Melbourne.  His observations on the establishment of an appeal court are 
interesting.  I highlight a couple of his comments.  Firstly, he said that appellant work involves functions and 
skills different in kind from those performed by trial judges and that by inference, repeated performance of these 
different functions should enhance the quality of the performance of the judges at appeal.  

I suppose I should ask the Attorney General where there have been great difficulties with the performance of the 
Court of Appeal judges in Western Australia?   

Mr J.A. McGinty:  It is thought that this legislation will enable matters to be dealt with more efficiently.  

Ms S.E. WALKER:  When I worked for his Honour, Justice McKechnie, when he was the Director of Public 
Prosecutions, one of my roles was to summarise the Court of Criminal Appeal decisions, and I summarised 
hundreds of them.  It was very fruitful work and I enjoyed it.  I used to have bets with myself about the sentences 
judges would give.  Given that I had the opportunity to examine and summarise their work for three years for 
counsel, I felt that the judges all worked cohesively.  I wonder whether this legislation will make the system 
work any better.  At present, 18 judges rotate throughout the system.  

Reference is made in the Ipp report to the necessity for an experienced criminal judge to be on the Court of 
Appeal.  Is that specifically covered in the legislation?   

Mr J.A. McGinty:  I thought it was but you may well be right.  

Ms S.E. WALKER:  It may be.  Sir Raymond Evershed said that the necessary attention to the principal 
development of the law in an appeal court could be better secured by a comparatively small court of judges 
operating in repeated interaction with each other.  I accept that when the committee visited the different cities it 
found that there were speedier judgments as a result of creating the Court of Appeal.  I know that some concern 
has been expressed by commercial lawyers, particularly about the delivery of judgments they get from the 
Supreme Court not only at the trial but also, presumably, on appeal.   

Yesterday I mentioned some of the disadvantages that were suggested to the committee when it did its review.  
One of those disadvantages was the possibility that the role of the Chief Justice may be diminished if a Court of 
Appeal were established under a president with uncontrolled powers.  That will not happen under this legislation.  
As I said yesterday, the Chief Justice is always at the pinnacle of the judicial system in this State.  The 
committee looked at the desirability of a Court of Appeal.  Page 5 of the committee’s report states that where 
Courts of Appeal had been established, the experience, skill and intellectual capacity of the members of the 
Courts of Appeal in the jurisdictions concerned had raised standards generally - that is, of both the courts and the 
profession - the quality of appellate judgments had improved and there had been a greater consistency in 
judgments.  That is why I asked the Attorney General whether there has been a perceived inconsistency in 
judgments.  The report also states that judgments had been delivered more quickly.  The statistics from all three 
jurisdictions are impressive in this respect.  It is rare for judgments to be reserved for more than three months 
after hearing.  Most are delivered between one and two months.  The delivery of judgments within a week of 
hearing is by no means unique.  The report goes on to state that hearings had been shorter and the principal 
development of the law had been facilitated.  I wonder whether the principal development of the law has not 
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been facilitated in this State.  I would not have thought so, but perhaps the Attorney General’s advisers can tell 
me.  The report states also that any perception that appellate judges might be reluctant to overturn the judgment 
of members of the same court had been removed and that a strong sense of collegiality had developed.  For the 
reasons set out in the report, the opinion of the committee was that the establishment of a Court of Appeal in 
Western Australia would advance the administration of justice in this State.  

The committee also looked at the different models in the States, and the report goes through them, so I will not.  
The committee determined that the best model for Western Australia was the Victorian model, and it did so for a 
number of reasons.  First, the committee said that our jurisdiction is too small for the New South Wales model.  
The Victorian model assumes the establishment of a Court of Appeal with sufficient judges to handle a large 
majority of the work, both criminal and civil.  The committee also said that the court should be a division of the 
Supreme Court, and that the Chief Justice and the President should have the power to coopt trial judges to the 
Court of Appeal when necessary for reasons of expediency - I think that is in the legislation - to ensure that at 
least one judge of the quorum had appropriate criminal experience.   

