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RETAIL TRADING HOURS 
Standing Orders Suspension 

MR D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN (Mitchell - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3.38 pm]:  I move, without 
notice - 

That so much of the standing orders be suspended as is necessary to enable the following motion to be 
moved forthwith - 

That this House condemns the Premier for his failure to be accountable to the people of 
Western Australia on the issue of trading hours. 

Today’s matter of public interest was extremely important and very significant.  It is incredibly important that 
the Premier stand and put his Government’s case.  I make the point that the motion was moved by the National 
Party, which put its case forward.  When it did so, it was incumbent on the Premier -  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.W. Andrews):  Order, members!  I am trying to listen to the member for 
Mitchell’s reasons for the suspension of standing orders.  That is what he needs to speak about and that is what I 
need to hear.   

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  We want to suspend standing orders because this matter is incredibly urgent.  
We know that the Government is due to make a decision on trading hours in this State very shortly and will then 
notify the National Competition Council of its decision.  Time is running out for the Premier to give an 
explanation - an honest and open account - to this Parliament about why he is heading down the path of 
deregulating trading hours in this State.  It is urgent that this matter be deliberated on and that we hear from the 
Premier for one very important reason -  

Mr J.C. Kobelke interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I call the Leader of the House to order for the first time.   

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  While the Leader of the House has a smirk on his face, I remind Labor 
members of the intensity of feeling in the small business community.  They want to hear from the Premier and 
they want to know what is going on.   

Point of Order 

Mr J.P.D. EDWARDS:  I am trying to listen to the debate.  However, conversations are being held on both sides 
of the House and I cannot hear the speaker. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The member for Greenough is correct to point out his problem and has rescued the 
two members at the back of the Chamber.  I ask that members do not indulge in conversations across the 
Chamber.   

Debate Resumed 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I am trying to explain why it is urgent that this motion be passed and why the 
Premier give an account to this Parliament.  Small business people and their families throughout Western 
Australia are suffering enormous anguish.  Members who have spoken to the families of small business people 
would know the extreme concern they are experiencing.  At the moment, many of these people face the prospect 
of their whole livelihood going down the drain as a result of a decision made by this Government.  
Consequently, I would have thought it inherent upon the Premier to give an account of what his Government is 
doing and why it is doing that.  Although government members have goaded members on this side of the House 
by saying that we did not speak during the debate on the previous motion, I point out that three members on this 
side stood: a member of the National Party, who moved the motion; an Independent; and the Leader of the 
Opposition.  However, we did not see anyone on the Government’s side stand.  This motion must be passed so 
that the Premier can demonstrate that he is not gutless.  Where is the Premier?  We are trying to debate an 
urgency motion concerning the Premier and he is not even in this Chamber! 
The ACTING SPEAKER:  I was just about to say that the member for Mitchell must address reasons for the 
suspension of standing orders.  However, members to my right are interjecting over the top of him and I cannot 
make a decision because I cannot hear the speaker.  I ask members to my right not to interject, so that I can hear 
reasons from the member for Mitchell.   
Mr M.J. Birney:  I heard that the Premier has his thumb in this mouth, his other arm over his head and he is 
hiding under his desk.   
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Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  That would not surprise me.  It is crucial that the Premier be in this Chamber 
today and be held accountable because the word is out that the Government is going to deregulate trading hours 
without bringing the matter into the Parliament.  As members know, there are two ways by which trading hours 
can be deregulated: one is by changing the retail trading hours legislation in this State and the other is by issuing 
an order.  Some provisions of the Retail Trading Hours Act provide that an order is subject to a disallowance 
motion in accordance with the terms of the Interpretations Act.  However, section 12 in particular does not 
require that.  This is the crucial reason for this matter to be debated today and why the Premier is needed in this 
Chamber.  He must front up to the people of Western Australia and tell them not only what he will do to the 
trading hours but also how he will do it.  He went to an election with a firm policy: we will not change trading 
hours in the metropolitan area.  He has indicated that he is prepared to break that commitment.  If he does, he 
must do that in this Parliament and be answerable to the people of this State.  This is the only opportunity this 
Parliament gets to hold the Premier accountable for what he said in the lead-up to the election and to find out not 
only what he intends to do with this matter but how he will do it.   
The further reason for urgency on this matter relates to the government backbenchers.  The explanation for that 
is simple.  As I just indicated, the word is out that the Government wants to change trading hours in this State 
without bringing the matter to this Parliament; that is, it wants to do it through the backdoor by way of an official 
order.  That would let government backbenchers off the hook; members like the member for Joondalup - whom I 
did not see in the division a moment ago; he was undoubtedly on the phone or tied up - the member for Swan 
Hills and a dozen other members who were not in this Chamber.  They have been out and about in their local 
communities saying, “Oh, we do not want deregulated trading hours.  We support our small business sector.”  
They knew full well that the Premier would weasel this change through without bringing it into this Chamber so 
that we could not hold him accountable.   
I welcome the Premier back into the Chamber because it will allow me to ask him some serious questions.  As 
part of this debate about the suspension of standing orders, we earnestly call on him to answer those questions.  
People in the gallery today and others from Perth and the rural community will listen intently to the Premier’s 
response.  In case he missed it, we need to know from him not only what he intends to do but also how the 
Government intends to change trading hours, if it decides to do that.  Will the Premier give a firm commitment 
in this Chamber today -   

