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RETAIL TRADING HOURS AMENDMENT (MIDLAND TOURISM PRECINCT) BILL 2010 

Second Reading 

Resumed from 17 June. 

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland) [10.38 am]: Mr Acting Speaker (Mr P.B. Watson) would make the best 
Speaker, so I do not know why people are interjecting! I think Mr Acting Speaker would make an eminent 
Speaker of this house. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Motion agreed to! 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I rise to talk about the Retail Trading Hours Amendment (Midland Tourism Precinct) 
Bill 2010, and, of course, I support this bill. The minister’s second reading speech stated — 

Midland has been selected as a location for a new precinct for the following reasons: because of the 
strong support provided by its local government; for geographical reasons—namely, to balance the 
distribution of such precincts across the metropolitan area; and because of Midland’s existing and 
growing importance as a commercial centre and visitor destination in an urban growth corridor and 
transport corridor. 

Interestingly enough, we can sit that side by side with the title of the bill, which of course refers to the “Midland 
Tourism Precinct”. The first question that someone looking at this issue would ask is whether Midland is a 
tourism precinct. The minister’s second reading speech does not make a particular case for it being a tourism 
precinct. The government’s approach to this issue has been somewhat half-baked, because it is patching up 
existing legislation to make it fit the objective that it wants to achieve. I support the objective that will be 
achieved with the Retail Trading Hours Amendment (Midland Tourism Precinct) Bill 2010; namely, it will make 
Midland—along with Armadale, in a separate bill—a special precinct under the Retail Trading Hours Act.  

Midland’s case is not so much that it is a tourism precinct, although one could make a case for areas around 
Midland as special tourism areas—for example, the Swan Valley is a huge tourism drawcard, as is the historic 
town of Guildford and certain areas of the hills; John Forrest National Park and other assets are also in the 
vicinity of Midland—Midland has been chosen for the reasons that the minister outlined in his second reading 
speech; namely, it is an important strategic regional centre. It is not just emerging as an important strategic 
centre, Midland has been an important and strategic centre for Perth since the early days of the colony. In fact, 
people are often puzzled when they see an anchor on the crest of the City of Swan. It shows an anchor because 
one of the first ports in Western Australia was on the Swan River at Midland. One of the methods of transport in 
the early days of the colony was river transport between Perth, Guildford and Midland. Midland was the junction 
of the road network a long time ago and it remains the junction of the road network today. If people think about 
it, they would realise that not only do Great Northern Highway and Great Eastern Highway join in Midland, but 
also Roe Highway—which leads to Tonkin Highway—and Reid Highway extend to Midland. Indeed, Midland is 
strategically placed for the metropolitan area. Midland was formerly known as Midland Junction. I expect that 
that was principally because of the railway junction, but also it was because Midland was the junction between 
Great Eastern Highway and Great Northern Highway. People do not often think about why roads have the names 
that they do. Great Northern Highway is the highway that links the Perth metropolitan area with the north of the 
state. It is the major transport route for goods transport, tourists and others who want to travel to the northern 
towns in our state, such as Broome or Kununurra, or who want to travel to Darwin or beyond. Many 
communities feed into the metropolitan area via Midland and Great Northern Highway. Similarly, Great Eastern 
Highway gets its name because it links Perth with eastern Australia—the eastern states. Just as importantly, it is 
the link to Kalgoorlie and to the townships on the way to Kalgoorlie. Midland is very much a strategic centre.  

I know from the various studies that have been done over the years that those who are in business in Midland do 
their homework, whether they own a large business in Midland Gate, an independent business or a business that 
is part of a major retail chain. One of the first things they learn is that Midland draws from not only the local 
residential area but also the communities up and down Great Eastern Highway and Great Northern Highway. 
Some of those communities are quite close to us, such as Northam, York and Toodyay. The people who live in 
communities further afield and well into the Wheatbelt do a great deal of shopping and business in Midland. I 
refer to those people in Merredin, Corrigin and Dalwallinu, and to the various communities along the way to 
Geraldton on the Brand Highway, which also approaches Midland and currently joins Great Northern Highway. 
Many of those people have no need to shop in Perth. It is a tradition for them to do their monthly or bimonthly 
shopping in Midland. They also see their accountant, lawyer, dentist and doctor in Midland, and attend any 
specialist medical services in Midland. Most of them have absolutely no need to go to Perth. I often meet people 
from those communities in Midland, especially those who are more inclined to be Labor supporters. They come 
into my office and raise issues with me or my staff about various matters relating to their communities and 
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public policy. For many of them I am the nearest and most convenient Labor member of Parliament. Midland is 
a huge catchment area and is strategically located.  