The committee also looked at the importance of criminal appeals and the criminal experience of appellate judges.  
That is why I want to make sure when we briefly go into the consideration in detail stage that consideration has 
been given to the importance of experienced criminal appellate judges.  At page 9 the report states that the vast 
majority of those interviewed stressed the importance of having at least one judge experienced in criminal trial 
and appellate work on every quorum dealing with a criminal appeal.  The general view was that a quorum in 
which no member had any criminal experience was overly academic and gave decisions based on an unrealistic 
view of the provisos in the Criminal Code and lacked authority to command the respect of trial courts and the 
profession.  The report states that there was also a perception that judges without criminal experience appeared 
to regard their function in the Court of Criminal Appeal as being to “hunt the error”.  With judges of the Court of 
Appeal who are experienced in criminal matters, the practice of giving extemporary judgments, particularly in 
sentencing cases, would be increased.  In New South Wales this occurs in 80 per cent of the cases.  I was 
interested to see that the legislation provides that in the new appeal court there will be only two judges for 
sentencing, whereas there are three judges in the Court of Criminal Appeal.  

Mr J.A. McGinty:  That’s right. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I am not sure of the reason for that, but there are three judges for appeals against 
conviction.  Perhaps the Attorney General can let me know why that is. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  While you are on that point, you were correct a few minutes ago when you mentioned the 
requirement for a member of the Court of Appeal to be a judge with great strength in the criminal area.  That was 
certainly one of the recommendations.  It has not been written into the legislation expressly; it would be folly to 
do otherwise.  That would be part of the criteria of the appointment process, but it is not a statutory requirement, 
so you were correct.   

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I thank the Attorney General.  The committee also believes that it is essential in criminal 
appeals to ensure that the court is constituted as set out in its report; that is, the committee stressed the 
importance of having at least one judge experienced in criminal trial and appellate work.  The report states also 
that the first possibility is that when appointing a permanent Court of Appeal and when filling vacancies, care 
should be taken to ensure that the permanent members include sufficient judges with substantial criminal trial 
experience to provide at least one member to sit on all criminal and sentencing appeals. 

At page 10 the report states that it is particularly important for the Chief Justice to preside in serious criminal 
appeals.  As put by Sir Lawrence Street, the community looks to the Chief Justice to take the lead in the criminal 
law field, and I think he does in this State.  Generally, the view expressed by the delegation was that it is 
important for the Chief Justice to sit in the court of criminal appeal as much as possible.  Obviously he does not 
have to do so, but he forms part of the Court of Appeal.  Perhaps the Attorney General’s advisers can tell me 
whether the Chief Justice will fulfil that role when there are criminal appeals before the Court of Appeal. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  The answer to that is very much as it is currently.  A very important part of the role of the 
Chief Justice is judicial leadership and dealing with important criminal matters.  I think it is important that the 
Chief Justice sit in the Court of Appeal on those landmark or important decisions that will set new directions, 
particularly in sentencing offenders in the criminal area.  In the same way that the present Chief Justice in 
Western Australia has been sitting as a single judge in crime trials for the past month, it is envisaged that the 
Chief Justice would sit from time to time in crime appeals, and I think that is a very important part of his 
functions.   

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Yes, it is, and not only for new directions in sentencing but also for any significant criminal 
appeal that arises.   

Mr J.A. McGinty:  Yes.   
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Ms S.E. WALKER:  I note also that the Ipp report refers to the number of judges comprising the Court of 
Appeal.  Interestingly, it states that the consensus of opinion from those whose views the committee canvassed 
was that a Court of Appeal would be viable only if it consisted of six permanent members.   
That view seems to have been followed in the legislation.  The committee also looked at the relationship between 
the Chief Justice and the President.  The legislation seeks to overcome any difficulties about politicians using 
any differences - I would not, but the Attorney General might - as a political tool to undermine the criminal 
justice system.  

