Hasty law-making diminishes public respect for the law itself

terrorism laws — this tme increasing
of intelligence agencies to
Intercept P]:IJJ.I:I.E' and message services of
non-suspects. But in what 18 now a claar
trend, Commuonwealth has once agaln
pnmdﬂ:ehwanﬂth.enmldltmﬂconﬂder

its potentlal problems later.
Attorney-General FPhilip Puddock seems
to take the view that ﬂle].mp:u'ta.‘nt thing is
ey el oparate an thel Impact por e

operate Impact npon i
lives of Anstralians.

The Telecommunications (Interception)
Act passed by the Padiament on Thursday is
agmdexnmplenithlaz&fb&ryet an

ortunity to scru-

tinise the proposed lnwpg:m senate's legal
and constitional legislation committes
still ed o raise quo.ug-:nm:ema abaout
its po & effact. The mai.-gﬂme' which
CO0L, 8 government opposltion
members, recommended the exemption of
certain communicatons from survelllance
sudﬂ:.eimpnnmmntfntmugeruiegusrdam

Ruddgm of Innocent people.

ck airlly sidestepped any res-

AT.TE-'IHALL'. has yetmore new counter-

Laws made too quickly are substandard outcomes
of a substandard process, ANDREW LYNCH says

onsibility this hi e upon him to
bt gt . S et e
hnd put |.11:-, by m})liug that the law was

needed “urgen In order to avold
a;lpemug -:u:-mple‘tehr ol tnous of a
committes d and

own collaagues, he promised
tDca.unmﬂlecummmee?arepmtmda]l
recommendations at some fubure
That would be after the law has
ﬁmm' before this forcing through
‘We have seen e
of highly suspect laws on the basis that
there will be tme to ghe them careful
conslderation further down the track. When
the Govemment brought forward its antl-
terrorlsm laws last year, the same com-
mittee made numerous recommendations
bt was ularly hostille to the inclusion
of new offences of sedition.
In hearings, the Liberal senators in

ular were keen to establish that
outlawing sedition was not necessarly

gulng to assist national
Newertheless, Mnm way and

the law was paued with the provisions
sedition firmly in place. But
there was to be & review of those sactions to
determine their need and likely opermation.
True to his word, Buddock hes estab-
J.lal:ue-:l. ﬂ:us CEss au.daubmimiommn:grbe
April 10 to the Australian Law
C:omm]aab:un 5 Inquiry on seditlon.
Butﬂ:lzpomtu that this Is extremely poor
law-making. Acts should not be with
question marks hanging owver There
E thres reasons sgainﬁehmtegyvmm
Attorney-General ean using to
have his laws enacted.
First, it is a blow to the importiance of the
very act of law-making ltself When the
people’s representatives in Parlament

legislate for the community that is
Iﬂaedmhethzmnmmeofthnﬁ\l
scruis aw:lu:leh tfhn

wigorous scrutiny ate, In tlﬂg.r
the public gets laws that are the best they
can possibly be. The idea that key lssues
remain to be ironed out after a law enters
the statite b-:-okalumﬂ:l.mg'bmn “near

enough is approach.
gﬁ;hnsﬂ:m effect of diminishing
'ﬂlep.lbll.camapectforﬂlelmt 1f the law is
seen to be created with congenltal defects
requidng later attenton, that can hardly fill
any of us with confldence in the wisdom of
what now binds us. why should we be
qued.l:‘I_tu:- observe a law which s the
ect of ongolng reviews Addidonally, we
%Jtaﬂklmwth.e public can be expected
wenb:u know what their legal obligations
n%[a are under laws which are so
clem:l a state of fumc
. the comulative effect of the
that re rellance upon a
ter” a;l ach 18 to
ebate on the
mmu:e-ab&l.ngmm&medhrﬂ;emm—
ment to combat temorism.

“pass mwm'new
confiound full and

Mo one doubis that strong and effective
national security depends in part upon a
%Jmnuu.d legislative base, but ﬂil;il:l:lpm‘tﬂﬂt

government p:mrern are kept In pro-
gﬂ.cu:lt-:n the threat and that safi for
essantlal libertles of indhdduals are not
steamralled.
g2 are important questlons which
need the carefil and focused attention of all
members of the Australlan community.

Too -:gﬂenmrecemmnmﬁn have we sean
“urgen used Jus laws  belng
Ehenmdmmerhnefgidﬁmcluﬂmve debate

of thelr merlts. aut t
of a future review 1s a strategy m
sOme steam out otfﬂ:.epmuau.diacleaﬂf
designed to string out and obfuscate
debate.

Laws should be a8 we intend them
to operate, after fully considered
their features. Laws passed subject to a
revlew are the substandard outcomes of a
substandard process
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