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Dear 5irtdadam

b am a mambsar of the WA franchising CommLnLy.

appose the Franchising Bifl 2010,

For good reasons, he franchse secior has stways been requisted nationally — and that &
the way it sheadd stay

To add State [aws will simply 20d 1o the compliance burden and therefore add costs o all
francheae Dusnesses.

In vy view, regulation is comgrenenzise and well supervised. The Franchesing Code of
Condud and the Trade Practoss Act, overseen by the ACCC, provide all that we need. We
do not want more reguiations - especially if they have the potential to averdap with existing
{ewes. This is a recipe for confuson, and added cost

i el to sese wihy we need Ihate proposed new laws. This is the thied ime he issue has been
consiierad by the WA Governanent (first Labor, than Libaral) in the past three years. We
hawve just had two major Federal inquines on this mattar that specifically considered - and
actkad on - the recornmendations of the WA mncuiry and the S8 inguiry. \What has changed
since then 10 ustfy ths lataxt move?

| see no evidencea of mapy sector-wide ssues in franchising n VWA However if there ane
problame, thay should be fued ey the context of the acxisting framework, - al &8 Federal level n
ihe Franchizing Code or by ACCLC acton

| siso oppose the inbroductian af any new stalutory dity of good Faith et alone a State
based duty. Good faith is already required by commaon law. A new defindion implias diferant
meaning How much time and money will be wasted while we have legal angument ower
what tha new defimition meaant? imagme how dianuptive that will be § WA does this, SA doas
the same, and pertaps some other State as well - aach with potentially their cwn version of
whatl constitutes good fasth

We alréady have a common kEw requirernent 1 act in good falth, we already have & nabonal
Franchizing Code; and we have TPA prohibeions on misleading and decepiive conduet and
uncanscionabla conauct That 1% erough. To go down the groposed path will simply create 8
platform for argumant -- and that & nat constructive for franchisess or frarchizars.

Ta my mnd, this Bill wil 200 nothing but cost and unoertainty That will cast 8 cloud over the
secior, disadvantage WaA-based systems compared to ther Eastem Stata countrparts, and
urderrming the value of WA frenchise busingssas.

'm disappointed the Bill is even bafore the Padiament. 1 don't know of any conauttation
which ccourred with the sactor and | dowbt thal sy senious consultation could have been
conduchad i WA which would have prompted the indisttves soggesied m this Bill. it shoukd
ot procaed.

Yours sm%r&!y "
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Bob Lamkman

Housskeary Hames Hills




