
Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Tuesday, 22 June 2021] 

 p1751b-1753a 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas; Hon Alannah MacTiernan 

 [1] 

SUNDAY ENTERTAINMENTS REPEAL BILL 2021 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 3 June. 
HON DR STEVE THOMAS (South West — Leader of the Opposition) [3.49 pm]: Thank you, Acting President.  
Hon Sue Ellery interjected. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Everybody loves to hear my dulcet tones, I am sure. 
Several members interjected. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: We have had a good economics discussion this afternoon. I think it has been excellent 
and I thank you all for your forbearance. I know that Hon Samantha Rowe is very keen on economic debate. I am 
sorry that, as a government member, she cannot contribute as much as she would like.  
A member: Or should. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Or should. She could educate the members around her a bit, as best she can—or try to! 
I am not referring to Hon Kyle McGinn. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: We have not got the god squad with us today. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: That is a bit rude. 
Hon Tjorn Sibma: It is very rude. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: People are driven by different things. That does not make some of us right and some 
of us wrong necessarily.  

We are dealing with the Sunday Entertainments Repeal Bill 2021. As a good right-wing member of the conservatives, 
I am always in favour of reducing regulation and restriction. In my view, the bill before the house will do precisely 
that. I say from the outset that the opposition will be supporting the Sunday Entertainments Repeal Bill 2021. 
I understand it is effectively the same as the bill presented at the end of 2019; the Sunday Entertainments Repeal 
Bill 2019—nearly two years ago. This bill will remove a regulation that says that industries and business owners 
must seek the permission of the Minister for Commerce to use a place for paid public entertainment on Sundays, 
Christmas Day or Good Friday. It seems a fairly obvious position that it would be good to take government out of 
those decisions as much as possible. That does not mean that it is open slather. The trading hours legislation will 
still apply to all of those things. If people considered that this suddenly is a significant change in trading hours, for 
example, it is not. It is a fairly simple bill. It will remove the requirement to apply to the minister to use premises 
on Sundays, Christmas Day or Good Friday. We are dealing with some very small bills today—not the previous one, 
which was the Supply Bill. This three-page bill will not have a huge impact on anybody. It has been argued for a long 
time that we should try to minimise the impact of work on a Sunday for family benefit. That position has long been 
put, not just by let us say conservatives, or religious or Christian members of the community; I also understand that 
it has long been held by the Shopkeepers’ Union. The shoppies—is that the correct name? 

Hon Martin Pritchard: Shop assistants’ union.  

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: The shop assistants’ union. I am sure the union is good friends with many members 
opposite. Joe Bullock has long been a champion of trying to maintain a separation on Sundays. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: I think he is on your team now!  

Several members interjected. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: We could hope that as many members as possible might see the light and join 
the enlightened — 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: You are most welcome to Joe; I can tell you. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Hon Tjorn Sibma started as a shop assistant. 

Hon Tjorn Sibma: I was a member of the shoppies union; just so members know. Look what happened to me! 
There is hope. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: He saw the light. He rose to the occasion!  

It has long been the case there have been advocates on all sides to restrict the capacity of everybody to be engaged 
in commerce on a Sunday. I do not propose to get into the debate about whether the Sabbath is truly a Sunday or 
a Saturday, and the history of that. That might be a debate for another time. Let us look at the potential impact. It 
is a good thing that we have a minimisation of restrictions and red tape around particularly being able to entertain 
ourselves on a weekend. It is not the case that those of us in Parliament, or those of us who hold strong views 
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on whether a Sunday should be kept for pure rest, as it were, wish to inflict that upon the wider community. It is 
absolutely the case that many people use Sunday for recreation that is not necessarily restful. This legislation is 
aimed primarily at that. For those people who like to go to concerts in a public place on a Sunday, dare I say it those 
who go to some sporting events et cetera, in my view do not need to seek the permission of the minister of the day 
about whether those venues should be used. I think the venue owners would agree with me. It is absolutely the 
case that the more we can do to minimise this sort of impost on business, the better.  

The Sunday Entertainments Repeal Bill is a very simple bill. We might be able to put some questions to the minister 
during this second reading stage that might obviate the need to go into Committee of the Whole, but let us see how 
we go. I am interested to know when proclamation is expected. Surely this would not require a great deal of time 
before proclamation. When precisely can we expect proclamation to occur? That is something we should know out 
of the process. It remains the case, under the bill before the house, that a person who knowingly keeps or uses a part 
of their business for public entertainment or amusement—I am not quite sure what the restrictions are on what is 
considered amusement; how “amusement” is defined might be an interesting debate in itself!—on any Sunday, 
any Christmas Day or Good Friday in any year and to which persons are admitted by payment, commits an offence. 
Generally speaking, the government has been able to give an exemption to that process. This bill will streamline 
it so that people are no longer required to seek that exemption.  