Mr J.A. McGinty:  That does not appear to be reflected in the legislation at all. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  What is reflected in the legislation is that although the President has administrative control 
of the Court of Appeal, the Chief Justice is always the person at the pinnacle of the judicial system.  There are 
words to ensure that the President and the Chief Justice confer all the time on issues in the Court of Appeal.   
Mr J.A. McGinty:  The thing that makes me confident that we have the balances right here is that this legislation 
enjoys the complete support, without qualification, of the Chief Justice.   

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I understand that he has spoken to the Solicitor General and has gone through everything in 
the legislation.  That is why the Opposition does not have a lot of difficulty with the Bill.   
I received a letter from the Law Society of WA, which supports this Bill.  We can perhaps look at this during 
consideration in detail.  The society states that the issue of most concern to it and on which it has not been easy 
to reach consensus is that of temporary appointment to the court.  The society is conscious of the need in this 
area to achieve a balance between several arguably conflicting issues.  The society sees them as being principally 
to preserve the independence of the court from unwarranted intervention by the Executive, to facilitate the 
practical working of the court making appropriate provision for events such as the temporary unavailability of 
judges or unexpected changes in workload, to ensure that the new Court of Appeal does not become a de facto 
replication of the former model of a full court in which judges frequently and randomly sit in an appellate 
capacity, and to ensure that a particular Court of Appeal has the necessary experience and capacity to deal with 
the issues with which it is presented.  I am not sure whether they are talking about criminal or civil matters.  I 
know that in the commercial world in this State there is a lot of disquiet about the delay in trying to get a matter 
on in a civil jurisdiction.  Some people have told me they are waiting up to two years; that is a worry.  I spoke to 
Hon Peter Foss about this and it was his view that setting up the court in this way would impact on the time 
frame for getting work through the general division.  I do not know whether the Attorney General has looked at 
that and whether that is seen by the Chief Justice to be the case. 

The society also states that there are two mechanisms by which a judge who is not a judge of appeal will be able 
to sit as part of the Court of Appeal.  Unlike the situation in New South Wales, neither mechanism requires the 
intervention of Executive Government.  Each is achieved by agreement between the president and the Chief 
Justice.  We could perhaps look at those issues during consideration in detail. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  Yes. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I do not have a lot of issues about this.  I would like to pay tribute to the explanatory 
memorandum; it is excellent and that is why I do not need to go through this in much detail..  I had a briefing 
with Ms Judy Taseff and I queried whether there will be an increase in the judges’ salaries as a result of the new 
classification of senior judges such as the president and the senior judge in the appeal division.  Is that mooted? 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  The President of the Court of Appeal will receive a salary higher than an ordinary judge of 
the Supreme Court.  Yes is the answer.  I am not sure but I think the same will apply to the senior judge in the 
appeal division as well. 
Ms S.E. WALKER:  I have one more issue to mention.  There will be a separate registry; that was in the Ipp 
report.  I believe the building extensions to the Court of Appeal are almost complete. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  That is my understanding.  I must say that I have not specifically looked at the renovations, 
although I was in the Supreme Court last week. 
Ms S.E. WALKER:  I believe the Court of Appeal will stay in the existing Supreme Court buildings but the 
criminal trial work will be done in the new District Court complex on the corner of Hay and Irwin Streets, 
provided those buildings are completed.  I believe special courtrooms are being built.  Is that right? 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  Yes. 
Ms S.E. WALKER:  The Opposition supports this Bill. 

MR J.A. McGINTY (Fremantle - Attorney General) [10.34 am]:  I thank the member for Nedlands for her 
comments and the indication of bipartisan support for this legislation.  It is a very important structural reform to 
our court system that will hopefully lead to a reduction in some of the listing intervals that are currently being 
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experienced, particularly by the Supreme Court, as well as the other advantages that have been outlined in both 
the Ipp report and the second reading speech, which also were mentioned by the member for Nedlands.  I thank 
members opposite for their support. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

Consideration in Detail 
Clauses 1 to 3 put and passed. 

