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COMMENTS FROM THE SECRETARY

Since the last issue of "'The Loophole" - November, 1990 - there has been little

correspondence received relating to information requested in the last issue on

"exchange programs", "Universities and other institutions teaching post-graduate

courses in drafting" and "events to be included in a calendar of events".

2. In this issue you will find a notice for an international seminar on legislative

drafting to be held in Ottawa, Ontario , CANADA on November 21 and 22, 1991.

Please remember that if you live outside Canada you may require a visa to enter

Canada.

For further information about the seminar you can call, fax or write me.

3. Enclosed is the most recent membership list. Please advise me of any errors,

ommissions or other changes.

4. 1 have included a copy of the "Drafting Conventions" adopted by the Uniform

Law Conference of Canada These should be of interest to all drafters.

5. I have included an excellent article on plain language written by Mr. Ian Turnbull,

Q.C. entitled "Clear Legislative Drafting: New Approaches in Australia".

6. Please provide me with articles for the next issue.
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DRAFTING SEMINAR

THE CANADIAN INSTITUTE FOR THE ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE IS HOLDING THE
FOLLOWING SEMINAR:

LEGISLATIVE DRAFTING: INTERNATIONAL PERSPECTIVES
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Legislative Process

Importing Expertise

Legal Linguistics

Teaching Drafting. Different

International Approaches

November 21 and 22, 1991

OTTAWA, ONTARIO, CANADA

To be announced

For further information please write, fax or call:

PETER J. PAGANO, Q.C.
Secretary - CALC

Legislative Counsel Office
Attorney General's Department

2nd Floor, Bowker Building
9833 - 109 Street

EDMONTON, Alberta
CANADA
T5K 2E8

PHONE: (403) 427-2217
FACSIMILE: (403) 422-7366
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1. GENERAL

Logical organization

1. The organization of an Act should be logical.

A logically organized text usually proceeds from the general to the particular and
follows the chronological sequence of events . If it deals with matters that occur in a
particular order, such as court proceedings or administrative applications , that order
should normally be followed. See also Part III on logical arrangement.

Style

2. An Act should be written simply, clearly and concisely, with the
required degree of precision, and as much as possible in ordinary
language.

Simplicity and conciseness of language can be made to coexist with precision in a
well-organized text. It is important not to exaggerate the degree of precision that is
required.
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Sex-specific references

3. Sex-specific references should be avoided.

In the English version of an Act, pronouns such as "he", "his" and "him" should
not be used if the message is intended to refer to persons of either sex. Instead, the
drafter can use "he or she", repeat the noun referred to or use a combination of these
methods . Typographical devices such as brackets , virgules and hyphens are unseemly
and distracting and should not be used . It is usually possible to restructure sentences
so as to avoid the problem altogether.

Nouns that have the appearance of referring to men only should be replaced by
terms that can refer to both sexes (for example , use "firefighter" instead of "fire-
man").

Because French nouns have grammatical rather than natural gender, and because
in that language adjectives and past participles must agree with the nouns to which
they relate , French solutions to the problems of sex-specific references are necessarily
different from those used in the English version . See the French commentary on this
point.

II. DIVISIONS OF AN ACT

Required elements

. 4.-(1) An Act always has a title and one or more sections (numbered
1,2,3 ... ).

The statutes (and ordinances) of all Canadian jurisdictions always contain an
enacting clause - an element that is not found in Uniform Acts.

Optional elements

(2) An Act may also contain the following elements:

(a) a preamble;

(b) parts (designated Part I, Part II ......);

(c) schedules (designated Schedule i, Schedule II ......);

(d) forms (designated Form 1, Form 2 ......).

On the subject of preambles, see section 18.

1 f there is only one schedule or form, it is not necessary to number it.
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Subdivisions of sections

(3) A section may be subdivided into subsections (numbered (1), (2),
(3)...).

(4) A section that is not subdivided into subsections and a subsection
may be subdivided into clauses (lettered (a), (b), (c)...).

(5) A clause may be subdivided into subclauses (numbered (i), (ii),

(iii)...).

(6) A subclause may be subdivided into paragraphs (lettered (A), (B),

(C)...).

Excessive subdivision into clauses , subclauses and paragraphs should be avoided,
as it makes the text harder to understand . See subsection 23(1).

Definitions

5. Definitions form part of a section or subsection and are separated
by semicolons. They begin with a lower-case letter and are not lettered
or numbered. Subdivisions, if any, within an individual definition take
the form of clauses and are indented, separated by commas, and identi-

fied as (a), (b), and so forth.

In bilingual Acts , because definitions are arranged alphabetically in each lan-
guage, a system of cross-references is necessary. It is recommended that the corres-
ponding term in the other language be shown in brackets at the end of each definition.

There are conventional differences between French and English usage in the form
of definitions.

The following example shows the recommended form of a provision containing a
series of definitions:

1. In this Act,

"Minister" means the Minister of Agriculture. ("Ministre")

"weed" means dandelion, ragweed or thistle. ("mauvaise herbe")

Form of sections and their subdivisions

6. Sections and subsections begin with a capital letter and end with a
period. Clauses are indented, begin with a lower-case letter and are
separated by semicolons. Subclauses are further indented, begin with a
lower-case letter and are separated by commas. Paragraphs are still
further indented, begin with a lower case letter and are separated by

commas.
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The "paragraph" used by some jurisdictions requires introductory words like "the
following" followed by a colon. The paragraphs are indented and numbered with
Arabic numerals. They begin with an upper-case letter and are separated by periods.
Like clauses, they must be grammatically parallel, but they may consist of complete
sentences or of fragments. The "paragraph" is more autonomous than the clause,
which must be an integral part of a single sentence.

III. ARRANGEMENT

Preamble

7. If a preamble is to be included, it follows the title.

Definitions

8. Definitions should be set out in the first section of the Act, unless
they apply only to a particular Part, section or group of sections. In that
case they should be placed at the beginning of the passage in question.

Interpretation or application provisions

9. Provisions that deal with the interpretation or application of the
Act should follow the definitions.

Regulation-making powers

10. Provisions conferring regulation-making power should come at
the end of the Act, preceding only the transitional or temporary provi-
sions, those repealing or amending other Acts and the commencement

provision.

If an Act is divided into Parts, it may be more practical to group the provisions
conferring regulation-making power at the end of the individual Parts to which they
relate.

Transitional or temporary provisions

11. Transitional or temporary provisions should follow the subject-
matter to which they relate.

If they relate to the Act as a whole, they should follow the regulation-making
powers.

30
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Repealing and amending provisions

12. Provisions repealing or amending other Acts should precede the
commencement provision.

Commencement provisions

13. The provision dealing with the coming into force of the Act
should be its last section.

Schedules

14. Schedules , if they are necessary, should follow the last section of
the Act.

It may be helpful to mention, in the heading of the schedule, the section to which it
refers. The same is true in the case of forms (see section 15).

Forms

15. Forms, if it is necessary to include them in the Act, should be
placed at the end of the Act, following the schedules, if any.

Normally, it is preferable to leave forms to be prescribed by regulation or by
administrative procedures.

Marginal notes and table of contents

16.--(1) Each section should have a succinct marginal note.

(2) A table of contents setting out the marginal note for each
section may be inserted between the title and the first section of
the Act.

A table of contents is useful for the drafter as well as for the reader, since its
preparation requires a further review of the Act's basic structure and exposes any
flaws in its logical organization.

However, if the Act is very short, a table of contents is not necessary.

IV. DRAFTING PRINCIPLES

Title

17. The title should succinctly indicate the Act's subject-matter.
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Preamble

18. The use of preambles is not recommended.

Statement of purpose

19. If a statement of purpose is required , it should be structured as a
section rather than as a preamble.

Explicit statements of purpose are rarely necessary, since the object of a well-
drafted Act should become clear to the person who reads it as a whole. In general,
legislation should not contain statements of a non-legislative nature . However, a
specific statement of purpose is occasionally required (for example, to give guidance
to the courts).

Parts

20. An Act should be divided into Parts only if the subject-matter of
each Part is clearly distinct.

The insertion of succinct headings before groups of related sections may be a useful
alternative or supplement to division into Parts.

Definitions

21.-(1) Definitions should be used sparingly and only for the follow-
ing purposes:

(a) to establish that a term is not being used in a usual
meaning, or is being used in only one of several usual
meanings;

(b) to avoid excessive repetition;

(c) to allow the use of an abbreviation;

(d) to signal the use of an unusual or novel term.

The drafter should not prepare the definitions until the main substantive provisions
of the Act have been settled.

See also section 32

No substantive content

(2) A definition should not have any substantive content.

Statements of the application of the Act should be made in substantive provisions
rather than definitions.
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Artificiality

(3) A definition should not give an artificial or unnatural sense
to the term defined.

"Means" and "includes"

(4) "Means " and "includes" have different uses.

Note that the French version of this subsection is different.

"Means" is appropriate for exhaustive definitions (where French uses s'entend de,
or no linking word at all). "Includes " is appropriate for two kinds of definitions;
those that extend the defined term 's usual meaning (here, French uses techniques such
as assimiler d), and those that merely give examples of the defined term 's meaning
without being exhaustive (here, French generally uses s'entend notamment de). When
a bilingual Act is being prepared the two drafters must consider these issues together.

The drafter should exercise caution when using "includes ". It should not be used in
exhaustive definitions , and the contradictory " means and includes" should never be
used.

Consistency

(5) A defined term should never be used in the same Act in a
different sense.

See also subsection 34(2).

Content of section

22.-(1) A section should deal with a single idea or with a group of
closely related ideas.

Single sentence

(2) A section (or, if it is divided into subsections, each subsec-
tion) should consist of a single sentence.

Short sentence

allow.
(3) Sentences should be as short as clarity and precision will

Note that the French version of subsection 22(2) is different.

The tradition of one-sentence sections and subsections is not generally followed in
French drafting , where a series of short sentences are often preferred to a single long
one.
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In both languages , it is desirable to keep sentences terse and simple . (In traditional
English drafting , the one-sentence rule has often led to excessively long sentences.) If
a sentence becomes long and convoluted , the drafter should first consider whether it
contains redundant material and can be simplified or (if there is no redundancy)
whether it would be more appropriate to break it into two or more subsections. The
French drafter may also resort to the technique of creating two or more sentences
within the original prov ision.

