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SWAN AND CANNING RIVERS (CONSEQUENTIAL AND TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS) BILL 
2005 

Second Reading 
Resumed from 29 March. 

Question put and passed. 
Bill read a second time. 

Consideration in Detail 
Clauses 1 to 21 put and passed. 
Clause 22:  Clause 30A replaced - 
Dr S.C. THOMAS:  The opposition supports this bill.  I have a few quick questions and no amendments.  
Proposed subclauses (3) and (4) refer to the time the trust is allowed to take in giving advice on how an 
application should be determined.  If the trust does not give advice within 42 days on receiving the particulars, it 
is taken that it will give no advice on the application.  Are there any other mechanisms that can be used if the 
trust fails to meet the 42-day deadline?  How strictly will the time limit be enforced? 

Mr M. McGOWAN:  I thank the member for Capel for the question.  Proposed subclause (3) states - 

The Trust, within 42 days after the day on which it receives particulars of the application or within such 
longer period as the Commission allows, is to give to the Commission its advice in writing on how the 
application should be determined, including any conditions to which any approval should be made 
subject. 

Proposed subclause (4) states - 

If the Trust fails to give its advice within the time allowed under subclause (3), it is taken to have no 
advice to give on the application. 

There is no other mechanism; that is it.  It is the trust’s bad luck.  Subclause (3) allows for discussions during the 
period for a longer period if it is a particularly complex matter. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I wonder whether the minister has obtained the information I asked for the other day about 
the reserves in Nedlands mentioned in the schedule.  Does he know what the length of the leases is? 

Mr M. McGOWAN:  I intend to give the member the advice.  The advisers are working on it, but it is complex, 
because they are Department for Planning and Infrastructure reserves, and it requires some work to determine the 
exact boundaries.  The member should not worry; I will get the information to her. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 23 put and passed. 

Schedules 1 and 2 put and passed. 

Title put and passed.   

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading. 

Third Reading 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham - Minister for the Environment) [11.50 am]:  I move - 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

I conclude the consideration of the Swan and Canning Rivers Management Bill 2005 and the Swan and Canning 
Rivers (Consequential and Transitional Provisions) Bill 2005 by thanking opposition members for their remarks 
and support of both bills.  I look forward to the speedy passage of both pieces of legislation through the upper 
house.  I also acknowledge the efforts of Swan River Trust staff and board members, particularly Mr Charlie 
Welker, Mr Rod Hughes, Mr Darryl Miller and Ms Cheryl Leyland, and thank them for their valuable assistance.  
I also thank my predecessor, the member Maylands, for her hard work in bringing this matter forward and 
ensuring that the legislation is not only comprehensive, but also good and targeted.  I am the beneficiary of the 
work done by the member for Maylands, with the support of former Premier Dr Gallop, who made this issue a 
priority in 2004.  I look forward to the river systems becoming healthier.  When they do, that will be a 
substantial achievement for the former Premier and the member for Maylands.   

Question put and passed. 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 6 April 2006] 

 p1336c-1337a 
Dr Steve Thomas; Mr Mark McGowan; Ms Sue Walker 

 [2] 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council.   
 