Clause 4:  Section 4 amended - 
Ms S.E. WALKER:  This clause creates new offices.  The Attorney General has stated that the President of the 
Court of Appeal will receive a higher salary package than other judges of the Supreme Court.  Is it intended that 
other judges appointed to the Court of Appeal will receive a salary higher than judges in the general division? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  This legislation provides two limitations on the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal’s 
jurisdiction in dealing with these matters.  Firstly, the President of the Court of Appeal cannot be paid more than 
the Chief Justice.  Secondly, the senior judge of appeal shall not be paid more than the senior puisne judge.  
Apart from that, it is a matter for the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal to determine the salaries that are payable. 
There is nothing in this legislation that touches on comparative salaries paid to other judges of the Court of 
Appeal compared with other judges in the Supreme Court. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  A new registry will be established in the Court of Appeal.  Is the court registry for the 
general division to be moved to the District Court complex or will the registries operate within the Supreme 
Court building? 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  They will be housed in the Supreme Court building, not in the District Court building.  There 
will be two registries, one for the Court of Appeal and one for general work in the Supreme Court as 
recommended by the Ipp report, as the member has rightly observed. 

Clause put and passed.   

Clause 5:  Sections 6 and 7 replaced by sections 6, 7 and 7A, and transitional provision -  

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Proposed section 7A deals with the appointment of judges, judges of appeal, the Chief 
Justice and the President.  Will that make any difference to the way in which judges are appointed?  Who will 
appoint those persons?  Who will choose who will get the job?   

Mr J.A. McGinty:  In the Court of Appeal? 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Yes, and generally. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  The short answer is that the current arrangements will be preserved; that is, the appointment 
of judges will be by the Governor, on the recommendation of Executive Government and following consultation 
with the Chief Justice. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Does the Chief Justice put up the names? 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  It is part of the consultation process that takes place.  The Solicitor General normally 
undertakes the function of consulting with all interested parties.  The views of the Chief Justice are sought, as are 
the views of the Law Society of Western Australia and the Bar Association.  I am not sure whether this applies in 
every case, but certainly the Criminal Lawyers Association is consulted about Family Court appointments.  The 
Family Law Practitioners Association of WA is consulted also.  A consultation process is engaged in.  I assure 
the member that we would not consider making an appointment to the Supreme Court without consulting the 
Chief Justice.   

Clause put and passed.   

Clauses 6 to 8 put and passed. 

Clause 9:  Section 10A inserted -  
Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I move -   

Page 9, after line 24 - To insert the following - 

(3) Where the office of President is vacant or the President is, or is expected to be, absent 
or for any reason unable to perform the duties of his office, the Governor by 
commission under the Public Seal of the State may appoint a judge of appeal to act in 
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the office of President for such period as the Governor thinks fit and specifies in the 
commission. 

This is a fairly simple amendment, for fairly obvious reasons.  It provides for the appointment of an acting 
president. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  In the Court of Appeal will there be a senior judge under the President?   

Mr J.A. McGinty:  Provision is made for that in proposed section 9B(2) on page 8 of the Bill, which spells out 
the order of seniority of judges of appeal.   

Ms S.E. WALKER:  So, if the President is not able to be in the court, is it expected that the senior judge will 
take on that role?   

Mr J.A. McGinty:  One would expect that the senior judge would be appointed to that position.  I am told that 
given that the court has a President but does not have a deputy president, it is expected that it will be done on the 
basis of seniority.  However, when this matter was looked at more closely, it was thought desirable to have an 
express power to appoint an acting president.  I guess the other way to go would have been to provide that the 
senior judge will take on that position, but it was thought desirable to provide for an acting president in the 
absence of the President.   

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Proposed section 10A(1) states that during any vacancy in the office of President, or when 
and so often as the President is absent on leave or in consequence of sickness, his role will devolve upon the 
senior judge of appeal other than the Chief Justice.  Is that not in conflict with what the Attorney has just said?   