In a bilingual Act, although the French version of a section or subsection may
contain two or more sentences and the English only one, the formal structure of both
versions must remain the same (for example, it would not be acceptable to have two
subsections in one version and three in the other).

Use ofclauses and further subdivisions

23.-(1) Clauses should be used only if they improve communication
of the message to the reader . Subclauses and paragraphs should be used
even more sparingly.

"Clause sandwiches"

(2) "Clause sandwiches" should be avoided.

Arrangements of a flush passage followed by a series of clauses and a closing flush
are undesirable . Even more undesirable are similar arrangements containing two
series of clauses , interrupted by a flush passage . They are apt to lead the drafter into
errors of grammar and logic, and are difficult to read in either language. In bilingual
drafting, "clause sandwiches" make it difficult - sometimes impossible - to ensure
close correspondence of form between the two versions.

Parallelism

(3) Clauses and further subdivisions should be grammatically
and logically parallel to one another.

Connecting words

(4) A series of clauses or further subdivisions should usually be
linked by one "and" or "or", placed at the end of the second-last item in
the series.

No conjunction should be used if the subdivisions follow a complete sentence (e.g.
"The court may give directions with respect to the following matters:..'). It is best to
omit "and " and "or" if their use could cause confusion.
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Note that the French version of this subsection is different.

In French drafting, the fact that a series is conjunctive or disjunctive is indicated by
appropriate introductory words, not by literal equivalents of "and" and "or".

Verbs in present indicative

24.-(1) Verbs should appear in the present tense and indicative mood
unless the context requires an exception.

The use of "shall" as an imperative is the major exception to this rule.

Passive undesirable

(2) Restraint should be exercised in the use of the passive voice.

Duties and prohibitions

(3) "Shall" is used to impose a duty or (with "not" or "no") a
prohibition.

Powers, rights and choices

(4) "May" is used to confer or indicate a power, right or choice.

Note that the French versions of subsections (3) and (4) are different.

In French drafting, an obligation is usually imposed by the present indicative form
of the verb, occasionally by auxiliaries such as dolt or est tenu de. A prohibition is
indicated by the use of the auxiliary ne peut, by it est interdit de or sometimes by the
auxiliary ne dolt. A power, right or choice is indicated by the auxiliary peut or
occasionally by other phrases.

Internal references

25. Internal references should be used sparingly.

A logical arrangement makes frequent internal references unnecessary.

Internal references should clearly identify the provisions referred to by their
number or letter. It is not necessary to describe the provision referred to as "of this
Act", unless there is a danger of confusion with another Act that has been mentioned.

Derogations and restrictions

26.-(1) Derogations and restrictions ("notwithstanding", "despite"
and "subject to") should be used sparingly and only if there is an
inconsistency, to make it clear which provision is meant to prevail.

Inconsistencies can often be eliminated by redrafting the passage.
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(2) If provision 1 is meant to prevail over provision 2, it is sufficient
to say that 1 applies notwithstanding (or despite) 2, or that 2 is subject to
1. The two devices should not be used simultaneously.

Placement of new provisions

27.-(1) A new provision should be inserted in the most logical place.

Designation of new provisions

(2) The numbers or letters assigned to new provisions are deter-
mined in accordance with the decimal system adopted by the Confer-
ence (1968 Proceedings, pages 76-89).

Changes to original structure

(3) Amendments to existing Acts should not detract from the
readability of the original structure.

Rather than attaching new provisions to an existing structure , perhaps repeatedly,
it may be desirable to rework the original structure.

Tables and mathematical formulas

28. Tables and mathematical formulas should be used if they make
the text clearer and more concise.

Regulation-making powers

29. Regulation-making powers should be clearly expressed and
should be no broader than is necessary.

V. LANGUAGE

Ordinary language

30.-(1) An Act should be written as much as possible in ordinary
language, using technical terminology only if precision requires it.

Intended audience

(2) The terminology of an Act should be suitable for its intended
audience.
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Redundancies and archaisms

31. Redundant or archaic words and phrases should be avoided.

It is desirable to examine stock phrases that take the form of pairs or triplets
(especially common in English - for example, "give, devise and bequeath", "terms
and conditions") in order to determine whether fewer words could convey the desired
meaning . Legislation should be written in a style that is correct and up to date without
being either faddish or excessively conservative . Many words and phrases that are
often seen in legal documents belong to an earlier age and are no longer well
understood. They should be replaced by a contemporary equivalent. If they add
nothing to the message, as is often the case, they should be eliminated.

Neologisms

32. Neologisms should be used with caution.

In principle, terms that are not found in standard reference works should be
avoided in legislation . Sometimes it is necessary to invent a term or to use a recently
coined term; in that case it is prudent to define it. The use of neologisms causes
special problems in bilingual drafting.

Note that in bilingual common law jurisdictions , often the use of neologisms is the
only way to express in French with precision legal concepts that are derived from
English law and lack any satisfactory French "functional equivalent".

Other languages

33. Terms from languages other than English should be used only if
they are generally understood and if there is no equally clear and concise
way of expressing the concept in English.

Latin and other foreign terms are used even less often in French than in English.

Consistency

34.-(l) Different terms should not be used to express the same
meaning within a single Act.

(2) The same term should not be used with different meanings
within a single Act, unless, in a given context, the particular meaning
that is intended is perfectly clear and no other term is suitable.

The exception does not apply to defined terms, which should never be used in a
different sense than that of the definition. See subsection 21(5).
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Vt. BILINGUAL DRAFTING

Bilingual legislation should be prepared by two drafters, one responsible for each
version, who co-operate on a basis of equality.

Ideally, both drafters should be bilingual. The participation of linguists and
translators is often helpful.

Although it is usually faster and may seem easier to conduct the drafting process in
only one language and to prepare a translation once the unilingual draft is settled, the
quality of both versions is significantly improved by co-drafting.

Substance

35. The English and French versions of a bilingual Act must be
identical in substance.

Linguistic quality

36. Each version should be written in correct and idiomatic lan-
guage, and neither version should be forcibly adjusted to fit the pecu-
liarities of the other language.

In bilingual drafting, both drafters must be ready to make necessary compromises
in order to reconcile the need for linguistic quality with the need for identity of
substance and close correspondence of structure.

Structure

37.-(1) The structure of the Act should be the same in both versions.

Parallelism at the structural level promotes identity of substance. It is likewise a
valuable tool for the increasing number of bilingual users and interpreters of the law
who compare the two versions.

Acceptable differences

(2) It is not necessary that corresponding English and French
provisions use the same syntax.

(3) One version of a subsection (or of a section that contains no
subsections ) may contain a different number of sentences than the
other.

(4) Occasionally, a definition present in one version may not be
necessary in the other.
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PUBLISHED WITH PERMISSION OF THE COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA

CLEAR LEGISLATIVE DRAF'T'ING: NEW APPROACHES IN
AUSTRALIA

Introduction

The main purpose of this paper is to describe the attitude of the Office of
Parliamentary Counsel in the Australian Commonwealth to the problem of complex
statute law.

I will touch briefly on the history of the Commonwealth style and the
reasons for recent changes . The main part of the paper is about the Commonwealth's
new approach to malting laws easier to understand.

Because I have been invited to discuss the approach of Australia, I will also
briefly mention current attitudes of the other Australian drafting offices. I deal with them
only briefly for 2 reasons: first, I cannot speak with authority on the other offices, and
secondly, even if I could, time and space would not permit a detailed description of their
practices. However, my concentration on the Commonwealth approach should not be
taken to imply that there has not been real progress in the other offices.

Before proceeding, I should explain that I use the word "Commonwealth"
in the Australian sense, as referring to the Federal Commonwealth of Australia.

Background: The Complexity of Statute Law

The Renton Report gives a number of examples of criticisms of convoluted
drafting in British statute law'. The problem seems to exist throughout the English-
speaking world, and the Commonwealth has been no exception. Like all English-
speaking offices, the Commonwealth was influenced by traditional forms of legal
expression and the dignified language considered appropriate for Parliament.

During the 1950s, 60s and 70s, Commonwealth Acts became increasingly
complex. I do not claim to know all the reasons why, but some reasons are obvious.
The increasing diversity and complexity of commercial arrangements and the increasing
size of Government departments created a need to regulate these arrangements and to
balance competing interests . Also, in the area of income tax, the High Court of Australia
gained a reputation for literalism which required drafters to draft with extreme precision.

Whatever the reasons, during the 1960s, 70s and early 80s there was a
clear belief among drafters in the Commonwealth that precision was all-important. To
some degree brevity was seen as a virtue, but this was an end in itself, not a means to
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easy core, Lnication. To the best of my knowledge, drafters were not encouraged to try
to keep is =ir drafts simple.

This approach led to an elaborate style of drafting which in some cases was
unnecessarily complex. For example, a provision of the traffic law in the Australian
Capital Territory (drafted in the Commonwealth office in 1971) was almost
incomprehensible2.

On the other hand, the Commonwealth style had many excellent features.
For decades it had avoided some practices that have been criticised in other jurisdictions.
The Commonwealth never referred to Acts by regnal years. It always made amendments
by the textual method. For decades it used few latin expressions. For decades it avoided
words like "aforesaid", "hereinafter", "hereinbefore", "therein" and "thereafter". For
decades it did not use provisos.

In 1973, a number of changes were made to improve readability and
shorten the language. Tables of provisions (known in other jurisdictions as "arrangements
of sections" or "analyses") were included at the front of Bills that were over 25 clauses
long or divided into Parts. The old form of dates "the first day of March One thousand
nine hundred and twenty-three" was dropped for the form "l March 1923". Section
numbers were expressed in figures instead of words. The traditional form of cross-
references was dropped in favour of the compressed form "paragraph 23(3)(a)"3. The
phrases "of this Act", "of this section" etc. were dropped from internal references. We
do not claim originality for any of these. In these respects the Commonwealth was
merely catching up with some of the more progressive jurisdictions.

The Plain English Movement

There have always been critics of complex legislation. The brief history of
the English position in the Renton Report4 goes back to the 16th century. In the United
States of America, a positive movement to improve the language of the law appears to
have begun in the 1970s, when some insurance companies began to issue their policies
expressed in simple language. In 1978, President Carter signed an order that regulations
should be as simple and clear as possible. In the United Kingdom, the desire for simpler
laws led to the appointment of the Renton Committee, and to its landmark Report in
1975.