Point of Order 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  This is a motion for the suspension of standing orders and a clear element of that is to 
demonstrate urgency.  The Deputy Leader of the Opposition is acting under a huge disadvantage in that he had 
the opportunity 10 minutes ago to speak on this matter and did not get to his feet.  However, his speech must 
focus on the urgency behind the motion and not issues that he might like to raise if the motion is carried, or that 
he might have raised if I he had had the guts to get to his feet 10 minutes ago and make a contribution to the 
previous debate. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I cannot resist making further comments.  The Leader of the House did not refer to an 
abrogation of standing orders but made a speech about it.  The Deputy Leader of the Opposition was quite 
rightly referring to the reasons for suspending standing orders.  He has done that on quite a few occasions since 
he has been on his feet, which has only been for six minutes.  I ask that he be given some indulgence to put his 
case about why there is an urgent need to suspend standing orders.   
The ACTING SPEAKER:  When the Deputy Leader of the Opposition first began speaking he did not have the 
opportunity to make his introduction, and I asked members to my right to keep quiet while he did that.  He has 
had sufficient time to give his lead-in and he now needs to address the motion at hand.   

Debate Resumed 
Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  For the benefit of people in the gallery, we cannot debate the essence of the 
motion or the issue.  At the moment we are debating the urgency of the matter and giving reasons for suspending 
standing orders.   
I go back to the first point I made, about the feeling in the community at the moment, particularly among small 
business people, who are extremely concerned about their livelihoods.  I have spoken to some small business 
people in shopping centres.  One lady burst into tears as she was talking to me about this because her livelihood 
and that of her family is at stake - 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.W. Andrews):  The Deputy Leader of the Opposition must speak to the motion. 
Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  The urgency of this matter must be demonstrated by indicating the intense 
feeling that the community has in trying to get its concerns about this matter through to the Government.  There 
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will be no accountability to the people of Western Australia on this issue until the Premier gets to his feet and 
accounts for the fact that he would not stand earlier and explain his Government’s position.  Next to me are more 
than 1 600 petitions presented by the member for Nedlands, whose electorate comprises both small business 
people and residents who are extremely concerned about the impact of deregulation. 

Point of Order 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I have listened to the Deputy Leader of the Opposition and have heard only one argument 
tediously repeated on a number of occasions; that is, the matter must be debated urgently because there is 
passion in the community.  The Deputy Leader of the Opposition must either move on or sit down. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I have risen to my feet on two occasions now to make it clear to the Deputy Leader 
of the Opposition that he must speak on the urgency issue.  I do not want to sit him down on a very important 
issue such as this.  I ask him to please continue to address the motion. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  The third main reason I moved to suspend standing orders is that the current 
system is working well in this State and it is beholden on the Premier, if he intends to change the system, to 
answer to this Parliament for the reason he intends to do so.  He must explain not only how he will change the 
system but also why he feels there is a need to change it.  Why is there a need to open a Pandora’s box and why 
is there a need to risk breaking an election promise?  I have in my hand a humble little can of Heinz baby food.   

