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PARLIAMENTARY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2006 
Council’s Amendments 

Amendments made by the Council now considered.  

Consideration in Detail 
The amendments made by the Council were as follows - 

No 1 

Clause 4, page 3, after line 8 - To insert - 

(1) Section 44A(4) is amended by deleting “If the Premier so approves,” 

No 2 

Clause 7, page 4, line 25 to page 5, line 9 - To delete the lines. 

No 3 

Long title, page 1 - To delete “, and for related purposes”.  

Leave granted for the amendments to be considered together. 
Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I move - 

That the amendments made by the Council be agreed to. 

I will briefly explain the three amendments.  The first amendment, to delete the words “If the Premier so 
approves” was designed simply to tighten up an existing provision.  The third amendment, to delete the words 
“and for related purposes” becomes unnecessary, given the narrowing of the scope of the legislation.  The 
substantive amendment is to clause 7, to correct a drafting error; it was incorrectly included in the bill, and the 
upper house quite correctly moved to delete the provisions in clause 7(2).  It was originally included in the 
legislation on the advice of parliamentary counsel, when the legislation included a range of other matters.  After 
the legislation had been narrowed down to deal with allowances to be paid and the jurisdiction of the Salaries 
and Allowances Tribunal to deal with parliamentary secretaries and chairs of committees, this provision became 
unnecessary. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Unfortunately, I could not hear any of that.  I could not hear any part of the 
dissertation by the minister, and I am interested in it, so I ask the Speaker for some guidance on how to deal with 
this. 

The SPEAKER:  The minister can say it again, if the member wishes. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I would not mind, Mr Speaker, if that is appropriate.  I would like to hear the 
minister. 

The SPEAKER:  We will check to make sure that it is repeated word for word! 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The first amendment deletes the words “If the Premier so approves” with respect to 
certain allowances.  It is a tightening up of that provision and it basically removes the Premier’s discretion with 
respect to those allowances.  The third amendment deletes from the long title of the bill the words “and for 
related purposes” because of the narrowing of the scope of the bill.  It is for a specific purpose and not for 
unrelated purposes.  Those two amendments are designed to tidy up the bill.   

The substantive amendment is to clause 7(2).  It deletes quite extensive provisions in clause 7, which were 
originally included as the result of what appears to have been a drafting error.  The member will remember that 
the original legislation was split into three.  It included a miscellany of matters within one bill.  I will go into 
more detail than I did the first time: the subclause was originally included in the Electoral Legislation 
Amendment Bill in 2003.  The bill was not proceeded with at that time.  That bill would have fixed the time for 
general elections for the Legislative Council to a date in February every four years.  In other words, it made 
provision for fixed-term elections for the Legislative Assembly and the Legislative Council.  This was a 
hangover from those provisions.  It was initially thought that it might still be relevant to the composite bill, but 
after the bill had been split into three, the bill before the house deals only with the jurisdiction of the Salaries and 
Allowances Tribunal to make determinations with respect to allowances payable to parliamentary secretaries and 
chairs of committees.  That provision is no longer relevant to this bill; therefore, the upper house has moved to 
delete it, and the government agrees with the deletion. 

The SPEAKER:  I do not think that the minister used the term “miscellany” last time! 
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Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Does the removal of the provision mean that there will no longer be fixed-term 
elections? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The legislation that was proposed in 2003 dealt with fixed-term elections.  That was not 
proceeded with on that occasion, and as a result of discussions in connection with the public funding of 
elections, the Liberal Party sought and obtained from me an undertaking not to proceed with fixed-term elections 
during the life of this Parliament.  It is Labor Party policy and something that I support, but in the spirit in which 
this legislation was progressed and with the intention to achieve consensus on the contents of the legislation, I 
gave that undertaking.  Therefore, when this legislation was introduced, it was not intended to provide for fixed-
term elections.  It is a matter that Parliament will need to deal with in the future, but not before the next state 
election. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  These amendments cause no significant problems for the opposition.  I actually think it is a 
good idea to remove the Premier’s right to veto a parliamentary secretary or other people receiving an allowance.  
I am sure that in due course SAT will make a determination that the rightful remuneration for members who lost 
their allowances will be restored to an appropriate level, if I can put it that way.  I am sure the minister will agree 
with me.  However, there is no reason for the Premier to have the right to effectively veto a parliamentary 
secretary receiving an allowance.  I think it tidies up the act.  The removal of references to Legislative Council 
remuneration associated with fixed terms is logical, because fixed terms are not included in this bill.  The 
opposition does not have any problem supporting the change to the long title.  The opposition supports the 
amendments. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I would like an indication from the minister if this is the end of his zeal for this 
process. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  Never! 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Good.  I am not talking about political zeal.  I would like the minister and his 
agency to apply their minds to further bills relating to SAT.  The Parliament is in a split position in the way in 
which it deals with SAT.  A range of issues have been referred to in reports to Parliament, clearly demonstrating 
that SAT will not touch some issues over which it considers it does not have enough control.  I am not raising 
these matters for any purpose other than to try to tidy up a process that has developed over a number of years.  I 
encourage the minister, if he feels so inclined - he has indicated that he does - to have some of his staff meet with 
the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal and find out where the issues lay.  The issues will not necessarily burn the 
minister or me, but what is in place will stay in place.  I often hear how lucky I am to be in the old 
superannuation fund, while others are not.  Some statements about remuneration and other matters were made to 
new members that have not transpired.  The Salaries and Allowances Tribunal had said that these matters fall 
outside its parameters.  The area needs tidying up through a bipartisan administrative examination of the process.  
I know it falls outside the range of the bill before the house, but I take this opportunity to ask the minister to do 
that. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I thought the member had put to me the very pleasant rhetorical question of whether my 
passion for electoral reform had receded; that is why I gave him the enthusiastic answer that it had not.  I did not 
realise that he was talking about allowances for members of Parliament rather than electoral reform. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden interjected. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I do not have the same enthusiastic zeal for those matters!  Although these matters were 
included in the legislation that arose from the most recent determination by the Salaries and Allowances 
Tribunal, matters relating to the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal generally fit within the Premier’s or the 
Treasurer’s remit and not mine.  If I may, without wishing to frighten the horses in the National Party, I reassure 
members of my ongoing zeal and commitment to electoral reform. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Very good. 

Question put and passed; the Council’s amendments agreed to.  

The Council acquainted accordingly. 
 