In Australia, these developments did not seem to have much effect on
legislative drafting. However, in other fields the plain English movement received
impetus from the work of Professor Robert Eagleson, Assistant Professor of English at
Sydney University. In 1985 he was engaged by the Commonwealth Government to revise
the forms for social security claims and income tax returns. He also helped in the
production of a "Plain English" policy of one of the country's major motor vehicle
insurers. He published a number of articles on plain English5. Meanwhile, in May 1985
Mr Jim Kennan, the Attorney-General for the State of Victoria, announced that all
Victorian legislation was to be drafted in plain English. He followed this by giving a
reference to the Law Reform Commission of Victoria covering legislation and
Government communications.
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In June 1987 the Commission produced its report "Plain English and the
Law"', together with a drafting manual and plain English versions of the Companies
Takeovers Code, a Magistrate's Court summons and some other legal documents.

It is beyond the scope of this paper to discuss the report in any detail. The
report argues that legal documents, and statute law in particular, should be written in a
style called "plain English". It argues that this style is compatible with precision7, can
express complex policy', and takes less time than the traditional style9. As a description
of an ideal, this is above reproach, and no drafter would quarrel with it. The real
difficulty comes in achieving this ideal in practice, and in this respect there is some
disagreement between the Commission and Parliamentary Counsel.

A further development is the forthcoming establishment of a Centre for
Plain Legal Language within the University of Sydney. Its Directors will include
Professor Eagleson and Mr Dennis Murphy, QC, the head of the Parliamentary Counsel's
Office of New South Wales.

Drafting in General Terms

Before proceeding any further, it is necessary to discuss briefly the style of
drafting called various names including the "European approachn10. By this I mean a
style which avoids detail and concentrates on general principles. It is outside the scope of
this paper to examine the merits and demerits of such a style. I will merely state the
obvious - it may be easier to read than the traditional style, but when the law is applied to
particular circumstances, the effect is often unclear. The details have to be worked out
by the courts.

The traditional view of drafters in the English-speaking world has been that
their prime responsibility is to draft laws that give precise effect to the intentions of the
sponsors of those laws. This is well expressed in the Renton Report:

"... the draftsman must never be forced to sacrifice certainty for simplicity, since
the result may be to frustrate the legislative intention. An unfortunate subject may
be driven to litigation because the meaning of an Act was obscure which could, by
the use of a few extra words, have been made plain. The courts may hold, or a
Government department be driven to conclude, that the Act which was intended to
mean one thing does not mean that thing, but something else.""

This view received support recently in Australia in the Victorian Supreme
Court. The Court was critical of a recent Act of the Victorian Parliament on the grounds
that precision had been sacrificed in the interests of simple language. The Court said:

"No doubt such drafting is often prompted by a desire to simplify legislation.
Unfortunately attempts to do so usually leave a number of questions unanswered.
They also very often leave the courts without guidance as to how the questions
should be answered and when dealing with legislation the court's only task is to
interpret and apply the law laid down by the Parliament. The courts cannot be
legislators. "12
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So far as I know, apart from what I say below about income tax drafting,
there has been no deliberate move in Australia towards a European style of drafting. In
discussions with my colleagues in the States and Territories, the view remains that
precision must be maintained. Even advocates of the plain English movement, in
Australia at least, do not recommend the European style. They claim that the "plain
English" style is compatible with precision, indeed that "precision and clarity are not
competing goals"".

The one exception to this is in the area of income tax. The Commonwealth
is experimenting with something like the European style - what we call "non-specific
drafting". In discussions with the Australian Taxation Office we have agreed to try to
simplify the income tax law by attacking two of the main reasons for its complexity - the
need for precision, and the complexity of the policy. It was decided to keep the policy
more simple, and to draft in non-specific terms, i.e. with less emphasis on precision.
The Attorney-General gave his authority to our Office to draft in this way, but only in the
area of income tax. Some drafting has been done in this style, but it is too early to say
how it is being received by users of the income tax law.

Towards a Simpler Commonwealth Style

During over 20 years in the Commonwealth office I developed a great
respect for the abilities of Commonwealth drafters, and formed the view that our style
compared favourably with that of most other English-speaking drafting offices. However,
I also thought that it was possible to simplify our style to some degree without losing
precision. When I became head of the office in 1986, my chief ambition was to move to
a simpler style. I should add that, once I declared the new policy, the members of the
staff adopted it with enthusiasm, dedication and imagination. They quickly showed the
error of those critics who allege that lawyers, and particularly legislative drafters, are
unwilling or unable to draft simply.

Clarity: The Balance between Simplicity and Precision

At the outset it was necessary to focus on our attitude to the need for
precision. We believed, and still believe, that our prime responsibility is to draft
legislation that works. It must be sufficiently precise to have its intended effect and to
resist attack by those who try to twist its meaning to suit their own ends. On the other
hand, we believe that the traditional style often overemphasised precision.

In moving towards a simpler style, it is a matter of delicate judgment to
decide how high the standard of precision should be, and how many words can be omitted
without losing precision. Mating these judgments involves not only questions of style,
but also questions of statutory interpretation and the need to avoid ambiguity.

We adopted the principle that, if in a particular case there was a conflict
between precision and simplicity, precision should prevail. However, even in those cases
we should try to make the law as simple as possible consistently with precision.
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We also thought it was necessary to avoid the risk of an expression in the
new style being misinterpreted merely because the same idea had been expressed in
different words in earlier Acts. We arranged for the Acts Interpretation Act to be
amended to the effect that changes in style would not affect the meaning14. So far, there
has not been any judicial comment on this provision.

The 3 Elements of the Commonwealth Approach

We began by concentrating on the language, and this divided into 2
elements. First, to use the rules of simple writing, and secondly, to identify and avoid
traditional forms of expression if they could be expressed more simply. These elements
overlap to some extent, but it is useful to focus on them separately. The third element
was to use aids to understanding that were not connected with the language. These
elements are discussed at length below.

The first Element: Rules of Simple Writing

It is unnecessary to describe these at length in this paper - they have been
well known for many years. In this century, people have come to expect brevity and
simplicity. Not only literary works, but computer manuals and even packaging labels are
often models of good style.

It is unfortunate that the language of the law, at least in the English
speaking world, has not moved with the times. No doubt this is because lawyers are
trained on precedents, and use precedents in their profession. Legislative drafters learn
their craft from studying and amending existing laws. In addition, the judiciary cannot
escape their share of the blame. As all lawyers learn from judgments, they become
influenced by judicial language. Regrettably, the style of most judgments is not designed
for easy reading or comprehension. There also seems to be a general belief that the
language of statutes must be appropriate to the dignity of Parliament.

All these forces combine to make a self-perpetuating system for preventing
development in style. However, we believe that it is possible to escape it by making a
conscious effort. We are concentrating on, for example:

Using shorter, better constructed sentences.

Avoiding jargon and unfamiliar words.

Using shorter words.

Avoiding double and triple negatives.

Using the positive rather than the negative.

Using the active voice instead of the passive voice.
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Keeping related words as close together as possible, e.g. not separating
subject from verb, auxiliary verb from main verb, etc.

Using parallel structures to express similar ideas in a similar form, e.g. not
mixing conditions and exceptions, and not mixing "if' and "unless"
clauses.

The second Element : Traditional Expressions

Besides concentrating on rules for good writing , I believe an essential step
in improving legal language is to identify and avoid traditional forms of expression that
are unnecessarily long and obscure.

Some writers on the subject argue that this is not the right approach - that
one should merely practice rules of good writing. But in my view it is necessary to
attack the traditional expressions, because they are an important cause of the deficiencies
of the traditional style.

In the case of Commonwealth drafting , applying this policy has already
revealed a large number of examples of bad style . In addition , the exercise of identifying
them has a valuable effect in heightening our awareness of the rules of good writing.

Some examples of traditional forms that we are avoiding are set out below.

Connecting associated provisions

In a section with several subsections , the traditional practice is to bind the
later ones to the earlier ones by expressions like "an application made by a corporation
under subsection (1) ...". In such a case we would simply say " an application ...".

Proportions

The traditional form "an amount that bears to ... the same proportion as ...
bears to ..." is very cumbersome when the factors are long. We now express all
proportions by mathematical formulae.

Classes

Traditional style has been unduly particular about distinguishing between a
class and its members, e.g. "a person included in a specified class of persons".
Sometimes this form is necessary, but more often it is not . A provision that "the
Minister may declare that this section applies to a specified class of persons" would be
enough to cover the persons included in that class.

Page 6



Duplication of nouns

Sometimes in the traditional style, words are repeated unnecessarily,
perhaps through a desire to repeat a phrase set out in another section of the same Act.
For example, if section 5 states that it applies to a person who satisfies certain conditions,
another section with reference to such a person sometimes uses this form "a person who
is a person to whom section 5 applies".

Cases

Where a provision is broken into paragraphs that refer back to a series of
alternatives, the traditional style would be to say:

(a)
(b)

in a case to which section 5 applies - ...;
in a case to which section 6 applies - ...;".

In each paragraph, the phrase "in a case to which" is now being replaced by the single
word "where" or "if'.

The provisions of

The traditional style commonly uses expressions like "subject to the
provisions of this Act". We are avoiding the expression "the provisions of" unless it is
used as a single phrase to describe a number of particular provisions, so that it can be
used again to refer back to those provisions.

Duplicated verbs

Where a sentence has alternative subjects differing in number, the
traditional style is to use the verb both in the singular and in the plural. This leads to
cumbersome language, e.g. "the corporation has, or corporations have, ...". We are now
following Fowler by making the verb agree with the nearer of its subjects, e.g. "the
corporation or corporations have".

Contraventions

In the traditional style, "contravene" was treated as not covering omission,
so the form "contravene or fail to comply with" was used. This was probably never
right, but the position has been put beyond doubt by a recent amendment of our Acts
Interpretation Act.

Under, pursuant to, in pursuance of, by virtue of
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It has been held judicially'5 that these expressions are synonymous, so we
are using " under" as being shorter and more familiar.