The real issue is that we are dealing with a government that does not have a proper strategic vision; rather, a 
number of isolated areas are being considered. In this instance we are considering what shopping and retail hours 
are appropriate for Midland. However, the government does not have a broader strategic vision. If it had one, we 
would have to ask where to look for that strategic vision. We could look at the draft planning document released 
last year by the Minister for Planning in which the Department of Planning has a so-called strategic plan for 
Western Australia. It is clear that that plan is not necessarily linked with the government’s approach to retail 
trading hours and the transport system. More importantly, it does not appropriately recognise Midland as a 
strategic centre within the metropolitan area. In fact, I have previously made the point in this house that it affords 
Midland no more strategic value than places such as Lancelin. Quite clearly centres such as Joondalup and 
Midland are strategically located. The government has acknowledged that by singling them out as precincts for 
the purpose of extending retail trading hours.  

I have recently had some issues with the Minister for Transport. The Liberal–National government has not, as we 
did, joined the portfolios of planning and transport, nor does it have a Minister for Planning and Infrastructure. 
The Minister for Transport and the Minister for Planning are going off on separate tangents and are providing 
different responses on a range of strategic issues. Only last week I raised the issue of the freight line through 
Midland. The Minister for Transport said that no consideration would be given to shifting the freight train line 
through Midland—which was news to me, because we had been planning that for more than a decade and it had 
been acknowledged as needed for more than a decade—yet the Minister for Planning advised me that the 
Western Australian Planning Commission had met on 10 April and agreed to the freight rail line going through 
Midland along the Military Road alignment. I also asked the Minister for Planning what money was in the 
budget for this realignment and was advised that there would be funds in the metropolitan region improvement 
fund, the MRIF, for land acquisition and to provide compensation if that becomes necessary. The Minister for 
Planning, who I believe acknowledges the strategic importance of Midland, either is not strong enough or able 
enough to set that direction for his department; otherwise, Midland would be more appropriately recognised in 
the planning documents. The Minister for Transport shows no knowledge of Midland and is not planning the 
appropriate transport links for our important regional centre. That lack of knowledge is not new when the Liberal 
Party is in government: under a former coalition government, when Hon Eric Charlton was the transport 
minister, I put in request after request to him regarding the transport needs of Midland, and was denied on just 
about every occasion. Members opposite have tried to rewrite the history of what has happened in Midland in 
recent years and take credit for things that they cannot take credit for. I remind members that I asked Eric 
Charlton, the then Minister for Transport, on numerous occasions to link the Midland Redevelopment Authority 
site—the old railway workshops across Helena Street—with Midland proper, and to put in a railway crossing 
there. The former government consistently denied that request for about two years. Ultimately, it was agreed to 
by Hon Alannah MacTiernan when she was Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, and it was opened by Dr 
Geoff Gallop, Alannah MacTiernan and me in 2001. For a number of years, I also lobbied to have traffic lights 
put on the Great Eastern Highway at the intersection of Farrell Road, and was told by the then coalition transport 
minister, Eric Charlton, that it would be unreasonable to expect trucks to apply their brakes at that point and slow 
down as they came down Greenmount Hill. He said that they could not be expected to slow down at the traffic 
lights at that point. That flabbergasted me because mums with young children had been raising the issue of 
needing to cross Great Eastern Highway at that point with their young children. The then coalition transport 
minister told me that it was unreasonable to expect the trucks to stop. The point was that we needed the trucks to 
travel more slowly through that point and come to a stop for the benefit of the town centre. 