Point of Order 

Mr A.D. McRAE:  I have listened also for an exposition of the urgency motion that is now before this House.  I 
fail to see how the use of a tin of spaghetti, baked beans or any other item has anything to do with the motion, 
which reads - 

That this House condemns the Premier for his failure to be accountable to the people . . .  

Mr Acting Speaker, I draw your attention to Standing Order No 97 on repetitious or irrelevant debate, which 
reads - 

A member who persists in irrelevance . . . either of the member’s own arguments or of the arguments 
used by other members, may be directed by the Speaker to discontinue the speech. 

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition is now wilfully ignoring the standing orders of the House and is 
persistently straying from the motion before the House.  I ask you, Mr Acting Speaker, to direct that he speak to 
the motion. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The moment the Deputy Leader of the Opposition picked up the can I asked myself 
how it related to the suspension of standing orders.  He did not get to the point that he intended to make, but it 
had better be on the urgency of the motion, otherwise he knows what I must do. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Mr Acting Speaker, you will be pleased to know that this will be my final 
point.  I want to demonstrate succinctly why this matter must be dealt with urgently.  

This humble little can of Heinz baby food was made in Victoria.  Baby food in this State is cheaper than it is in 
any of the States that have deregulated trading hours.  This House should demand that the Premier stand and 
explain how he will change the system.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The member for Mitchell should take a seat. 

DR G.I. GALLOP (Victoria Park - Premier) [3.55 pm]:  There is no basis for suspending the standing orders of 
the Parliament.  I will make two points: first, when the motion was moved by the member for Merredin, the 
Liberal opposition party in Western Australia did not stand and put its view to this Parliament so that the 
Government would be in a position to respond, as is required in debate on these motions.  The Opposition -  

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Members to my left have been asking the Premier to speak, yet I have not been able 
to hear him from the moment he rose to his feet.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Members have had an opportunity in this Parliament to debate the matter and the opposition 
parties did not take up that opportunity.  Secondly, there is absolutely no urgency about this matter.  I repeat 
what I have said frequently: the Government is engaged in an extensive consultation process, including with the 
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people who are represented in the public gallery today, about the future of trading hours in Western Australia.  
That process is occurring in an orderly and proper way.  There is absolutely no urgency, therefore, in the way in 
which the Deputy Leader of the Opposition spoke about the matter.   

Much has been made of election commitments; I have always acknowledged that.  When we came to 
government, we made it clear to the National Competition Council that our policy was to keep the current system 
for four years and that we would announce our policy, whatever it might be, at the next election.  However, there 
was a problem in that the National Competition Council told us that the status quo was unacceptable.  We could 
have responded to that in two ways.  We could have swept it under the carpet and ignored it or we could have 
gone to the electorate - 

Mr J.L. Bradshaw:  You did that before the last election. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I will get to that. 

We could have gone to the people and told them that we have a problem that we must address; that is what we 
are doing. 

Point of Order 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The Premier is not speaking to the motion before the House.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I certainly am. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, he is not.  He is speaking to the substance of the motion.  If the Government agrees to 
suspend standing orders, we can debate the motion; that is the way we should go.  The Premier raised points of 
order every couple of minutes when members on this side of the House spoke to the motion.  It has been drawn 
to the Opposition’s attention that members should speak to the motion.  The Premier is not speaking to the 
motion. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I am. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  He is not speaking to the motion.  He did not have the guts to speak to the motion when it 
was moved initially, but he is trying to do so now. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Thank you, member for Hillarys. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The Premier is trying to save some face.  People are not fooled by that. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Thank you, member for Hillarys. 

Debate Resumed 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  There is absolutely no urgency about this matter, as the Deputy Leader of the Opposition said 
when he defended the proposition that we should suspend standing orders.  There is only one credibility issue on 
this matter and I will point out the nature of that issue to the people in the public gallery.  I am sad to say that 
when we fought the election in 2001, one group -  

Several members interjected.  