Participles and relative clauses

We are now using participles (being, having, issued , etc) wherever possible
instead of the longer relative clauses (that is, that has, that was issued, etc). The
participial form also avoids difficulties where both the present and past tense are used in
the same sentence.

Pronouns (it, them , they, etc.)

In the traditional style these words seem to be avoided . Perhaps to avoid
ambiguity, the noun is repeated instead of the pronoun . Where there is no risk of
ambiguity , we are trying to use the pronouns more often.

The possessive

In traditional drafting , no doubt to avoid what appears to be an
abbreviation , the long form "of the Minister " is used instead of " the Minister ' s". We are
now using the short form. Also, in the traditional style, the word "whose" was not used
with inanimate objects, so "of which" was used instead . This often led to what Fowler
calls the "delayed relative", which makes a sentence unnecessarily complicated. We are
now using " whose" with inanimate objects.

Definitions

We are now using definitions , not only to define the meanings of
complicated concepts, but also to help make sentences shorter. If a lengthy expression
appears several times in a sentence , it inevitably makes the sentence more difficult to
read . In such a case , we define the lengthy expression (preferably using a short term)
and use the term so that the structure of the sentence is much clearer.

The third Element : Aids to Understanding

The third element in the Commonwealth ' s new style is to use aids to
understanding that are not merely concerned with language. We believe that these can
play a very important part, particularly in cases where , for one reason or another, it has
not been possible to make the language as simple as we would like . Some of these aids
are set out below.
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Topic specification: purpose clauses and headings

Research has shown that if the overall topic of a written text is specified at
the beginning, the text will be easier to understand". If one has an overall picture of the
whole proposition in mind, it is easier to see the significance of the parts and the way
they relate to each other and it is easier to concentrate on the details. On the other hand,
without a topic specifier, the reader has to construct a mental picture by absorbing details
one at a time and fitting them together . This makes it much harder to understand the
significance of the details before the whole picture is in mind.

Purpose clauses can be excellent topic specifiers . Although a clause setting
out the objects of a whole Bill is unlikely to have much value in interpreting the
borderline meanings of provisions of the Bill, it can give a good overview of the general
purpose of the Bill . However , even that function is limited to some degree because the
clause has to be expressed in wide enough terms to cover the whole Bill. On the other
hand, a purpose clause at the beginning of a Part of a Bill can be much more specific,
and therefore of much greater value in helping the reader to get an overview of the
provisions of the Part. This applies even more in the case of a purpose clause at the
beginning of a long and complicated section . The Commonwealth is therefore using
purpose clauses at the beginning of some Parts , and at the beginning of sections that are
particularly long or complicated.

Headings are also excellent topic specifiers . They can be multiplied by
gathering together provisions with a common subject matter and placing them in a
separate Part, Division , etc. Also , headings to sections can be multiplied by avoiding the
traditional practice of having sections with many subsections. The headings to sections in
turn make the table of provisions a more effective outline of the contents of a Bill, and
this too is a good topic specifier. Traditionally, the Commonwealth has never used
headings to subsections . However , as part of our new approach , we have used them in
some rare cases , where we have been obliged for one reason or another to draft a section
with a large number of subsections.

Road maps

In a long or complicated Bill, it is useful to include one or more clauses
telling the reader how the Bill works, or where to find provisions.

Coherence

The words and sentences in a Bill may be clear, but if the provisions are
not properly arranged, the Bill will be more difficult to understand. We are trying to
arrange Bills so that the relationship between provisions is as clear as possible. If the
reader can see a pattern in the provisions , they are easier to understand because the
reader has a mental framework into which information can be fitted as it is absorbed.

Ways of improving the coherence of a Bill include:
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Grouping together provisions that have a common subject.

Arranging provisions in a temporal sequence, e.g. dealing with the issue of
a licence first, then the conditions imposed by the licence, then renewals
and finally revocation.

Expressing similar ideas in provisions of parallel structure.

Putting general or important propositions first, followed by subsidiary or
particular propositions, followed again by exceptions.

Calculations in steps

The traditional way of expressing a calculation is to describe it as a single
proposition, e.g. "the sum of ... and ... less the amount by which ... exceeds ...", or in
more recent legislation, to use an algebraic formula. However, a complicated calculation
can sometimes be expressed more clearly by directing the reader to take a series of steps.
The result is a longer text, but it is usually easier to follow than the traditional method.

Definitions

We have made a number of changes in our approach to definitions:

Apart from definitions for the purpose of single clauses only, definitions
are grouped together at the beginning of a Bill. The traditional practice of
having some definitions at the beginning of Parts is avoided if at all
possible.

If definitions appear in separate subclauses of a long interpretation clause,
or in separate clauses, "sign-posts" referring to them are inserted in the
main definition provision, e.g. "'royalty' has the meaning given by section
15".

In the past, many definitions were drafted in the "referential" form so as to
catch grammatical variations. The Acts Interpretation Act now makes this
unnecessary in most cases, so wherever possible the "quotes" form is being
used in preference to the referential form , as it makes definitions easier to
find.

The traditional style often used colourless terms like "the prescribed
amount" or "the relevant amount". We are trying to avoid these terms,
and use terms that have some clue to their meaning.

Defined expressions in "quote" definitions are printed in bold type, as this
draws attention to the fact that they exist and makes them easier to find.
However, we do not follow the recommendations of some writers on plain
English who suggest that wherever a defined term appears in the text it
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should be identified in a way that indicates that it is defined. So far, we
have not found a way of doing this that does not distract the eye and
interrupt the text, although in some cases we use notes for this purpose.

The location of definitions gave us a good deal of thought. Traditionally,
throughout Australia, definitions have always appeared at the beginning of a Bill. On the
other hand, writers on plain English have argued that definitions at the beginning of a Bill
create a hurdle for the reader before the reader gets to the substantive parts of the Bill, so
they should be placed at the end.

We do not find this argument convincing . There is no advantage in being
able to start reading the substantive parts of the Bill on the first page if one has to refer
immediately to definitions at the end of the Bill in order to understand the provisions.
Moreover, definitions at the end of the Bill are harder to find. We experimented in one
case by putting definitions at the end of a Bill, and, because they were very long, the
result was that the alphabetical list of definitions began in the middle of the Bill. In our
view, placing definitions at the beginning of the Bill has two distinct advantages. First,
attention is drawn to them, and secondly, they are very easy to find.

Acronyms and abbreviations

To the traditional style, abbreviations and therefore acronyms were
anathema. We are now using acronyms (with appropriate definitions) to avoid frequent
repetition of lengthy expressions, e.g. "CFCs" for "chlorofluorocarbons". It is so much
the better if the acronyms are used in common speech.

User friendly algebraic formulae

The traditional approach to formulae is to use the symbols "a, b, c," etc.
We have been experimenting with malting the symbols more meaningful so that the
significance of a formula can be grasped more immediately. Where possible, we are
expressing the components in words in bold type (capitalising the first letter of the first
word) rather than symbols, e.g.:

... worked out using the formula:

Received amount X -
Commonwealth element

Total charge

where:

"Received amount" means ...
"Commonwealth element" means ...
"Total charge" means ... .
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Where length or complexity makes it preferable not to express one or more
components in words, we are using letters or combinations of letters as symbols for the
components, choosing the initial letters of some of the words in the components. When
we do this, we make their significance more clear by including in the definition of each
component , immediately after the letters concerned , the relevant words in square
brackets , as in the following example:

... worked out using the formula:

VP X

where:

"VP" [Value of Property] means ...
"VC" [Value of Consideration] means ... .

Graphics

vc

VP

We have adopted the principle that, where appropriate, graphic material
will be inserted in Bills . An obvious case is the use of maps to reduce the need for
lengthy "metes and bounds" descriptions . Another recent case was a flow-chart to
illustrate the procedural steps in obtaining patents.

Examples

In appropriate cases we are including examples of the operation of a
provision. These are put in a Schedule to avoid interrupting the continuity of the text.
We have amended the Acts Interpretation Act to provide that:

examples are not intended to be exhaustive; and

if there is a conflict in meaning between an example and the text, the text
prevails.

This was criticised recently by one writer on the ground that an example is worthless if it
does not have the same effect as the text. On the contrary, we believe this is missing the
point. Our purpose in including examples is not to add precision, it is to help to grasp
the meaning and purpose of the text.
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Notes

We are putting explanatory notes here and there to draw attention to
important definitions or other matter. We do this sparingly, to avoid interrupting the
text.

Further Developments

We are continuing to examine ideas, and to generate our own. We are
developing a Clear Drafting Manual for the Office , written with the special needs and
problems of legislative drafters in mind . We have also arranged for Professor Eagleson,
the Plain English expert , to give us a number of seminars.

Examples

Examples of some of these developments are set out in the Attachment to
this paper.

Other Australian jurisdictions

So far, I have said nothing about the other drafting offices in Australia,
namely the 8 offices of Parliamentary Counsel in the States and Territories, and the
Commonwealth Office of Legislative Drafting (which drafts subordinate legislation of the
Commonwealth).

Since mid-1986, the Parliamentary Counsel Committee, consisting of the
heads of the Commonwealth, State and Territory offices of Parliamentary Counsel, have
held regular discussions to exchange views on simpler drafting. From these discussions,
the following points have emerged:

They are fully committed to simple drafting.

They accept that traditional methods of drafting can lead to unnecessary
complexity.

They are exploring methods of improving drafting style and giving careful
consideration to ideas for improvement. They are surveying the scene
generally within Australia and overseas and are generating many ideas of
their own.

They have agreed that any proposed innovations in style should be
circulated among members for comment before adoption. This is seen to
achieve the following purposes:

better exposure to new ideas;
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better anticipation of difficulties not foreseen by a sponsor of a
proposal; and
greater uniformity in style, but not so as to sacrifice flexibility.

As general principles, they accept the need to organise sentences in the
simplest and most logical way, and to practise the main rules of simple writing. They are
also discarding conventional forms of legal expression if they can be expressed more
simply in a colloquial style.

In addition to the general principles mentioned above, they have also
explored other means of making laws easy to understand. Many of the Commonwealth
practices listed in this paper are also adopted to varying degree by the different drafting
offices. Some are also using methods which the Commonwealth has not yet adopted,
namely:

Use of new technology for better reprinting of laws (the Commonwealth
Parliamentary Counsel Office does not reprint laws).