A number of people have made general comments in the media and elsewhere about why Midland, Armadale 
and other centres are being singled out in the retail trading hours amendment bills. They refer to other shopping 
centres that will not enjoy the same benefits of being able to open and be part of the new extended retail trading 
hours. The answer to that would be a lot simpler if the government had a proper strategic plan for the 
metropolitan area that actually acknowledged these key regional centres for what they are and looked at how the 
government should strategically deal with those centres separately from other areas. An issue in Western 
Australia for a long time has been the emphasis on basing everything in Perth because it is our capital city. 
Unlike other states in Australia and other places in the world, we have placed a lot of emphasis on providing 
infrastructure and other things in the centre of Perth but not as much on developing regional centres 
appropriately, be they country centres or regional centres within the metropolitan area. Whenever the Labor 
Party has been in government, it has made strategic choices for those centres. Hon Alannah MacTiernan was 
going in this direction, and I think she is again calling for a major department to be located in Armadale. 
Members may recall that in the 1980s a former Labor government took the bold step of basing the Department of 
Land Administration, as it was known, which subsequently became the Department of Land Information, and is 
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now known as Landgate, in Midland. There was some unhappiness about that at the time and some people 
believed that every government agency had to be based in Perth. Quite clearly that is not the case. 

There are good reasons for developing other regional centres as places of not only retail opportunity, but also 
other work opportunities, for decentralisation and for having a number of key regional centres in addition to the 
capital of Perth. That makes sense on a number of levels. It is not only a matter of other places such as Midland 
wanting to share the spoils of employment, opportunity and business, but also it makes sense for transport 
considerations. It also makes sense in terms of environmental matters, such as greenhouse gas emissions and a 
range of other factors. If people have less distance to travel to and from work, they use less fuel and take less 
time, which is better for family life. That reduces their energy consumption and the overall community’s energy 
consumption. I was the minister responsible for Landgate for some time and had discussions with the former 
head of DOLA, as he was then, Mr Allan Skinner, and also Grahame Searle, who was the head of the land 
agency at that time. Establishing Landgate at Midland proved to be a very positive experience. The make-up of 
where employees of Landgate live has changed considerably since the former Labor government took the step of 
moving the agency there. Most Landgate staff live somewhere in the vicinity of Midland or in the eastern region. 
Indeed, it is easier for people from a range of areas to get to work at Midland than it is for them to get to work in 
the city. It also helps to reduce peak-hour traffic in the morning when everyone travelling into Perth causes 
congestion. Over time, some public servants chose to leave Landgate and seek positions in a government 
department that is closer to where they live. Likewise, a number of public servants who were with other agencies 
have looked for opportunities to work at Landgate because it gives them an opportunity to work for a 
government agency that is very close to where they live. That makes sense, and other strategic locations such as 
Joondalup and Armadale should be offered the same opportunity. 

There has also been a fair bit of rewriting of history about the Midland Redevelopment Authority and what has 
gone on over time. I now take the opportunity to put these matters on the record. For those members who were 
not here at that time, which is probably most, in December 1996 I was elected as the member for Midland. Prior 
to that, I had been the member for Glendalough. The electorate of Glendalough was chop sueyed in the 
redistribution in 1996 and divided into five new electorates. Although some members have not been the 
beneficiary of a redistribution, I can say that I was a huge beneficiary of that redistribution because it gave me 
the opportunity to become the member for Midland and represent an area that is a real strategic centre with a real 
heart and a real history. It is a very different experience from being the member for an area that is a collection of 
suburbs. The seat of Glendalough was a seat without a heart. It was a seat that was divided between a number of 
local government authorities. Some of it had previously been in the City of Perth, which had become the Town 
of Vincent and the Town of Cambridge. Some of the rest of the seat was in the City of Stirling. People were 
divided between three different local government authorities. They shopped at all different places. Some 
shopped in the City of Perth; some shopped at Morley. People who lived in Innaloo and Tuart Hill shopped at 
Dog Swamp. They were going to Myer or David Jones, or whatever stores are at Karrinyup—it is not a place I 
often go to. For people living at the Tuart Hill – Joondanna end of the electorate, Karrinyup is quite an easy 
choice. Meanwhile, my constituents in Leederville and Wembley were going to Floreat Forum. I say that by way 
of example in that it really was not a seat that had a centre of interest and focus with one significant local 
government authority and one big strategic shopping centre. Midland is quite a contrast because it is not just the 
centre for my seat; indeed it is essentially also the centre for the Swan Hills. As I have argued, it is also in a 
sense the metropolitan type of capital for many country regions. Farmers or other people from regional areas tell 
me they have no need to go to Perth; everything they need is in Midland.  