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I call to order for the first time the member for Alfred Cove.  Only a few minutes 
ago, members to my right were complaining that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition was not speaking to the 
motion.  I said that I could not gauge that because I could not hear him.  I am saying exactly the same thing 
again: I cannot hear what the Premier is saying because members on my left are interjecting.  I want to hear the 
Premier. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  There is absolutely no urgency in this matter because the Government is following it through 
in an orderly and proper way.  However, when it comes to the issue of credibility, only one group of people in 
our community knew that the National Competition Council would suspend payments to Western Australia if the 
law on trading hours was not changed.  That group was the Liberal Party.  I have with me a memo from Treasury 
to the former Premier and Treasurer, the former member for Nedlands, Richard Court.  He noted the memo and 
signed off on it; therefore, the Liberal Party knew about it before the last election.  The memo, in part, states - 

The NCC has already indicated its concern with retail trading hours restrictions in other States.  It has 
criticised South Australia’s approach, which is less restrictive than Western Australia’s.  We understand 
that the NCC is considering deductions from South Australia’s competition payments of between $24 
and $30 million per annum.   

The memo goes on to refer to the initial review that was conducted by government, and states - 
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•  The initial review made a strong public - 

Several members interjected. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Members do not want to hear it.   

Point of Order 

Mr P.G. PENDAL:  Mr Acting Speaker, I ask that you be consistent.  The Premier is not speaking to the reasons 
that we should suspend standing orders.  You have been firm on this point, and I ask you to direct him to do so.   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  There is clearly the issue of giving the person on his or her feet time to speak before we 
can judge the relevance of their contribution under standing orders.  Quite rightly members on this side of the 
House took points of order against the Deputy Leader of the Opposition after he had spoken for six or seven 
minutes because they judged that he simply was not speaking to the matter.  A point of order was taken against 
the Premier when had not been on his feet for even two minutes.  He has now been on his feet for nearly four 
minutes and another point of order has been taken.  The Premier is speaking to the motion.  If he is given a few 
more minutes, he will conclude his contribution to the motion.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.W. Andrews):  About 30 seconds ago, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition was 
speaking and members to my right called for him to address the motion.  Now the situation is reversed.  The 
Premier has the call.  I am listening to the Premier and he will speak to the motion.   

Debate Resumed 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I finalise by comments on this memo by quoting the last sentence, which reads - 

•  the initial review -  

That is, the review conducted by the then Government -  

made a strong public interest case for removal of the restricted trading hours, which would not appear to 
be convincingly overturned in the alternative review, - 

Mr P.G. Pendal:  That is not related to the motion.   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Members opposite do not want to hear this.  The memo continues -  

. . . and would make loss of payments likely.   
Several opposition members interjected.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Members, I am trying to give the Premier a further minute before I determine 
whether he is speaking to the motion.  I ask members to my left not to speak.   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  When it comes to lack of credibility, the Liberal and National Parties are the only ones in our 
community towards which the finger can be pointed.  They knew about the issue and concealed it from the 
public of WA.   
Mr C.J. Barnett interjected.   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Did the Leader of the Opposition know that there was a threat to our payments during the last 
election campaign?   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The Premier must speak to the urgency of the motion.   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  There is no urgency.  On 13 December we announced that we would have a review.  On 20 
February 2003 we released a discussion paper.  On 17 April the public submission period closed.  I am pleased 
to say that we received 1 300 submissions, 800 of which were written and 500 received on-line.  On 29 May a 
stakeholder forum was held to discuss the draft options paper.  By the end of this week, the final options paper 
will be placed on the Internet for people’s information.  There is no urgency about this matter.  It is being 
considered, quite properly, within government processes.  When we have considered the review, we will 
announce our position to the public of Western Australia.   

Everyone knows that the Government is considering a range of options.  Option 1 is the status quo.  Option 2 is 
weeknight trading in addition to current weeknight trading.  Option 3 will add Sunday to the current trading 
laws.  Option 4 includes weeknight and Sunday trading and total deregulation.   

Point of Order 
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Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I ask you, Mr Acting Speaker, to ask the Premier to return to the matter of urgency, 
because, if not, I too would like to debate the four options that the Premier is putting before the Parliament.  I am 
sure that everyone on this side of the House would also like to speak to those four options.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The Premier was speaking to the question of urgency.   

Debate Resumed 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The simple point I was trying to make is that they are the options being considered and they 
will be considered in the proper process.   
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  Will you bring them to the Parliament?   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  That is an interesting question.  Did the coalition go to the Parliament when it changed the 
laws in 1994 and 1996?  It did not.  What hypocrisy from the Liberal Party!  The Liberal Party went to the last 
election with the intention of deregulating trading hours - everyone knows it - and it concealed the question of 
penalty payments from the public.  Everyone knows that that is the case.  There is no urgency.   
Mr B.J. Grylls:  That is a litany of lies.   

