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RETAIL TRADING HOURS AMENDMENT  
(ARMADALE SPECIAL TRADING PRECINCT) BILL 2010 

Third Reading 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Minister for Commerce) [8.15 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [8.15 pm]: I seek to comment briefly on the Retail Trading Hours 
Amendment (Armadale Special Trading Precinct) Bill 2010. It is good to see the government implementing the 
Labor Party’s election commitments. We are very happy to support this bill. We have had a very detailed 
discussion on these matters and the hypocrisy of the Liberal Party. We are looking forward to this part of our 
election commitments being implemented. 

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn) [8.16 pm]: Mr Speaker — 

Mr R.F. Johnson: A very good speech for tonight. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Fantastic. I thank the member for Cannington for holding the fort. He did a great job. 

I rise once again to add some comments on the third reading of the Retail Trading Hours Amendment (Armadale 
Special Trading Precinct) Bill 2010. I know that I might sound like a broken record. You have heard this before, 
Mr Acting Speaker (Mr J.M. Francis). In fact, you were in the chair when I raised this before. Nevertheless, I 
will but raise it yet again—that is, the issue I have raised with the minister about the boundaries that have been 
highlighted in this bill. 

I acknowledge and appreciate the briefing that the minister provided for us. I think I have consistently put 
Labor’s position on the record before. We have a consistent position on retail trading hours, as opposed to that of 
some parties in this chamber, in trying to move towards a rational approach to the expansion of retail trading 
hours in Western Australia. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: You’ve got the Boatshed. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: And the member has the IGA supermarket down there in South Fremantle, so if the member 
makes any further comments, we will just go through geographic locations for him. I was going to say that it is 
Nedlands, but of course it is South Fremantle now, member for Vasse. 

I have raised with the minister the process for bringing about boundary changes that will be set down by 
regulations. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: On more than one occasion, I believe. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: I have raised it on more than one occasion, and I am continuing to harp on about this, not for 
the purpose of driving the minister mad or for holding up the bill, but just to have some assurance from the 
minister that there will be a rational approach to any applications that may change the boundaries. I say that not, 
as I said, to hold up the bill for any reason or to annoy the minister, but for the sake of due process for the 
minister himself, because there is no doubt that the minister will be lobbied by people in due course to change 
the boundaries, wherever those boundaries exist around the City of Perth or the Perth special trading precinct, the 
Joondalup special trading precinct, the Midland special trading precinct or the Armadale special trading precinct. 
The areas within those boundaries make up a significant number of kilometres around Perth. There is no doubt 
that conflicts will arise in one of those precincts when a shop or a company says that it believes it should be 
covered by those boundaries and be inside the precinct, or there may be shops that argue that they would prefer 
to be outside the precinct.  

How do we deal with that? I have put that to the Minister for Commerce on numerous occasions and his 
response has always been, “Don’t worry about it; it’ll be okay.” That is the sort of thing I get from the Minister 
for Police! It really fills me with fear when he says, “Trust me.” It is a fatal error for any minister to say, “Don’t 
worry; I’ll make the right decision.” The Minister for Commerce may make the right decision, but he may not be 
in that job forever. In fact, he will not be in that job forever, as he knows; other people will come along to take it. 
Will they make the right decisions and will they be open, transparent, fair and understandable to all concerned? 
That is the whole process of government. The minister must be able to show people that he has acted in a fair, 
open, honest and transparent way. If he does not do that, he will get himself into trouble—and he will get his 
government into trouble. Someone will accuse him of doing the wrong thing, possibly even accuse him of 
corruption, because he has been lobbied by one group or another. That is why to avoid that, the minister must 
have an open and accountable process. I am not suggesting the type of process the minister should have. He can 
have any process he likes—he is the minister—as long as he has some process whereby people who seek to 
change the boundaries know what the rules are, know what they have to do and know how they, and not just 
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local government, can access the minister. The minister’s response to me has been that people can go to local 
governments and seek their support on changes to the boundaries. However, local governments are not the 
decision makers at the end of the day; the minister is. It is a question of how people get access to the minister to 
argue their case and ensure that the minister or his department has consulted them properly. Until now the 
minister has not conceded one iota in agreeing to any form of process that could be held up to scrutiny. That is 
the reason I raise it yet again. I know that the minister will be dealing with it in one way or another. He will put 
in a process to ensure that he is at arm’s length—not from the decision-making process, although he could be at 
arm’s length from the decision-making process or from the recommendation to him—to ensure that the process 
is open, honest and transparent and can be scrutinised to ensure that he has not been unduly influenced by one 
group or another. That is the reason I continue to raise it; probably more for his own sake as minister than for 
any other reason.  

I think that is enough from the opposition in the third reading contribution on this issue. As the minister knows, 
we support this bill. We will also support the bill following it and I will say a few words on that bill. 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Minister for Commerce) [8.23 pm] — in reply: I thank the member for 
Cockburn for his concluding remarks and for reiterating the point that he has made very strongly on more than 
one occasion on the issue of the boundaries for the Armadale precinct. As I have said before, I would have a 
consultation process in place if I were to change the current boundaries. As the member knows, the act allows 
me to, but I would certainly consult with the local authority and, as I said before, any change to boundaries could 
be disallowed by Parliament. There is therefore a process in place. 

By way of history, I worked for the former Minister for Fair Trading, Hon Peter Foss—in 1993, I think it was—
when he embarked on a process for implementing tourism precincts. That involved consultation with the local 
authority and the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia, and I think there were some 
consumer surveys. To my understanding this became a bit unworkable; therefore, I am quite happy with the 
current situation. I am sure that if I do make a decision, it will be transparent, but I thank the member for 
Cockburn for his comments. I commend the bill to the house. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 
 