When the Richard Court government closed the Midland railway workshops, they lay idle for some time. This 
was really an abrogation of the promise that Richard Court made prior to the 1993 election. He is on record, after 
putting out a statement, as saying his government would enhance the workshops; it would make it “a centre of 
engineering excellence”. As history now records, within six months Richard Court had announced the closure of 
the Midland railway workshops. They lay fallow for a considerable number of years. In about 1997 there was a 
charrette planning process done for Midland. It included planning and transport—a range of matters were 
considered. That was initiated by the City of Swan. It looked at the future of Midland. At that moment in time, 
when I first became the member for Midland, parts of it looked like a ghost town. Vacancy rates were high in 
shops in all of the main streets of Midland. There was very little growth and impetus. It looked like a place that 
was going nowhere, largely because of a lot of vacancies and no real vibrancy or action. There were a number of 
reasons for that—some of them were bad planning mistakes as well as road transport issues. Road changes had 
taken place, including making Victoria Street and Great Eastern Highway one way. Cutting off Great Northern 
Highway at that particular location certainly caused hardship to the businesses that were along a little stretch of 
the highway. Some members may or may not recall that Vince Garreffa used to have Mondo in that little section 
of Great Eastern Highway and it was a thriving business. The way the road network changed meant that it was 
harder for people to get to Mondo; there was no longer an automatic flow-through of traffic. Ultimately Vince 
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Garreffa decided to move his business to Inglewood. A lot of shops were vacated at that time. So, Midland 
looked at what could be done for the future.  

I was a fairly new member for that area. I had some experience, as members may be aware, as I had served at the 
City of Perth for seven and a half years. I had also worked for Kay Hallahan when she was the previous minister 
for local government, and planning. It was not so much strategic experience and knowledge, but I certainly had 
had a lot of experience and knowledge in the initial set-up of the East Perth Redevelopment Authority and the 
attitude of government, the issues that the then Labor government had had in setting up the East Perth 
Redevelopment Authority, and the resistance by the Perth City Council in those early years, of which I 
ultimately became a member. Eventually I was a board member of the East Perth Redevelopment Authority for 
about three years. I knew exactly how a redevelopment authority worked but I also knew what all the issues were 
in terms of council resistance. If members look back at the debate that took place in this place in around 1991–
92, they will find that there were a lot of concerns by the City of Perth. It is hard to imagine now, when we see 
the success that East Perth was, why there was that fear. This was not something that had been done previously 
in Western Australia. The City of Perth at the time saw it as a challenge to its authority, that some other group 
would be given its planning powers and so forth. I remember talking to the city engineer and others about what 
their concerns were. Their concerns included things such as they might use six different styles of paving brick 
and the City of Perth really only kept one particular slab at the workshop and it would be much more expensive 
if they used a different series of brick. They were concerned about everything from the choice of paving bricks 
to rubbish bins to streetlighting to choices of street trees and how that would all be managed. At the end of the 
day the plan was always that the East Perth redevelopment area would be handed back to the City of Perth for its 
care and maintenance. I had seen how that worked. It was at the charrette—which I believe was in 1997—that I 
first raised the issue, very gently at that point, that perhaps one of the things that could be considered would be a 
redevelopment authority for Midland. We had a very large workshop site there. If one looks at an aerial photo of 
Midland, it is very apparent that the area of the workshops was as large as the town centre of Midland itself. The 
opportunity was phenomenal. When we looked at the East Perth area all those years ago, about 80 per cent of the 
land was government owned. For a redevelopment authority to work well, it was beneficial for a lot of the land 
to be in government ownership. In fact whether it was East Perth, whether it was Midland, the fact that the land 
was in government ownership meant that nothing had happened.  