Withdrawal of Remark 

The SPEAKER:  As I walked into the Chamber I heard the member for Merredin mention the word lie.  I direct 
him to withdraw.   

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I withdraw.   

Debate Resumed 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I will summarise my contribution.  First, the opposition parties did not use their time 
speaking to the motion they put forward to make a case that the Government could respond to.  Second, the 
leader of government business in this House made an offer to the Opposition to go back to the motion that was 
rejected, but that offer was knocked back.  Third, in terms of the so-called urgency that requires a suspension of 
standing orders, there is none because this matter is being properly considered within government processes.  
There is one thing I will not do when it comes to this issue: I will not conceal from the people of WA the 
consequences of potential policies.  That is exactly what the Liberal and National Parties did.  When it comes to 
people like those in the gallery, I will not conceal from them the consequences of potential policy changes.  The 
only question of credibility on this issue relates to the Liberal and National Parties in this State.   

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the Opposition) [4.07 pm]:  The motion before the House is that so 
much of standing orders be suspended as is necessary to allow the following motion to be moved -  

That this House condemns the Premier for his failure to be accountable to the people of Western 
Australia on the issue of trading hours.   

Trading hours is a big issue.   

Dr G.I. Gallop:  You be accountable; what is your view?   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I have 20 minutes; I have a long time to speak.  

Trading hours is a critical issue.  It is often a divisive issue in business.  Small business in this State is 
represented by the people in the gallery who came here today because they knew that the issue of trading hours 
would be debated.  That is why the MPI was moved by the member for Merredin on behalf of the National Party 
and in cooperation with the Liberal Party and the Deputy Leader of the Opposition.  The matter of public interest 
stated that -  

The House calls on the Gallop Government to honour its election commitment to: 

1. Retain existing retail trading hours in the Perth metropolitan area . . .  

The MPI was moved by the opposition parties with the support of the Independents to call on the Gallop Labor 
Government to honour its election commitment.  That is what it was about.  After he moved the MPI, the 
member for Merredin spoke for about 15 minutes.  The member for South Perth spoke for about five minutes 
and I spoke for a couple of minutes.  Three members on this side of the House spoke on the MPI motion.  We on 
this side of the House called for the Government to honour its election commitment.  We gave the Premier 
multiple opportunities to stand and state his position; however, he sat there and did not move.  Further - this is 
why we are debating a motion to suspend standing orders - the Labor Party front bench and every single 
backbencher who went to the election on the commitment to retail trading hours also sat there.  Not one of them 
had the courage to stand; not one was prepared to affirm the Labor Party policy; and not one of them was willing 
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to stand on behalf of businesses in their constituency.  They just sat there.  We goaded the Premier to stand.  
Three members on this side of the House have spoken.  The Deputy Leader of the Opposition was yet to speak.  
It is the convention of this House to have an interchange of speakers.  Three opposition members spoke but not 
one member of the Labor Party was prepared to speak.  When it became obvious that a division would be called 
they still sat there.  I suggest that if the Premier had jumped to his feet, the Speaker would have given him the 
call.  I would have supported that.  The Premier had repeated opportunities.  Never in my 12 years in Parliament 
have I seen a Premier of Western Australia or leader of a political party lack the courage to stand in the 
Parliament.  That is why we are now talking about the need to suspend standing orders.  We should suspend 
standing orders so that we can discuss the accountability of policy.  That is necessary because of the 
extraordinary thing that occurred in this Parliament.  By suspending standing orders, we will give - although I 
question why we should - the Premier an opportunity to debate the issue.  We will give the members for 
Riverton, Joondalup, Geraldton, Mandurah, Nollamara and Swan Hills - whoever wants to speak - a chance to 
speak.  That opportunity will be open to all those who went to the election with a promise to retain the existing 
trading hours.  I want them to have a chance to speak. 

