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SENTENCE ADMINISTRATION BILL 2002 
As to Cognate Debate 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Nollamara - Leader of the House) [1.26 pm]:  In accordance with Standing Order No 
269, I seek leave for the Sentence Administration Bill 2002 and the Sentencing Legislation Amendment and 
Repeal Bill 2002 to be considered cognately, and I propose that the Sentencing Legislation Amendment and 
Repeal Bill 2002 be considered the principal Bill. 
Leave denied. 

Second Reading 
Resumed from 15 August. 
MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [1.27 pm]:  There are two Bills before the House.  The first is the Sentencing 
Legislation Amendment and Repeal Bill, which I understood the Leader of the House to say would be the 
principal Bill.  That is good, because it contains most of the subject matter of these two Bills.  I am a little 
disappointed with the Government, because during my research on the sentencing Bills I received from the 
Attorney General - for which I am grateful - a copy of a submission to him from Dr Neil Morgan of the Crime 
Research Centre at the University of Western Australia, in which he states -  

Before examining the changes in detail, it is important to record some concerns about the processes of 
sentencing reform.  Those who are responsible for policy development seem to have learnt little from 
the abject failures of the late 1990s when Bills were developed without any consultation with the courts 
and the Parole Board.  The latest Bills follow the same pattern.  They were developed within the 
Department of Justice, with some consultation with the police.  The first that most of the other so-called 
stakeholders saw was the draft Bills at around the time they were tabled in the Parliament.   

I have just consulted with the Leader of the House.  It was my understanding that we were debating the 
Sentencing Legislation Amendment and Repeal Bill as the principal Bill.  

[Leave granted for speech to be continued at a later stage.] 

Debate thus adjourned. 
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