The last thing I wanted to see as the local member was for the workshop site to be sold off piecemeal with no 
coordinated plan. There were already bids coming in from private individuals and companies wanting to do 
particular things there. There had been an attitude in Midland to grab whatever was on offer. If a particular 
company said it wanted to put a warehouse there or a particular industry there—indeed there were people who 
wanted to put a little racetrack there at one point—the site would get broken up and the strategic opportunity that 
existed would be lost. Equally as important, the actual history of the railway workshops would be lost. As people 
acknowledge now, there are some absolutely magnificent buildings there that have a 100–year plus history of 
heritage and endeavour, which has now been recognised. It was very important that there be an integrated plan 
from the perspective of the history and heritage of the site and also for how that site would function jointly with 
the town centre and be linked as part of the strategy. I raised that issue in this Parliament for a period of about 
two years—it is all on record too—in a number of grievances and in a number of debates. That was before the 
then government was ultimately worn down and worked out—after it had been in office for seven years, and 
after having done exactly zero for Midland and the railway workshops other than close them—that maybe the 
cheapest option it could go for would be to set up the redevelopment authority. The government thought that 
would stop me promoting it, it could establish the authority and it would not cost it anything. In fact, the 
government did not put any money towards it. Under that legislation, the government gave the redevelopment 
authority the capacity to borrow money that it would then have to repay.  

The commitments to Midland essentially all have been made by the party on this side of the house. Interestingly 
enough, I think it was the then Deputy Premier, Hon Hendy Cowan, who responded to me only about six weeks 
before the authority was announced to explain why I would not be getting anything for Midland and why this 
would not be a priority for the government. That changed with Richard Court’s announcement in the lead-up to 
the 2001 election.  

I also note that quite apart from the Labor government’s initiative with the former Department of Land 
Administration all those years ago, other facilities were put into Midland by Labor governments, such as the 
Midvale Speed Dome, although, personally, I think it was strategically located in the wrong place. That kind of 
decision supports the argument that we must have a strategic vision and base things in the town centre. When we 
came to government in 2001, we made some strategic choices. In the late 1990s, in my constant battle to get 
more government agencies and more government activity based in Midland, and more support given to Midland, 
I argued for the Police Academy to be based in Midland; that was one of the things I put to the Court 
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government at the time. My view was that the Court government had taken from Midland; that is, it had taken 
the railway workshops, which was a facility that at its peak had employed thousands of people. My view was 
that bringing government employees, be they police officers or others, back to Midland was something that we 
were probably owed and that was appropriate for a town as strategically positioned as is the case with Midland. 
The government did not accede to that request. Richard Court and Kevin Prince announced that the Police 
Academy would be located in Joondalup. They then offered Midland what I think was considered to be second 
prize; that is, they made a decision to put the police communications centre in Midland on the railway workshops 
site. I think that, strategically, the decision to locate the communications centre there was excellent. Although I 
certainly would have welcomed the Police Academy in Midland, locating the communications centre there was a 
very good strategic decision for Midland and for the police service.  

I remember discussing with the Western Australian Police Union of Workers at the time whether any issues were 
involved with basing police officers in Midland. Of course, it was the ideal government workforce to locate in 
Midland, because police officers are appointed all around the state; they can get many different kinds of 
appointments that they might consider to be hardship posts, but being appointed to Midland could hardly be 
considered one of them.  

There had been talk about basing other parts of the police service in Midland. Although a lot of talk took place, 
there was nothing in the forward estimates and nothing in the budget. It is interesting now to see the context in 
which the now Premier talks about forward estimates; basically, he says that whatever is in the forward estimates 
does not really count. We found that the government made a whole lot of commitments, particularly in the area 
of policing but also in other areas, for which there was no budgetary line whatsoever.  

Mr R.F. Johnson interjected. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I am sorry; I am talking about the strategic importance of Midland and the failure of the 
Leader of the House’s government to properly acknowledge that strategic importance and to have a holistic plan 
for the metropolitan area. The Gallop government made the decision to base the police forensics section and the 
traffic operations centre at Midland, to fund them, and to make that part of the Midland redevelopment area. That 
was a key, strategic position. The total expenditure in that precinct by the Gallop government was in excess of 
$200 million—$200 million spent in Midland. Occasionally, the current member for Swan Hills—he is the last 
in a long line of people who have made these outrageous claims—says that the Labor government did not do 
anything for Midland and that it is the Liberals who deliver. I can say that in our term in office—I might ask my 
colleagues to shut their ears!—we spent the best part of $300 million on infrastructure in Midland. That included 
three new primary schools—Clayton View in Koongamia; one at Woodbridge, formerly known as West 
Midland; and one at Midvale. A couple of those schools had been on the priority list for the previous 10 years 
and had been bumped off that list by the then Liberal government year after year. The old West Midland primary 
school and Midvale, in particular, were in nothing short of disgusting, Third World conditions when we came to 
government. 