Use of word-processing packages with in-built programs that criticise
complex language.

Using running headings.

Experimenting with different styles of numbering, format and indents.

Experimenting with amending provisions by repealing and re-enacting them
as a whole instead of omitting and substituting words and phrases.

The Commonwealth Office of Legislative Drafting also has a positive
policy of simple drafting. Although not a member of the Parliamentary Counsel
Committee, they have kept in close touch with developments, particularly those of the
Commonwealth Parliamentary Counsel. They are presently engaged in re-writing a large
set of regulations, from which they hope to gain useful experience in drafting new
regulations in a simpler style. They are also making innovative changes in the form of
amending provisions.

Conclusion

The drafting offices in Australia are committed to a policy of simplifying
their laws. They are also mindful that the laws must have the intended legal effect. This
means that drafters must judge from case to case how to reconcile simplicity with
precision, so some laws will still be regarded in some quarters as being too complex.
However, there is a definite move towards simplicity, and it is gathering momentum.
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ATTACHMENT

EXAMPLES OF NEW APPROACH

GRAPHICS

TABLE 2-GETTING AND MAINTAINING A PETTY PATENT

Fee payable.
A complete
application must be
associated with
a provisional
application within
the prescribed
period or the
provisional
application lapin
(set section 140).

Provisionals which
lapse at this stage
are not published.

Patent application
(provisional or complete)

(see section 29)

1
Subject-matter of

complete specification
classified using

International Patent
Classification

rutacrauon o
application: compliance

with formal
requirements checked

(tee section 50)

Favourable
notification

Adverse
notification

IFLesponse-by
I app cant

Hearing leading
to,

Accept patent
request and

complete Specification
(see section 50)

i

Initial term is
12 months
(see section 68).

Petty patents may
be subject to
revocation (see
section 136) and
re-examination (see
section 97).

Incorporate any accepted amendments:
petty patent granted (sealed ): letters

patent sent to patentee : notice in
Official Journal that patent request
and spaafication are open to public

inspection (see section 621

Notice of matters
affecting validity
of petty patent
(see section 28)

Hearing leading
to:

Refusal to
extend term

Extension of term
for total of 6 years
allowed: extension

notified in
Official Journal
(see section 69)

(Patents Bill 1989)

Appbcauon for
extension of initial

12 months' term
(see section 69):
fees payable for

I application and grant

f

t
- or Refusal to acxpt

patent request I



EXAMPLES

EXAMPLE OF DISTRIBUTION OF SEATS AMONG PARTIES AND
INDEPENDENT CANDIDATES

(17 seats to be distributed)

Base not of votes oast

Party I Party I Party ` Inde
e

dent I independent

12,000

12.000

8.000 3,000 2,300 2100

tit 1 8.000 1 2nd 15.000 I 4th 1 2.340 1 8th 1 2,240 1 12thlit rant base
nos. divided by I seat

2nd rank base 6,000 3rd
nos divided by 2 seat

4.000

2,000

1,600

seat I I seat I I scat I. I seat

5th
scat

9th
teat

13th
seat

17th
seat

2,500 10th
seat

1,666

1,250

1000

700

(see

$60

1.100
note

below)

( 733
note

below)

444

1.333 833 466 366

7th rank: base
nos. divided by 7

1,714 15th
seat

seats

1.142 714 400

5 sues • 3 seats I Scat

550

314

Note- independent X can only receive I scat, so the quotients on the 2nd and 3rd rink are disregarded.

1,400

16th
scat

I scat

(Australian Capital Territory (Electoral) Act 1988)



CALCULATING BY STEPS

LUMP SUM CALCULATOR

This is 'how to work out the amount of the lump sum:

Step 1. Work out the person's family allowance rate on the pension
payday immediately before the first available payday: the
result is called the continued rate.
Note: section 2 . 15.91 applies in working out the amount of this instalment

because the payday on which it is payable is within the bereavement rate
continuation period.

Step 2. Work out the rate that would have been the person's
family allowance rate on the payday immediately before
the first available payday if the person's family allowance
rate were not calculated under section 2.15.91: the result
is called the new rate.

Step 3. Take the new rate away from the continued rate: the result
is called the deceased child component.

Step 4. Work out the number of pension paydays in the lump
sum period.

Step 5. Multiply the deceased child component by the number of
pension paydays in the lump sum period: the result is the
amount of the lump sum payable to the person under this
section.

(Social Security Bill 1990)



SHORT SECTIONS, MORE HEADINGS, USE OF DEFINITIONS TO SHORTEN
SECTIONS, USE OF POSSESSIVE CASE

• Profit and loss account
292. A company's directors shall, before the deadline after a financial

year, cause to be made out a profit and loss account for that financial year
that gives a true and fair view of the company's profit or loss for that
financial year.

Balance-sheet
293. A company's directors shall, before the deadline after a financial

year, cause to be made out a balance-sheet as at the end of that financial
year that gives a true and fair view of the company's state of aff airs as at
the end of that financial year.

(Corporations Act 1989. For comparison, corresponding provisions of the Companies Act
1981 are set out below.

Notes:
The new provisions are a Division with 9 short sections, each with its
heading. The old ones were a single section that consisted of 10
subsections and had one heading.

The word "deadline" (defined in section 3) in the new provisions replaced
the long phrase used 8 times in the old provisions.

Using the possessive case shortens the language.)

Profit and loss account, balance-sheet and group accounts
269. (1) The directors of a company shall, not less than 14 days before an

annual general meeting of the company or, if no annual general meeting of the
company is held within the period within which it is required by section 240 to
be held, not less than 14 days before the end of that period, cause to be made
out a profit and loss account for the last financial year of the company, being a
profit and loss account that gives a true and fair view of the profit or loss of the
company for that financial year.

(2) The directors of a company shall, not less than 14 days before an
annual general meeting of the company or, if no annual general meeting of the
company is held within the period within which it is required by section 240 to
be held, not less than 14 days before the end of that period, cause to be made
out a balance-sheet as at the end of the last financial year of the company,
being a balance-sheet that gives a true and fair view of the state of affairs of the
company as at the end of that financial year.



SALE WRITING

Exclusive rights given by patent
13. (1) Subject to this Act, a patent gives the patentee the exclusive

rights , during the term of the patent, to exploit the invention and to
authorise another person to exploit the invention.

(Patents Bill 1989. For comparison, the old provision is set out below)

Effect of patent
69. Subject to this Act, the effect of a patent is to grant to the patentee

the exclusive right, by himself, his agents and licensees , during the term of
the patent, to make , use, exercise and vend the invention in such manner as
he thinks fit, so that he shall have and enjoy the whole profit and advantage
accruing by reason of the invention during the term of the patent.

NOTES, AND BOLDED DEFINITIONS

"approved activity therapy" has the same meaning as in the
Handicapped Persons Assistance Act 1974 immediately before
5 June 1987;

Note : on 5 June 1987 the Disabilitr Services (Transitional Provisions and Consequential
Amendments) Act 1936 repealed the definition in the Handicapped Persons
Assistance Act 1974.

"approved training" has the same meaning as in the Handicapped
Persons Assistance Act 1974 immediately before 5 June 1987.

Note : on 5 June 1987 the Disabilirr Services VTransitional Provisions and Consequential
amendments) Act 1986 rcpcaled the definition in the Handicapped Persons
.Assistance Acr 1974.

"independent living training" means training to assist persons with
disabilities to develop or maintain the personal skills and self-

(Social Security Bill 1990)
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PURPOSE CLAUSES

General application of Part in relation to corporate trust estates

"I60ARDA. (1) The object of this Division is to provide for the
application of this Part in relation to corporate trust estates and current
corporate ::fists.

i

(Taxation Laws Amendment Act (No . 2) 1987)

Car substantiation rules
"65D. The object of this Division is to set out the substantiation rules

that apply for the purposes of sections 19, 24, 44 and 52 in relation to cars
held by recipients of fringe benefits.

(Taxation Laws Amendment (Fringe Benefits and Substantiation) Act 1987)

Objects of this Part
"202. The objects of this Part are, by means of the establishment of a

system of tax file numbers:
(a) to increase the effectiveness and efficiency of the matching of

information contained in reports given to the Commissioner under
this Act or the regulations with information disclosed in income tax
returns by taxpayers;

(b) to prevent evasion of liability to taxation under the laws of the
Commonwealth relating to income tax; and

(c) to facilitate the administration of any legislation enacted by the
Parliament under which benefits are provided by the Commonwealth
to students in relation to contributions payable by students to
institutions of higher education towards the cost of providing courses
of study at those institutions.

(Taxation Law Amendment (Tax File Numbers) Act 1988)



PURPOSE CLAUSES (CTD.)

Objects of Part

70. The objects of this Part are:
(a) by providing for a system of class licences for value added services

and private network services:
(i) to regulate the supply of value added services in such a way

that they do not infringe the carriers' exclusive rights to
supply reserved facilities and services;

(ii) to permit and safeguard a fair and efficient market in the
supply of value added services and to ensure that the supply
of value added services is open to full competition; and

(iii) to regulate the supply of private network services in such
a way that they are used only in the supply of
telecommunications services on a private basis;

(b) to ensure the proper use of telecommunications networks in the
supply of value added services and private network services; and.

(c) to provide safeguards against the carriers using their exclusive rights
to supply reserved facilities and services in a way that gives them
an unfair competitive advantage in the supply of .value added
services.

(Telecommunications Act 1989)

Objects of Part
"10.01. (1) The principal objects of this Part are:
(a) to ensure that Australian exporters have continued access to outwards

liner cargo shipping services of adequate frequency and reliability at
freight rates that are internationally competitive;

(b) to promote conditions in the international liner cargo • shipping
industry that encourage stable access to export markets for exporters
in all States and Territories; and

(c) to ensure that efficient Australian flag shipping is not unreasonably
hindered from normal commercial participation in any outwards
liner cargo shipping trade.

