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RETAIL TRADING HOURS AMENDMENT (REFERENDUMS) BILL 2004 
Assembly’s Message 

Message from the Assembly received and read notifying that it had agreed to the amendments made by the 
Council, subject to further amendments.  
The amendments made by the Council were as follows - 
No 1 

Clause 4, page 3, lines 5 to 8 - To delete the lines and insert instead - 

Do you believe that the Western Australian community would benefit if trading hours in the 
Perth Metropolitan Area were extended to allow general retail shops to trade until 9 pm 
Monday to Friday? 

No 2 

Clause 4, page 3, lines 14 to 17 - To delete the lines and insert instead - 

Do you believe that the Western Australian community would benefit if trading hours in the 
Perth Metropolitan Area were extended to allow general retail shops to trade for 6 hours on 
Sunday? 

The further amendments made by the Assembly were as follows - 

No 1 

Clause 4, page 3, lines 21 and 22 - To delete “is in favour of trading hours in the Perth Metropolitan 
Area being” and substitute -  

believes that the Western Australian community would benefit if trading hours in the Perth 
Metropolitan Area were 

No 2 

Clause 4, page 3, lines 27 and 28 - To delete “is not in favour of trading hours in the Perth Metropolitan 
Area being” and substitute -  

does not believe that the Western Australian community would benefit if trading hours in the 
Perth Metropolitan Area were 

No 3  

Clause 4, page 4, lines 3 and 4 - To delete “is in favour of trading hours in the Perth Metropolitan Area 
being” and substitute - 

believes that the Western Australian community would benefit if trading hours in the Perth 
Metropolitan Area were 

No 4 

Clause 4, page 4, lines 9 and 10 - To delete “is not in favour of trading hours in the Perth Metropolitan 
Area being” and substitute - 

does not believe that the Western Australian community would benefit if trading hours in the 
Perth Metropolitan Area were 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [2.46 pm]:  I move  

That the further amendments made by the Legislative Assembly be agreed to. 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [2.46 pm]:  Mr Deputy President -  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon George Cash):  Have the amendments been circulated?   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  They have not, but I know what they are and I am quite capable of talking to them.  

When the Bill was examined in committee, because of the way in which it was handled - in other words no-one 
was told what was happening until it happened - there was an element of confusion.  A deal between the Greens 
and the Government was arranged only at the last minute and the people behind the deal had not thought beyond 
the questions in the Bill.  However, the Bill contains two parts.  The first part relates to the questions themselves 
and the second part relates to how a person must vote.  That second part was couched in the same terms as the 
questions; therefore, the House needed to amend both parts of the Bill.  The supplementary notice paper 
contained the appropriate amendments drafted by the Opposition to that part of the Bill because the Opposition 
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sought to insert the Greens’ questions alongside the Government’s questions.  The work had been done.  
However, the Government barrelled along and, in the haste and confusion, we finished up with a Bill that was 
probably not out of order but confusing to anyone who might read it.  When it dawned on me the following 
morning what had happened, I telephoned to see whether it could be recommitted and found that it had passed 
the third reading stage.  It is interesting that, consequently, the Government took advice and decided to amend 
the Bill in the Legislative Assembly.  These amendments will ensure the two questions introduced by the Greens 
will be asked in the referendum, and brings in line with the wording of the questions the wording of the other 
part of the Bill that describes how a voter must vote.  

This demonstrates that if the Government and the Greens want to do tricky things without telling people, they 
will make mistakes.  On this occasion, without question, a mistake was made by the two conspirators who 
decided how they would deal with the Bill.  It is a pity they do not tell us what they are doing, although they tell 
us when it suits them.  If the Government had confided in the Opposition, I could have told members opposite to 
amend the other part of the Bill rather than waste more of the time of the House fixing up a blunder by the 
Greens and the Government.  

HON DEE MARGETTS (Agricultural) [2.48 pm]:  I am deeply hurt by the Leader of the Opposition’s 
comments. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Cut to the quick.  

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  Yes, cut to the quick.  The Leader of the Opposition knows that, as far as possible 
during the process of dealing with this Bill, I endeavoured to liaise with each of the parties who wished to talk to 
the Greens about it.  It was only at the last minute that I was given a range of options that I could talk to my 
colleagues about and then communicate backwards and forwards with instructions for the drafting on Friday.  
The drafting itself did not occur until the day the legislation was dealt with.  That was partly due to the fact that I 
was on parliamentary business in Esperance.   

It is a mechanical amendment, but these things happen.  It was not the result of a deal.  As was accurately 
reported in the media, I knew only a few minutes prior to coming into the Chamber that the Government would 
accept our amendments.  It was not a matter of having a deal.  I put up an amendment, and it was no secret that 
the Greens (WA) would endeavour to improve the wording of the referendum.  That was as clear, obvious and 
consistent as it could be.  In the end it required a mechanical amendment to make it consistent with the rest of the 
Bill.  That is exactly what happened.  There was no intrigue.  The Greens simply tried to amend the Bill.  It 
should have been a mechanical amendment.  I am so glad that Hon Norman Moore has saved us from making an 
error in this instance. 

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

The Assembly acquainted accordingly. 
 