Our government acknowledged the strategic importance of Midland. We invested in Midland. We based the 
traffic operations centre in Midland, which the current Leader of the House and Minister for Police had the 
opportunity to open in the current government’s first year in office. This government got to open it because of 
the former Labor government’s planning and because of the money that it had put in the budget.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: You got to open the new Police Academy in Joondalup that we funded and built. It happens 
every time. You know that. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Yes; Richard Court did prioritise the academy in Joondalup, and that was opened by Dr 
Geoff Gallop, if that is the Leader of the House’s point. My point is about the strategic importance of Midland, 
and what the previous Labor government and other Labor governments have done over the years for Midland in 
acknowledgement of Midland’s strategic importance. Likewise, I have seen the current Minister for Agriculture 
and Food take full credit for what has occurred at Muchea. Maybe he does not know, but people in this place do 
know what occurred there. In fact, a case had been made for probably the best part of 20 years to relocate the 
saleyards out of Midland to Muchea or an alternative site. A lot of people do not know the history of the 
saleyards and where they are located. They are located very close to the Midland railway workshop, and I think 
most people know where that is these days. That is where the saleyards were located in Midland—pretty much in 
the centre of Midland. That was fine when Midland was more of a country town, but it certainly was not 
appropriate next to the new facilities resulting from the investment that our government had been making there. 
The real reason that the Court government struggled with the concept of moving the saleyards out of Midland to 
Muchea—everyone knew that it was the sensible decision—was always a matter of cost. It was always a matter 
of state Treasury opposing it, whether we were in government or Richard Court was in government, and wanting 
to look at privatised options for those saleyards. Quite simply, if the Court government had continued to conduct 
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yet another study about how it could privatise the saleyards or get private investors to pay for the saleyards in 
Muchea or elsewhere, we would never have got the saleyards out of Midland. It was our government that bit the 
bullet on that. Our government identified the site at Muchea. I was the one, as Minister for Housing and Works, 
who let the first contract for the site works at the site in Muchea. I acknowledge that despite our commitment to 
Muchea, and despite our identifying the land and doing those forward works on the site, the cost of building that 
state-of-the-art facility certainly increased. The current government had to make a decision about whether to 
proceed with our plan and fund the Muchea workshops because of the cost over and above what we had already 
put in the budget.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: This bill is about retail trading hours.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: It is a shame that the Leader of the House does not see the whole picture. He just wants 
to talk about retail trading hours; however, he fails to acknowledge that this bill is all about Midland and its 
strategic importance.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: It is about retail trading hours. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Maybe the Leader of the House did not listen when the minister gave his second reading 
speech on the bill. Perhaps the Leader of the House would like to reflect on that, and his ignorance would not be 
so apparent.  

At the start of my speech, when the Leader of the House was in this the chamber, I believe, I quoted from the 
minister’s second reading speech. In that speech, the minister talked about Midland and why Midland was 
chosen as a tourism precinct.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: You have been talking about East Perth and Joondalup. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I am not interested in hearing rubbish from the Leader of the House.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: I’m not interested in hearing your rubbish, but unfortunately I have to, because you have the 
floor. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Leader of the House!  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I call on you, Mr Deputy Speaker, to call the Leader of the House to order. He is being 
most disorderly. I have said that I do not want to take interjections from him because he is just talking nonsense 
as usual—he is just a windbag. Perhaps he does not like to hear some of the things that I have to say about the 
strategic importance of Midland. Perhaps he does not like to hear about how Labor governments have 
continually invested in Midland. Even now, this government has no strategic plan for Midland. It is allowing us 
to have extended shopping hours. But shopping is just one part of what should be a much bigger picture. There is 
no leadership by this government. I have said it already, but the member for Kalamunda and Minister for 
Planning understands Midland. He lives in Midland, and he appreciates Midland. But what is he actually doing 
in a planning sense to make sure that Midland is recognised and that there is an appropriate plan for Midland, not 
just for shopping, but for road transport, for rail transport and for industrial land? 