(Trade Practices (International Liner Cargo Shipping) Amendment Act 1989)



PURPOSE CLAUSES (CID)

Objects of Part-
105. The objects of this Part are:
(a) to provide for AUSTEL to determine technical standards for

customer equipment, and for customer cabling , being standards
relating to:

(i) protecting the integrity of telecommunications networks and
the safety of persons working on , or using services supplied
by means of, telecommunications networks;

(n) ensuring the interoperability "of customer equipment, or
customer cabling, with a telecommunications network to
which it is connected; and

(b)

(c)

(iii) ensuring compliance with recognised international standards
concerning the interfacing of customer equipment or customer
cabling to telecommunications networks;

to provide for directions to be given by the Minister to AUSTEL
about the issuing of permits . or cabling licences;
by providing for a system of permits for connection of customer
equipment to telecommunications networks , to ensure that all
customer equipment so connected complies with:

(i) technical standards determined by AUSTEL under this Part;
. and

(ii) directions given by the Minister under this Part; and
(d) by providing for the licensing of persons engaged in the supply,

installation and maintenance of customer cabling connected to
telecommunications networks , to ensure that all customer cabling so
connected complies with-

(i) technical standards determined by AUSTEL under this Part;
and

(ii) directions given by the Minister under this Part. .

(Telecommunications Act 1989)
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DIRECTIONS ON HOW THE ACT WORKS, ETC.

Order of provisions/structure of Parts
3.1.x.1. (I ) In each Part dealing with a pension . benefit or allowance.

this is the order in which the provisions are presented:
(a) qualification provisions (who is entitled to the payment):
(b) claim provisions ( how is a claim made):
(c) rates provisions (how much will the payment be):
(d) payment provisions (how will payment be made and when will

it commence):
lei recipient obligations provisions (what does the recipient need

to do):
if variation and termination provisions (when can payment and

rate be reviewed or changed):
(g) bereavement payments ( payments available when a persons

partner or child has died):
(h) fringe benefits ( concessions available to people receiving that

pension. benefit or allowance).

(2) Other relevant provisions are referred to in notes at the bottom
of key provisions in the Part.

(Social Security Bill 1990)

4 Location of definitions

3. (1) Section 4 contains definitions of expressions used throughout this
Act (including Part X).

(1) Section 56 contains definitions of expressions used only in Part X.

(3) Some sections also contain, at the end, special definitions for the
purposes of those sections.

(Australian Capital Territory (Planning and Land Management) Act 1988)



DIRECTIONS ON HOW THE ACT WORKS, ETC. (CTD.)

READER'S GUIDE

This Guide is intended to help you work out where you need to
look in the Act to find the information you need. The Guide explains
how the Act is arranged and how things like the Table of Parts. the
definitions and the notes can help you in reading the Act.

1. Use the Tables of Parts and Provisions to find your area of
interest.

The Table of Parts (which is to be found straight after this Guide)
is a general list of the contents of the Act. The Table of Provisions
(which comes after the Table of Partsl is more detailed-it lists every
section in the Act.

2. The Act is divided into 7 Chapters.

Chapter I is introductory and contains definitions.
Chapter 2 deals with each type of pension. benefit or allowance

under the Act.

(Social Security Bill 1990 - Note: The Guide is 3 pages long. It was thought necessary
in addition to the usual Table of Provisions because the Bill is over 800 pages long)
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DIRECTIONS ON HOW THE ACT WORKS, ETC. (CTD)

"Division 3A-Permitted Buy-hicks of Shares

"Subdivision A-How this Division Works

Outline of structure

"133. (1) Subdivision C creates exceptions to the section 129
prohibition on a company acquiring its own shares or interests in its own
shares.

"(2) These permitted acquisitions of ordinary shares are called 'buy-
backs', a term defined in Subdivision B along with most of the Division's
other terminology.

"(3) Buy-backs are permitted subject to:
(a) a condition prescribed by Subdivision D, which applies to all buy-

backs of shares; and
(b) conditions prescribed by Subdivisions E, G, H, J, L, M and N, each

condition applying to a specified kind of buy-back.

"(4) Subdivision F prescribes no conditions, but sets out what a buy-
back scheme is and contains rules about such schemes . Buy-back schemes
are central to many provisions of the Division.

"(5) Each of the Subdivisions prescribing conditions contains:
(a) at least one condition, usually only at the beginning of the

Subdivision, but in the case of Subdivision L also at the end; and
(b) ancillary provisions about the subject matter of the condition or

conditions.

(Co-operative Scheme Legislation Amendment Act 1989)

Steps in acquisition by compulsory process
20. (1) The principal steps in an acquisition by compulsory process are:
(a) the malting of a pre-acquisition declaration under Part V;

(b) any reconsideration or review of the pre-acquisition declaration
under Part V; and

(c) the making of an acquisition declaration under Part VI.

(Lands Acquisition Act 1989)
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DIRECTIONS ON HOW THE ACT WORKS, ETC. (CTD)

What are the barrier controls for goods?
6E. In brief outline, the barrier controls for goods are as follows.
(a) section 15 renders goods arriving from overseas subject to quarantine

control;
(b) incoming goods are subject to inspection under section 31 before

they leave the ship or aircraft on which they arrived;
(c) all movement of goods that are subject to quarantine control is

under the control of quarantine officers (section 33);
(d) section 37B provides for the release from quarantine control of

goods that are found not to be quarantinable;
(e) if goods are found to pose a significant quarantine risk, they may

be ordered into quarantine (section 38);
(f) section 41 describes the ways in which goods may be quarantined;
(g) in cases where treatment is not effective or is not possible, goods

may be destroyed (section 41D);
(h) quarantined goods are released from quarantine control when a

quarantine officer is satisfied that they do not pose a significant
quarantine risk (section 41D);

(j) as with ships and aircraft, goods may be released under quarantine
surveillance if, though the goods may be quarantinable, their release
is not likely to result in the spread of a disease or pest (section 43);

(k) when goods are released under quarantine surveillance, the owner is
required to obey any directions by a quarantine officer regarding the
handling of the goods (subsection 43 (5)).

Effect of barrier controls on humans
6F. (1) Human quarantine is dealt with by the Human

Quarantine Act 1990. However, humans are also affected by the
agricultural quarantine system.

(2) The principal effects of the barrier controls arise from sections
30A and 30B.

(3) Under section 30A, a person arriving in Australia can be
required to complete and sign a quarantine card.

(4) Section 30B authorises a quarantine officer to require an
arriving person to hand over items of clothing, ornament or footwear
for inspection. If necessary, the items may be treated to eliminate
any risk of the presence of a quarantinable disease or pest. The
section also applies to anything carried by the person (including
baggage).

(Agricultural Quarantine Bill 1990)
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NON-SPECIFIC TAX DRAFTING

Tax-related expenses
"69. (1) Subject to this section, expenditure (other than expenditure of

a capital nature) incurred by the taxpayer on or after i July 1989, to the
extent to which the expenditure is in respect of a tax-related matter, is an
allowable deduction for the year of income in which the expenditure is
incurred.

"(2) For the purposes of the application of this section to a taxpayer, a
reference in this section to a tax-related matter is a reference to:

(a) the management or administration of the income tax affairs of the
taxpayer, or

(b) compliance with an obligation imposed on the taxpayer by a law of
the Commonwealth , insofar as that obligation relates to the income
tax affairs of another taxpayer;

but does not include a reference to an offence -related matter.

(Taxation Laws Amendment Act (No. 5) 1989 (Act No. 20 of 1990). The underlined
words were a general statement of a set of very long, detailed policy instructions.)

Entitlement to rebate
159SA. If the assessable income of the taxpayer of the current year

includes eligible assessable income, the taxpayer is entitled to a rebate of
tax in the taxpayer's assessment for the current year of such amount (if
any) as is necessary to ensure that the rate of tax on a rebatable amount
specified in Table I or 2 does not exceed the applicable rate of tax specified
in the table concerned.'

(Taxation Laws Amendment (Superannuation) Act 1989. The underlined words expressed
a concept that, in the traditional style. needed 4 pages of print, of which 3 1/2 pages
consisted of definitions.)
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Accra-North
GHANA

Office of the Legal Drafting
Division

Ministry of Justice
P.O. Box M.60,
Accra,
GHANA

GRENADA

RADIX, Mr. Kendrick
Minister of Justice &

Attorney General Attorney-General's Chambers
St. George's
GRENADA
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CUYAXL

MOHAMED, Mr. K.
Parliamentary Counsel

POLLARD, Mr . B. T. I.
Legal Consultant

SHAHABUDDEEN , s.c., Dr. M.
Attorney-General and

Minister of Justice

HONG KONG

FINDLAY, Mr. James K.
Law Draftsman

Abbott, Mr. Jonathan L.
Allcock, Mr. Roberta A.
Au, Mr. Eric
Au, Miss Yuen Wah
Cheng, Mr. Kim Fung
Cheung, Mr. Arthur Ping Kam
Cheung, Mr. Vidy
Dissanayake , Mrs. Nilmini
Fox, Mr. Geoffrey A.
Fung, Mrs. Spring
Griffey, Mr. Roy A.
Ko, Miss Yee Kit
Maddoford , Mr. William B.
Mak, Mr. Hon Chieu
Mo, Mr. Gilbert
Morris, Mr . David J.
Pierce, Mr. Alan B.S.
Roger, Mr. Allan. R.
Scott, Mr. Jamie D.
Sit, Ms . Priscilla
Suen, Mr. Wai Chung
Thornton, Mr. Herbert M.
Watson-Brown , Mr. Anthony N.
Wilson, Mr. John F.
Wong, Mr. Derry
Wong, Mr. John Chak Kong
Wong, Ms. May
Yen, Mr. Tony
Yuen, Mr. Kenneth

BOTELHO, Mr . Henry A. de B.

CHEUNG, Mr . Francis

NAZARETH, The Hon. Mr. Justice

Attorney-General's Chambers
Georgetown , GUYANA

Caribbean Community Secretariat
Bank of Guyana Building
P.O. Box 10827
Georgetown,
GUYANA

Attorney-General's Chambers
Georgetown,
GUYANA

Attorney General ' s Chambers
BF High Block
Queensway Government Offices
66 Queensway
HONG KONG

Phone: ( 852) 867-4488
Fax: (852 ) 869-1302
Telex: 81710 HKAGC HX

No. 2, Tai Hang Road,
Top Floor,
HONG KONG

A4 Verdun Villa , 8 Ede Road,
Kowloon Tong,
Kowloon,
HONG KONG

Supreme Court
38 Queensway
HONG KONG

Phone: ( 852) 8690640
Fax: (852 ) 8690640
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DE SPEVILLE , Mr. Bertrand E.A.
Secretary , Law Reform Commission

LITTLE, Mr. David J.