Mr J.A. McGinty:  I am told that what is sought to be done is to take from section 10 of the Supreme Court Act 
the provisions for the acting Chief Justice and to replicate those provisions in respect of the acting president of 
the Court of Appeal.  In the normal course of events, during a brief absence for illness, leave or something of 
that nature, the position would devolve to the next most senior judge.  That happens as a matter of course in the 
Supreme Court with regard to the Chief Justice.  This provision seeks to deal with an extended absence by 
providing for an express appointment rather than have a situation in which the position will merely devolve.  

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Perhaps this matter can be considered further in the upper House, but proposed section 10A 
refers to any vacancy in the office of the President.   

Mr J.A. McGinty:  It was done on the basis of advice that this is better drafting and will more completely cover 
the situation, but on the surface I think I would agree with the member.  
Amendment put and passed. 

Clause, as amended, put and passed.   

Clause 10:  Sections 10B and 10C inserted -  
Ms S.E. WALKER:  Proposed section 10C states that a judge of appeal may sit in the General Division with the 
prior approval of the Chief Justice.  Am I right in saying that although permanent appointments will be made to 
the Court of Appeal, there will be opportunities for judges in the General Division to have a go, as it were, in the 
appellate division, and vice versa?  

Mr J.A. McGinty:  Yes.   

Clause put and passed.   

Clauses 11 to 14 put and passed. 
New clause 15 -   
Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I move -   

Page 11, after line 12 - To insert the following new clause - 

15. Section 20 replaced 
Section 20 is repealed and the following section is inserted instead - 
“ 

20. Appellate jurisdiction 
(1) The Supreme Court has jurisdiction to hear and determine 

any application, or any appeal, whether by case stated or 
otherwise, that the Court or a Judge is empowered by a 
written law to hear and determine. 
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(2) Any such application or appeal must be heard and 
determined subject to the written law concerned. 

”. 
This amendment implements a recommendation of the Law Reform Commission about the need to ensure that 
the appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme Court has statutory power.  The amendment will clear up any possible 
doubt about that matter.   
New clause put and passed.  

Clauses 15 to 17 put and passed. 

Clause 18:  Section 57 replaced - 
Ms S.E. WALKER:  Why may the Court of Appeal in an appeal against a sentence be constituted by only two 
judges, instead of three as is the current position?   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The current provisions of the Supreme Court Act provide that there must be an uneven 
number of judges hearing a criminal appeal.  This was a matter that was discussed extensively with the court, 
which sought to have the power to deal with appeals with a minimum of two judges.  It might well be that the 
court needs three judges, as was recently the case with the Mickelberg appeal, if my memory serves me 
correctly.  Appeals have certainly been heard in recent times by more than three judges. 

Ms S.E. Walker:  What was the rationale for having three judges? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Simply that there must be an uneven number of judges and every issue must be determined 
by a majority of judges. 

Ms S.E. Walker:  So why go to two? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  That was recommended by the Supreme Court. 

