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TRANS-TASMAN MUTUAL RECOGNITION (WESTERN AUSTRALIA) BILL 2005 
Standing Order 230A(3) - Motion 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [4.43 pm]:  Before the Trans-Tasman Mutual 
Recognition (Western Australia) Bill 2005 is read a first time, I indicate that the bill was before the house in the 
previous Parliament and had been referred to the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and General 
Purposes under standing order 230A, which committee reported on October 2002.  I therefore move without 
notice -  

That pursuant to standing order 230A(3), the Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition (Western Australia) 
Bill 2005 not stand referred to the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and General Purposes.  

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [4.43 pm]:  The Opposition 
will support the proposition put forward by the Leader of the House on the condition that he informs us that this 
bill is identical to the bill that was sent to the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and General Purposes 
on the previous occasion.  This bill has been around for a very long time - in fact longer than I have; therefore, I 
am anxious to know that what the Leader of the House is requesting us to do today reflects the legislation in its 
exact form as assessed by the uniform legislation committee the last time.   

HON DEE MARGETTS (Agricultural) [4.44 pm]:  The Greens (WA) view on this issue is that it would have 
been nice if there had been some mention of it before the vote.  Obviously, the government appears to have the 
numbers.  However, this bill was and still is a contentious bill for very good reason.  As I understand from what 
my colleague has said, last time we looked at this bill nothing much was done to it, and it still remains 
contentious.  On that basis and the fact that we have not been consulted, we register our concern with this 
motion.   

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [4.44 pm]:  I do not know how to respond to Hon 
Dee Margetts, but in response to the Leader of the Opposition, it is my understanding that the 2005 bill is 
identical to the earlier bill.  I cannot put my hand on my heart and swear to that -   

Hon Norman Moore:  Perhaps you could defer this matter until you can do that.   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  It might help to know that the second reading speech, which is, incidentally, very brief, is 
indicative of a bill that is presented without change and refers honourable members to the original second 
reading speech of 28 November 2002.  That suggests that I can advise the house with a reasonable level of 
confidence that the bill is absolutely identical to the original bill.  I would prefer to continue as we are on the 
basis that it is an identical bill.  I am certainly aware of no changes to it.  In the event we find that there are 
changes, the house can respond accordingly.   

Hon PETER FOSS (East Metropolitan) [4.45 pm]:  The only problem is we will then have passed a motion.  
Mr President, perhaps you can confirm that a positive resolution that the bill not go to the committee is not 
exclusive of a later resolution that it do go to the committee.  If it does go to the committee, the proposal by the 
Leader of the House is a little risky.  I cannot see what the problem is with adjourning this matter and then 
bringing it back for debate at a later time.  I move - 

That debate be adjourned.   

Question put and passed. 
 