MATHEWS, Mr. Jeremy F.
Attorney General

JONES, Mr. David J.G.
Principal Magistrate

RAMA DEVI, Mrs. V.S.

LASKAR, Mr. K.
Senior Legislative Counsel 4 Joint
Secretary to the Govt. of Assam
Legislative Department

RAMAIAH, Mr. S.
Secretary to the Government

of India

SASTRI, Mr. R. V. S.
Secretary

INDIA

Attorney General's Chambers
Queensway Government Offices 1/F
High Block
66 Queensway
HONG KONG

Phone: ( 852) 8672005
Fax: (852 ) 8691302
Telex: 81710 HKAGC HX

Securities and Future Commission
38th Floor, Two Exchange Square
8 Connaught Place
HONG KONG

Phone: (852) 8409254
Fax: (852 ) 5217884
Telex : 61919 SECUR HX

Attorney General's Chambers
4F High Block
Queensway Government offices
66 Queensway
HONG KONG

Phone : (852) 8690720
Fax: (852 ) 8672001
Telex: 81710 HKAGC HX

Tsuen Wan Magistracy
70 Tai Ho Road
Tsuen Wan
HONG KONG

Government of India
Ministry of Law and Justice
Legislative Department
405 "A" Wing
Shastri Bhawan
New Delhi
INDIA

Phone : 384617

P.O. Assam Sachivalaya , Dispur
Guwanati - 781 006
Assam
INDIA

Legislative Department
Shastri Bhawan
Dr. Rajendra Prasad Road
New Delhi -- 110001
INDIA

Ministry of Law, Justice and
Company Affairs
Shastri Bhawan
New Delhi - 110001
INDIA
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UNNI, Mr. A. C. C.
Additional Legislative Counsel

ISLE OF M"

BOYDE, Mr. M. E.
Legislative Draftsman

Gumbley, Mr. K. F. W.
Legislative Draftsman

JAMAICA

LINDSAY, Mrs. H.

Brown, Mrs. R.
Edwards, Mr. A.
Kinlocke, Miss H.
Mangal, Mr. R.
Marsh, Mr. Justice O. D.
Pereira, Mrs. B.
Thompson, Miss Marie E.

XENSA

BULUMA, Mr. A. H. W.
Chief Parliamentary Counsel

Masua, Mrs. L.
Mwenesi, Mr. S. M.
Nyimbae. Ms. T.

KIRIBATI

TAKABWEBWE, Mr. Michael N.
Attorney-General

LESOTHO

RUKIMIRAMA, Ms. Vastina
Legal Draftsman

Lebusa, Mr. Hlomelang

MALAWI

SINGINI, Mr. E. M.
Parliamentary Draftsman

Ministry of Law and Justice
Legislative Department
Shastri Bhawan
Dr. Rajendra Prasad Road
New Delhi - 110001
INDIA

Attorney-General'a Chambers
Douglas,
ISLE OF MAN

Office of the Parliamentary
Counsel

79-83 Barry Street
P.O. Box 604
Kingston,
JAMAICA

Attorney-General's Chambers
P.O. Box 40112
Nairobi
KENYA

Attorney-General's Chambers
Bairiki
Tarawa Island
REPUBLIC OF KIRIBATI

Ministry of Law
P.O. Box 33
Masseru, LESOTHO
Southern Africa

P. Bag 333
Lilongwe 3
MALAWI
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MOKHTAR BIN HAJI SIDIN , Mr. Encik

Aziz bin Mahamad , Mr. Abdul

MALEK BIN HAJI AHMAD, Abdul

PILLAY, Mr. A. G.

AUDOA, Mr. A. D.
Legal Officer

FRASER, Mr. J. M.
First Legislative Counsel

Maitland-Staines, Ms. Norma E.

ILES, Mr. W.
Chief Parliamentary Counsel

Barker, Mr . R. G. F.
Hurrell, Mr. I. E.
Kersley, Mr. K. W.
Lawn, Mr. Goeffrey Owen
McPhail, Christina
Melville , Julie Ann
Tanner, Mr. G. E.
Williams , Mr. P. W.

COCHRANE , Mr. D. J.

THORNTON , OBE, Mr. G.C.

MALAYSIA

MAURITIUS

NAURU

NEW GUINEA

NEW ZEALAND

Attorney-General's Chambers
Tingkat 11-15, 18-21
Bangunan Bank Rakyat
Jalan Tangsi
Kuala Lumpur
MALAYSIA

High Court
30507 IPOH
Perak
MALAYSIA

Attorney-General's Office
Jules Koenig St.
Port Louis
MAURITIUS

Government Office
Nauru Island
REPUBLIC OF NAURU,
Central Pacific

Office of the Legislative Counsel
P.O. Wards Strip
Waigani
PAPUA, NEW GUINEA

Parliament Buildings
Wellington 1,
NEW ZEALAND

c/o Messrs . Chapman Tripp
Sheffield Young

Solicitors
P.O. Box 993
Wellington
NEW ZEALAND

P.O. Box 8047
Havelock North,
NEW ZEALAND
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ANOZIE, Mr. I.

Agora, Mr. L. M.
Chigbue, Mr. S.
Ejekam, Mr. N. U.
Eze, Mr. R. N.
Igiehon, Mr. G. K.
Ihewe, Mr. U. E.
Mowoe, Mr. G. 0.
Mwane , Mr. O. Y.
Okeke , Mr. V. H.

EKAETLE EDEM, Miss Gloria

Robert Inyang, Miss Gloria

ONWUGBUFOR, Mr. M.T.N.
Chief Legislative Draftsman

Enekwechi , Mr. E.C.
Legal Draftsman

Nzegwu, Mr. E. A.
Deputy Legal Draftsman

AEUBAKAR , Mr. M. A.
Senior Parliamentary Counsel

OSAKUE, Mr. S. D.
Director of Legal Drafting

GARNDAWA, Mr. I.

Bukar Bwala, Mr. U.
Clerk of Assembly

IDIONG, Mr . E. D. U.

NIGERIA

Nigeria National Assembly
Lagos,
NIGERIA

NIGERIA (Akwa-Ibom State)

Ministry of Justice
Legal Drafting Department
S.M.B. 1021
UYO, Akwa-Ibom State
NIGERIA

NIGERIA (Anambra State)

Ministry of Justice
P.M.B. 1041, Enugu
Anambra State
NIGERIA

NIGERIA (Bauchi state)

Bauchi State House of Assembly
P.Q. Box 0232
Bauchi
NIGERIA

NIGERIA (Bendel State)

Ministry of Justice
Benin City
Bendel State
NIGERIA

NIGERIA (Borne State)

Attorney-General's Chambers
Maiduguri,
Borno State
NIGERIA

NIGERIA (Cross River State)

Ministry of Justice
Calabar
Cross River State
NIGERIA
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MAMUNO, Mr. B. N.
Solicitor-General

RAJI, Mr. B. A.

Adade , Mr. Stephen Thomas

OGWURIKE, Miss U.D.

CUDJOR, Mrs. R. H.
First Legislative Counsel

Yahaya, Mr. A. A.
Deputy First Legislative Counsel

ATIKU, Mr. S.

ABDUL-MALIK , Mr. Mu'Azu
Legal Draftsman

ISIAKU, Mr. M.

NIGERIA (Gongola State)

Yola
Gongola State
NIGERIA

Ministry of Justice
Yola
Gongola State
NIGERIA

NIGERIA (Imo State)

Legal Drafting Section
Ministry of Justice
OWERRI
IMO STATE , NIGERIA

NIGERIA (Kaduna State)

Kaduna State Legislature
Lugard Hall, P.M.B. 2125
Kaduna State
NIGERIA

NIGERIA (Kano State)

Legal Drafting Division
Ministry of Justice
Kano, PMB 3040
NIGERIA

NIGERIA (Lagos State)

Federal Ministry of Justice
Legislative Drafting Department
Old Secretariat
Marina, Lagos,
NIGERIA

NIGERIA (Niger State)

Ministry of Justice
Minna
Niger State
NIGERIA

NIGERIA (Ondo State)

OLOWO, Mr. J. A. 0.
Ministry of Justice
Akure
Ondo State
NIGERIA
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NIGERIA (Sokoto State)

DIKKO, Mr. A.B.
Solicitor General and
Director General Ministry of Justice

P.M.B.O. 2102
Sokoto
Sokoto State
NIGERIA

Phone: 060-200014
060-232926
060-232902

Zuru, Mr.A.D.

NORTHERN IRELAND See U.K.( N. Ire.)

PAKISTAN

QURESHI, Aziz Ahmed
Secretary Senate Secretariat, Pakistan

Parliament House
ISLAMABAD , PAKISTAN

SAINT LUCIA

KRISHNAN, Mr. K. N.

Elliott, Ms. L.

Attorney-General's Chambers
Ministry of Legal Affairs
Government Buildings
Castries,
SAINT LUCIA,
West Indies

SCOTLAND See U .K. (Scotland)

SEYCHELLES

CHANG-SAM, Mr. F.
Legal Draftsman

de Silva, Mr . G.G.D.

Attorney -General's Department
Department of Legal Affairs
P.O. Box 58
National House,
REPUBLIC OF SEYCHELLES

SIERRA LEONE

SCOTT-SAWYER , Miss Molly C. D.
Second Parliamentary Counsel Ministry of Justice

Law Officers ' Department
Freetown
SIERRA LEONE

SINGAPORE

TIAN, Mr. Koh Eng
Solicitor-General Attorney -General's Chambers

High Street
SINGAPORE, 0617

SOLOMON ISLANDS

HEWAGAMA , Mr. Ranjit
Legal Draftsman Attorney-General's Chambers

P.O. Box 111
Honiara
SOLOMON ISLANDS



SRI LANKA

ABEYESEKERE, Mr. N. J.
Legal Draftsman Legal Draftsman ' s Department

Transworks House
Colombo 1
SRI LANKA

Bandaranayake , Mr. S. L. D.
de Soyza, Mrs. R. F.
Gunaratne , Mr. M. E.
Ovitigala, Miss P.
Perera, Mrs. T.
Ramanayake , Mr. W. K. U.
Senaratne , Miss P. I.