Ms S.E. Walker:  Does it further the administration of justice? 
Mr J.A. McGINTY:  It is an efficient way of dealing more expeditiously with matters that come before the court.  
The Supreme Court expressly sought the power to have appeals determined by a minimum of two judges.  We 
have retained the current provision for appeals against conviction, which are heard by an odd number of judges, 
and we have accepted the court’s view that sentencing matters can be dealt with in some circumstances by two 
judges and not an uneven number of three or more. 
Ms S.E. Walker:  Did the Criminal Lawyers Association express any concerns about that? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  No.  To the best of our knowledge no express issue was raised by the Criminal Lawyers 
Association or any other body.  It was simply a recommendation from the court itself so that it can deal with 
matters more efficiently.  At first blush we are used to seeing odd numbers of judges deal with appeals, for fairly 
apparent reasons.  I am also advised by the Solicitor General that the Court of Appeal in the United Kingdom 
commonly sits with only two judges.   
Ms S.E. WALKER:  I have nothing further to say on the Bill on the constitution of the Court of Appeal.  I want 
to raise some matters that the Law Society raised with me that come under clause 18.  The Law Society says that 
there are two mechanisms by which a judge who is not a judge of appeal can sit as a member of the Court of 
Appeal.  The Law Society says that these mechanisms arrive by virtue of the provisions of proposed new section 
10B of the Supreme Court Act.  The Law Society says that in that case there must be intervention by the 
Executive Government.  Is that correct?   
Mr J.A. McGinty:  I am told that that is right. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  The Law Society says that it is unlike the position in New South Wales where neither of 
these mechanisms requires the intervention of the Executive.   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I am told that it does not require the intervention of the Executive.  I am sorry, I may have 
given an incomplete answer a few minutes ago.  The wording of new section 10B(1) is “If the Chief Justice and 
the President agree”.  Therefore, if there is agreement, that is the end of the matter. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  The Law Society raised a concern that the new Court of Appeal should not become a de 
facto replication of the former model of the Full Court in which judges frequently and randomly sat in an 
appellate capacity. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  I do not believe that can happen here, because it is intended to make specific appointments of 
judges of appeal who will sit permanently on the Court of Appeal.  There will be a capacity for other judges to 
come from the General Division of the Supreme Court from time to time due to the absence of a judge or 
because of a particular expertise that needs to be brought forward.  However, for whatever reason, there will be 
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some measure of bringing in judges from that division and giving them exposure to appeal matters.  However, in 
the general course, judges will be chosen to sit on the Court of Appeal on a permanent basis.  
Ms S.E. WALKER:  Is it envisaged in that make-up that more judges with commercial backgrounds will be 
appointed? 
Mr J.A. McGinty:  My recollection of the Ipp report and the other discussions on this matter is that at least one 
person with significant criminal expertise should sit permanently on the Court of Appeal. 
Ms S.E. WALKER:  Does that mean that the balance will lean towards judges with a commercial background? 
Mr J.A. McGinty:  The corporate and criminal areas will be the two major sources of work.  The intention is to 
ensure that there is sufficient expertise to cover both areas.  A criticism has occasionally been made that people 
whose real expertise is in the criminal area then sit on complicated commercial matters. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  And vice versa. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  Yes, and there has been a suggestion that the interests of justice might have been better 
served if the court had been differently constituted.   

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Does that not also apply to the District Court? 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  Hopefully there will be sufficient expertise in both areas to ensure that the best legal minds in 
criminal and commercial matters are brought to bear on appeals. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  The Law Society also said that the changes to the Supreme Court Act would facilitate the 
practical working of the court and make appropriate provision for events such as a temporary unavailability of 
judges or an unexpected change in workload, such as the absence of the President on extended leave.  The Law 
Society also said that the changes to the Act would mean that the President and the Chief Justice could coopt 
another judge from the General Division. 
Mr J.A. McGinty:  That is correct.   

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 19 to 32 put and passed. 

Clause 33:  Judges’ Retirement Act 1937 amended - 
Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I move - 

Page 27, line 15 - To delete “(ab)” and substitute the following - 
“    (aa)    ”. 

Page 27, line 21 - To insert after “Australia;” the following - 
“    or    ”. 

These are clerical amendments. 
Amendments put and passed. 
Clause, as amended, put and passed. 

Clause 34:  Judges’ Salaries and Pensions Act 1950 amended - 
Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I move – 

Page 30, line 3 - To delete “7(1)” and substitute the following - 
“    7A(5)    ”. 

Page 30, after line 3 - To insert the following - 

 (6) After section 5(1a) the following subsection is inserted - 

  “ 

  (1aa) A judge of appeal who is appointed to act in the office of President under 
section 10A(3) of the Supreme Court Act 1935 shall be entitled, for so long 
as his commission remains in force, to be remunerated and to receive other 
allowances and reimbursements as if he had been appointed substantively to 
the office of President under section 7A(6) of the Supreme Court Act 1935. 

”. 
The first amendment is a clerical error and the second is an omission.   
Amendments put and passed. 
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Clause, as amended, put and passed.  
Clauses 35 to 38 put and passed.  
Schedule put and passed.  
Title put and passed.  
 