Mr A.J. Dean interjected.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The member for Bunbury should support the motion to suspend standing orders.  I want to 
hear him speak.  I am interested to see whether he will stand and reflect the views of the Bunbury Chamber of 
Commerce.  I know its views, and I have spoken to some of its members about them.  Will the member for 
Rockingham speak on behalf of small traders in Rockingham?   

Dr G.I. Gallop:  What is your view?   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  When we suspend standing orders, I will be very prepared to speak about the small traders 
in Napoleon Street and the Claremont business district.  I want the agreement of this House to suspend standing 
orders so that every one of its 57 members can stand and support small businesses in their electorates.  Maybe 
you, Mr Speaker, could vacate the Chair and join the debate.  That would be terrific.  I want to know how small 
businesses feel in your electorate, which is north of the twenty-sixth parallel and in which there is no regulation.  
Almost every other Labor Party member has an electorate south of the twenty-sixth parallel.   

Point of Order 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  A number of people have called points of order relating to relevance.  I gave the Leader of 
the Opposition five minutes -  

Mr C.J. Barnett:  How generous.   

The SPEAKER:  Order, members!   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  In that five minutes, he has not debated the matter that is before the Chamber, which is the 
reason we should suspend standing orders to debate a particular motion.  The motion to suspend standing orders 
offers very limited opportunity for debate.  The debate must canvass the reasons to forgo the proper process 
provided in the standing orders to deal with an issue immediately.  The Leader of the Opposition detailed who he 
might like to speak to the foreshadowed motion.  I do not believe that is relevant to the suspension of standing 
orders.   

The SPEAKER:  It is clear that the suspension of standing orders is a restrictive debate.  It is difficult at times for 
members to keep their arguments within those parameters.  I am sure the Leader of the Opposition is 
endeavouring to do that.  However, certain parts of his contribution so far have clearly not been within that 
boundary.  He has been speaking for only a short time.  He is the Leader of the Opposition and is heading this 
particular suspension application.  I call on him to take specific note of the parameters in which this debate must 
be held and to keep within them.  

Debate Resumed 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I do not intend to speak for much longer.  I was saying before that point of order was called 
that the fundamental reason we should suspend standing orders is to give every single member of this Parliament 
the opportunity to speak.  Every member on this side of the House is prepared to speak.  I hope that every 
member on the Labor Party side is also prepared to speak.  Why does the Premier not support the suspension of 
standing orders?  We could have an informal agreement.  In fairness to the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, he 
should be allowed some time to speak.  However, other members on this side would settle for two minutes each.   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  I offered that, but it was rejected.   
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Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Let us put it to the test.  This is a Parliament.  Each member could have only one minute in 
which to stand and state his position on small business.  Everyone on this side of the House is prepared to speak.  
Why are Labor Party members not prepared to speak?   

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  I call the member for Hillarys and the Leader of the House to order.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The reason we should suspend standing orders is to allow members of Parliament, who 
have a sworn responsibility to represent their constituents, an opportunity to speak.   

The Premier did not rise to his feet during the matter of public interest debate, even though three people on this 
side had spoken.  I spoke briefly, but no-one from the Labor Party rose to speak.  An extraordinary thing 
happened during the division, and that is the reason we should suspend standing orders.  The MPI motion reads 
in part  - 

The House calls on the Gallop Government to honour its election commitment to:  

1. Retain existing retail trading hours in the Perth metropolitan area;   

Every man and woman on the Labor Party side, other than the two who did not come into the House, voted 
against Labor Party policy.  The Premier voted against Labor Party policy.  He not only has indicated his failure 
to honour his election commitment, but also is recorded, along with every other lower House Labor Party 
member, as voting against Labor Party policy.  

Mr A.D. McRae interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The member for Riverton also has done that.  He came into this place and voted against the 
first part of the motion, which calls on the Gallop Government to honour its election commitment to retain 
existing trading hours.  That was the commitment.  The member essentially voted twice: against honouring his 
election commitment and against retaining existing trading hours.  Every Labor member, apart from the two who 
hid in the corridor, did that.  That is why we are now calling for a suspension of standing orders.  I want to know 
where Labor members really stand.  Do they support the deregulation of trading hours?  Do they support and will 
they honour their election commitment?  Every member on this side is prepared to spend one minute stating his 
or her position.   