In terms of slightly more information, could the minister indicate when we are likely to see the act proclaimed 
and when will we likely see it come into effect? I presume the minister’s advisers would be able to give us a slightly 
more concrete definition of “public entertainment”. I am particularly interested in the definition of “amusement”. 
That could mean almost anything. Obviously, the minister at the end of the process can vary or cancel any of the 
declarations. This is a pretty small bill. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: It is hard to know whether things like lions versus Christians are public entertainment 
or amusement. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Some might say that the chamber we find ourselves in is for public entertainment. 

Hon Sue Ellery: It is not amusing. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: The Leader of the House has probably missed the best joke so far! It is amusing on 
occasions, but generally not. It could be considered, I suspect, public entertainment.  

This is a very simple bill. It does not change anything significantly as to what is allowed to occur on a Sunday. 
We all know that people go to football on a Sunday, whether it is Aussie Rules, rugby or soccer, and we pay to go 
in. All of those public domains require a ministerial exemption, but upon the passage of this bill that will no longer 
be required.  

As I say, I think it is obviously a good thing if we can reduce the amount of red tape around these things. I have 
always been somewhat of a deregulationist on those sorts of restrictions, even to the point of shopping hours and 
particularly in the metropolitan area. I remember writing a plan for deregulation back in 2008 when I was the 
shadow Treasurer in the other place—the place that shall not be named. We started that process of deregulation. 
I acknowledge that it takes time, particularly with wider shopping hours, which I know the shoppies union would 
probably have more problem with, but if we gave it a time frame and a plan rather than simply debating it and either 
announcing it or rejecting it, we might have a better chance of getting a better outcome. In this case, we do not 
need to plan for this. This is a very simple bill. It is a simple step that we intend to take and approve in this chamber. 
On behalf of the opposition, I say that we support the bill put forward by the government. 
HON ALANNAH MacTIERNAN (South West — Minister for Regional Development) [4.00 pm] — in reply: 
I thank members for their thoroughly modernising spirit and, I predict, their collective preparedness to support this 
updating of legislation. I note that the Leader of the Opposition raised the issue of working hours and whether 
it is appropriate to have some sort of limitation on trading hours in order to maximise opportunities for individuals. 
I must admit that I have supported some restrictions on shopping hours, not just because I was a retail worker 
for many years, but also because my mother was a shop steward with the shoppies union. She actually led the first 
strike of a department store in Melbourne. It was owned by “Bondy”, so members can imagine the issues they 
were having at the time. 

I think there are some issues. We want enough flexibility for people to enjoy the retail experience, but of course 
we should not be naive, because some of the calls for the massive expansion of shopping hours are not founded 
on any reality. The Australian Open is supposed to be the biggest event in Melbourne, but back in the pre-COVID 
days, when people went into the CBD, there was not a shop open after six o’clock. Sometimes I think a fair amount 
of hype has surrounded the extended shopping hours debate. 

The member has raised some important issues. He has sought clarification on the difference between entertainment 
and amusement. Entertainment is something that involves active and non-active people. It involves people who 
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are performing and people who are watching. Amusement is a slightly broader concept that could involve people 
being actively engaged in the process, such as people getting on rides or going into amusement parlours. It involves 
a person interacting with machinery or whatever to effectively entertain themselves, as opposed to there being 
a performer and an audience. I hope that satisfies the member’s need to have some clarity about the difference 
between an entertainment and an amusement. 

Hon Dr Steve Thomas: I am not sure that Parliament is either of them! 

Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: Do members on that side use it to entertain themselves? I am not sure. I do not 
think there is much of an audience, so I am not sure that we are entertaining anyone else! Anyhow, hopefully we 
are performing an important process. 

I have sought advice on the proclamation. I know that Minister Sanderson is very keen to get this legislation 
proclaimed on the earliest possible occasion, because we have had many false dawns with it. It has been introduced 
twice and passed once through the Assembly. I am advised that subject to the availability of our good friends at 
the Parliamentary Counsel’s Office and their timetable, the proclamation will be drafted as quickly as it can and this 
vital piece of cost-saving and time-saving legislation will be passed. 

I thank all members very much for their support. I commend the bill to the house. 

Question put and passed. 
Bill read a second time. 

[Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading.] 
Third Reading 

Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon Alannah MacTiernan (Minister for Regional Development), and passed. 
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