ST. HITTS , ST. CBRISTOP88R i NMS

MENDIS, Mr. D. L.
Office of the Legal Draftsman
P.O. Box 164
Legal Department
Government Headquarters
ST. KITTS , ST. CHRISTOPHER
AND NEVIS

SEATON, Mr. S. W . Tapley
Attorney-General's Office
ST. KITTS, ST. CHRISTOPHER AND NEVIS

ST. VINCENT a THE GRENADINES

JOSEPH, GC, Mr. Carl L.
c/o The Solicitor-General
Attorney-General's Chambers
Kingstown
ST. VINCENT & THE GRENADINES

SWAZILAND

MAKANZA, Mr. D. P.
Attorney-General Attorney General's Chambers

P.O. Box 578
Mbabane,
SWAZILAND

Mnisi, Mr. S.B.
Legal Draftsman

Nikoi, Mr. Gottfried

TANZANIA

LUSHAGARA, Mr. S. K. B.
Chief Parliamentary Draftsman

MEELA, Mr. D. S.
Deputy Attorney-General

and Principal Secretary

Attorney-General's Chambers
P.O. Box 9050
Dar as Salaam
TANZANIA

Ministry of Justice
Dar as Salaam
TANZANIA

TONGA

ADSETT, Mr. Neil
Law Revision Commission
Prime Minister ' s office
P.O. Box 62
Nuku'Alofa
KINGDOM OF TONGA

WEBSTER, RD , Hon. Mr. Justice R. M.
Supreme Court
Nuku'Alofa
KINGDOM OF TONGA



TRINIDAD AND TOBAGO

MILLER, Mr. S.
Chief Parliamentary Counsel

Blake, Mrs. C.
Bridgewater, Mr. G.
Curvam, Mrs. L.

MYERS, Mr. Ronald

Office of the Chief Parliamentary Counsel
24-28, Richmond Street, Third Floor
Port-of-Spain
Trinidad W 1
TRINIDAD AND TOBAGO

TURKS AND CAICOS ISLANDS

Attorney General's Chambers
South Base
Grand Turk
Turks and Caicos Islands
West Indies

Phone : ( 809) 946-2096
Fax: (809 ) 946-2588

UGANDA

CHINERY-HESSE , Mr. L. J.

NDAWULA, Mrs. M. R. S.

Ruhindi, Mr. F.

DE WAAL, KCB , QC, Sir Henry
First Parliamentary Counsel

Berkeley , Mr. C. B.
Bowman, Mr. E. G.
Burns, Miss S. P.
Caldwell , Mr. E. G.
Christie , Miss M. S.
Davies, Mr. P. J.
Graham, CB, Mr. P.
Grundy, Miss S. C.
Hogarth, Mr. A. J.
Jenkins, Mr. J. C.
Johnston , Miss C. E.
Jones, Mr. J. R.
Knowles , Mr. P. F. A.
Laws , Mr. S. C.
Leates , Mrs. M.
Mason, Mr. J. S.
Ovey, Mr. M. J.
Parker, Mr. R. S.
Perks, Mr. E. R. A.
Peto, Miss M. A. R.
Rennie, Mr . J. D. M.
Saunders , Mr. D. W.
Sellers, Mr. G. B.
Sellers , Mr. J. M.
Slessenger , Miss E. J.
Sutherland , Mr. E. R.

Ministry of Justice
P. O. Box 7183
Kampala, UGANDA

Office of First Parliamentary Counsel
Parliamentary Buildings
P.O. Box 406
Kampala
UGANDA

UNITED KINGDOM (England & Wales)

Parliamentary Counsel Office
36 Whitehall
London, SW1A 2AY
ENGLAND



4

DALE, KCMG, Sir William

DAVIDSON , The Han. Neil

DE SILVA, Mr. G. S. A.

ENGLE , KCB, QC , Sir George

GRIFFEY, Mr. R. A.

HANRATTY , Mr. J. R. A.

HARWOOD, The Hon. Mr . Justice G. F.

RATTAN, Mr. W. V.

MARTIN, Mr . Eric H.

PATCHETT , Professor Keith

POPE, Mr. J. D.
Director - Legal Division

Institute of Advanced Legal Studies
University of London
Charles Clore House
17 Russell Square
LONDON, WC1B 50R
ENGLAND

Bridgeman Morris
64 Broadway
Peterborough,
Cambs , PE1 1SU
ENGLAND

117, Banbury Road
Oxford, ENGLAND
OX 2 6JX

32 Wood Lane
Highgate
London, N6 5UB
ENGLAND

57 Salisbury Road
Downend,
Bristol, BS16 5RG
ENGLAND

Lord Chancellor' s Department
House of Lords
London, SW1A OPW
ENGLAND

Fernhill House
Almondsbury
BRISTOL, BS12 4LX
ENGLAND

4 Culloden Road
Enfield
MIDDEX, EN2 BOB
ENGLAND

Masons,
10 Fleet Street
London EC 4Y IBA
ENGLAND

6 Brynteg Close
Cyn Coed
Cardiff, CF2 6AS
WALES, U.K.

Commonwealth Secretariat
Marlborough House
Pall Hall
London, SW1Y SHX
ENGLAND

Nadarasa, Ms. P
Nzerem, Mr. R. C.
Sarup, Dr. Amrit



ROSE , Mr. R. N.

RUSHFORD , CMG, Mr. A. R.

ERSKINE, Mr. T.

Esdale , Mr. A. J.
Grant, Mr. P.
Gray, Mr. G.
Hughes, Miss M.
Jones , Mr. A. K.

ADAMSON, CB , QC, Mr. N. J.

Clark, Mr. C. M.
Duncan, Mr . D. J. S.
Harkness , Mr. J. D.
Kowalski, Mr. G.
Layden T.D ., Mr. P. J.
Macrae, Mr. D. C.
McCluskie , Mr. J. C.
Wilson, Mr . C. A. M.

DONALDSON , Dr. A. G.

WALLACE, Mr. J. F.

Douglas, CC , Mr. G. S.
Galbraith, CC, Mr. W. C.

44 Temple Fortune Lane
London, NW11 7UE
ENGLAND

The Penthouse
63 Pont Street
Knightsbridge,
London, SW1X OBD
ENGLAND

UNITED KINGDOM (Northern Ireland

Office of the Legislative
Draftsman

Parliament Building
Stormont, Belfast , BT4 35W
NORTHERN IRELAND

UNITED KINGDOM (Scotland)

The Parliamentary Draftsmen
for Scotland

Lord Advocate's Department
10 Great College Street
London, SWIP 35L
ENGLAND

Faculty of Law
University of Edinburgh
Old College , South Bridge
Edinburgh, EH8 9YL
SCOTLAND

Scottish Law Commission
10 Causewayside
Edinburgh , EH9 1PR
SCOTLAND

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

HENRY, Mr. Justice Kenneth C.
1018 Pennsylvania Avenue
Upper Darby
Pennsylvania, U.S.A.
19082



VANUATU

HAKWA , Mr. S. C.

Bulu, Mr. H.

Attorney-General's Chambers
Government of the Republic

of Vanuatu
P.O. Box 996
Port Vila
VANUATU, South West Pacific

WESTERN SAMOA

Attorney -General and
Parliamentary Counsel

Anderson, Mr. R.
Assistant Attorney-General

Bell, Mr. Adam
Chan Mow, Ms . Silverina
Eti, Afioga Tuimalealiifano A.V.
Fepulea'i , Mr. Patrick
Grace , Mr. Terrance
Peteru, Mr. Clark
Wai, Mr. Semi Leung

Office of Attorney General
P.O. Box 27
Apia
WESTERN SAMOA

ZAMBIA

JHALA , Mrs. Eva V.
Act. Chief Parliamentary Draftsman

Mwenga, Mrs . D.K.K.
Zulu, Ms. Barbara

Ministry of Legal Affairs
Attorney-General's Chambers
P.O. Box 50106
Lusaka
ZAMBIA

BWEMBYA, Mr. J.

MANYEMA, Mr. C. C.
Solicitor-General

SIMAMBA, Mr. B. H.
Legal Officer

National Assembly
Parliament Buildings
P.O. Box 31299
Lusaka
ZAMBIA

Lusaka
ZAMBIA

The Secretariat
Preferential Trade Area for
Eastern and Southern Africa
P.O. Box 30051
Lusaka , ZAMBIA

ZIMBABWE

CROZIER. Mr. B. D.
Director of Legal Drafting

Bondai, Godfrey
Chitsiku, Tsitsi
Dias, Nelson
Khan, Liaquat Ali
Madzonga , Priscilla
Mandaza, Dinah
Williams, Sylvester

Office of the Attorney General
Private Bag 7714
Causeway
ZIMBABWE
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MASHOKO, Mr. Chaka

ALIYU, Mr. S.

ASTIN, Mr. Ernest R.
Commissioner for Securities and

Commodities Trading

BANNISTER, QC, Ms . Yolanda

CORCORAN , His Honour Judge

COWARD, Mr. Ronald A. L.

FUAD , The Hon. Mr. Justice

HOPKINSON, The Hon. Mr. Justice

HULL, Mr. D.

JACQUIER, Ms. C.

KEENAN, Mr. P. J.

MARTIN, Mr. Kevin

MCMILLAN , Mr. A.R.
Deputy Chairman of the

Law Development Commission

O'DONOGHUE , QC, Mr. Padraig

SAPOLU, Mr. F.

ZAMCHIYA, Mr. M.
Permanent Secretary

Ministry of Legal and
Parliamentary Affairs

Causeway
Harare,
ZIMBABWE

INACTIVE MEMBERS

38/F, Two Exchange Square
HONG KONG

Supreme Court
HONG KONG

2 Mont Schier Close
St. Brelade
Jersey, CHANNEL ISLANDS

Supreme Court
HONG KONG

Attorney-General 's Chambers
GIBRALTAR

25 Dalcraig Crescent
Dundee, DD4 7QX
SCOTLAND

Ministry of Legal and
Parliamentary Affairs

Causeway
Harare,
ZIMBABWE
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