Dr G.I. Gallop:  What is your position?   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I will state my position, as will everyone else, after standing orders have been suspended.  I 
do not have a problem with that.  However, that is not the point.  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Trust me, if the Premier agrees to suspend standing orders, I will speak on trading hours 
and the foreshadowed motion.  However, as you, Mr Speaker, well know, the motion before the House is about 
suspending standing orders so that we can debate that motion.  If this House agrees to suspend standing orders, I 
will certainly speak on the trading hours issue, as will, I believe, every member on this side.  However, not one 
member of the Labor Party will have the courage to do so.  They today voted against their election commitment 
and against their policy on trading hours.  We can have a debate about trading hours; however, the one thing the 
public of this State will not cop is people who say one thing to the electorate but do another.  It does not matter 
whether people are small businesspeople, farmers, fishermen or whatever; they will consider that a party that 
went to the election with a promise that it subsequently broke lied to the electorate.  People will not cop lies to 
the electorate.   

Mr C.M. Brown interjected.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The small businesspeople in the public gallery, their customers and the community will not 
cop lies to the electorate.  That is why we should suspend standing orders.  This issue is about integrity, election 
commitments and the Premier’s character.   

Mr C.M. Brown interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  I call the Minister for State Development to order for the first time.   
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Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I have concluded my comments.  This is about the Premier’s election commitment to retain 
existing trading hours and how he voted against a motion calling on him to honour that commitment.  It is also a 
matter of the Premier’s character.    

Question to be Put 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Nollamara - Leader of the House) [4.18 pm]:  I move -  

That the question be now put.   

Several members interjected.  

Question put and a division taken with the following result -  

Ayes (28) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mrs D.J. Guise Mr J.A. McGinty Ms J.A. Radisich 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr S.R. Hill Mr M. McGowan Mr E.S. Ripper 
Mr C.M. Brown Mr J.N. Hyde Ms S.M. McHale Mrs M.H. Roberts 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr A.D. McRae Mr D.A. Templeman 
Mr A.J. Dean Mr R.C. Kucera Mrs C.A. Martin Mr P.B. Watson 
Dr J.M. Edwards Mr F.M. Logan Mr M.P. Murray Mr M.P. Whitely 
Dr G.I. Gallop Ms A.J. MacTiernan Mr A.P. O’Gorman Ms M.M. Quirk (Teller) 

Noes (19) 

Mr R.A. Ainsworth Dr E. Constable Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.H.D. Day Mr R.F. Johnson Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mrs C.L. Edwardes Mr B.K. Masters Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr J.P.D. Edwards Mr P.D. Omodei Mr J.L. Bradshaw (Teller) 
Mr M.F. Board Mr B.J. Grylls Mr P.G. Pendal  

            

Pairs 

 Mr J.R. Quigley Mr A.D. Marshall 
 Mr N.R. Marlborough Mr R.N. Sweetman 
 Mr J.B. D'Orazio Mr M.G. House 

Question thus passed. 

Standing Orders Suspension Resumed 

Question put and a division taken with the following result -  
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Ayes (19) 

Mr R.A. Ainsworth Dr E. Constable Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.H.D. Day Mr R.F. Johnson Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mrs C.L. Edwardes Mr B.K. Masters Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr J.P.D. Edwards Mr P.D. Omodei Mr J.L. Bradshaw (Teller) 
Mr M.F. Board Mr B.J. Grylls Mr P.G. Pendal  

Noes (28) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mrs D.J. Guise Mr J.A. McGinty Ms J.A. Radisich 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr S.R. Hill Mr M. McGowan Mr E.S. Ripper 
Mr C.M. Brown Mr J.N. Hyde Ms S.M. McHale Mrs M.H. Roberts 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr A.D. McRae Mr D.A. Templeman 
Mr A.J. Dean Mr R.C. Kucera Mrs C.A. Martin Mr P.B. Watson 
Dr J.M. Edwards Mr F.M. Logan Mr M.P. Murray Mr M.P. Whitely 
Dr G.I. Gallop Ms A.J. MacTiernan Mr A.P. O’Gorman Ms M.M. Quirk (Teller) 

            

Pairs 

 Mr A.D. Marshall Mr J.R. Quigley 
 Mr R.N. Sweetman Mr N.R. Marlborough 
 Mr M.G. House Mr J.B. D'Orazio 

Question thus negatived. 
 