Dr M.D. Nahan interjected.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: We now have an even more ignorant member interjecting! I did not think that would be 
possible! I really do not want to give the member a lecture about the new hospital in Midland and about how it 
was our government that made a commitment to that hospital. Again, that is not a decision that this government 
would have made; in fact, it was a decision that this government tried to squirm out of. The only reason that the 
site selected by our government for the new hospital in Midland is still there, and the only reason that this 
government is still saying that we will get a new hospital in Midland rather than a patch up job at Swan District 
Hospital, is that the federal Labor government committed over a year ago now to provide $180 million for that 
project. That is why I get so tired of hearing arrant nonsense from the Liberal Party about Midland. Everyone in 
Midland, everyone in the region, knows that it is the Labor Party that continually puts in the dollars up-front. It 
was the Labor Party that put over $200 million into the new police precinct in Midland. It was my lobbying that 
got over $20 million spent on re-roofing the sheds of the three workshops. That came out of the state budget; it 
was not borrowed against the account of the MRA. It was the former Labor government that relocated DOLA to 
Midland and that put the speed dome in Midland. It was our government that had a plan to rebuild, and built, 
three new primary schools. Indeed, it was our government that put $63 million in the budget for Governor 
Stirling Senior High School. It was our government that put the money in the budget for a brand-new hospital at 
the Midland railway workshops site. Therefore, I thank the member for Riverton for reminding me of that 
significant commitment. 

Although people might like to claim otherwise, the Labor Party has always taken a strategic approach to what is 
occurring in Midland and has acknowledged Midland as a significant regional centre.  
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Mr F.A. Alban: What was the strategic direction for Lloyd Street? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Member for Swan Hills, I have been speaking now for the best part of 50 minutes. The 
member has only just entered the chamber. I can tell the member that he has missed a lot. The member for Swan 
Hills should not be interjecting at this point: he should not be showing his ignorance and highlighting the fact 
that he has been absent from the chamber for the best part of the last hour. 

I return to the argument and to the bill. As the member for Cannington pointed out yesterday, establishing 
Midland, Armadale and Joondalup as retail trading precincts was part of the policy of the Labor Party and then 
government at the time of the last election. That is because we saw the strategic importance and strategic benefit 
of establishing key regional centres that would be allowed to trade on a similar footing to the trade that now 
occurs in the City of Perth. In my view—many members in this place are failing to see this—a range of other 
factors come into play here. Why should Midland be chosen ahead of some other areas? I return to my argument 
that the reason Midland should be chosen is because it is a strategic regional centre. It is a hub for transport, be 
that public transport or private vehicle transport. It is a centre that people naturally come to. It is an easy centre 
for workers to get to and to return from. We could say—I know some people propose it—let us just have open 
slather. Let us not tell people when and where they can open their shops. Let us just say that anyone who wants 
to trade can trade anywhere they like and any time they like. What would be the problem with that? I will tell 
members the problem with that. 

Dr M.D. Nahan interjected. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The member for Riverton is interjecting again. He says that people do not want to go to 
Midland. That is the typical Liberal Party attitude. Members of the Liberal Party look down their noses at 
Midland; they always have. They say that if people are given a choice, they will not go to Midland. That is one 
of the most ignorant comments, member for Riverton, that I have ever heard in this house! But it is typical of the 
Liberal Party and its attitude towards Midland. Guess what? During regular trading hours on a weekday more 
people go to Midland Gate Shopping Centre and to the shops in Midland than just about any other shopping area 
in Western Australia. It is one of the biggest shopping areas, and when all the shops are allowed to open, people 
actually choose to go to Midland. The member for Riverton has not been a member of this chamber for as long 
as I have, and he and the Leader of the House might be wondering why I have gone through all this history. I 
have done it because of the very attitude that I know exists among Liberal members. They look down their nose 
at Midland and do not come to our eastern region and see its importance. 

Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: It is probably best that the member for Riverton does not come to Midland, as I think he 
might scare a few people if he did! 

Dr M.D. Nahan: Are they easily frightened? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: They would be frightened by you—member for Riverton—they would be very 
frightened by you! 

Mr D.A. Templeman: They don’t like right-wingers like you! 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Ha, ha! 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: People can and do go to Midland. They choose to go to Midland. Huge numbers of 
people shop there during regular trading hours. It is a centre of strategic importance. It does need to be 
acknowledged more than just in terms of retail trading hours. Like Joondalup and Armadale, it should be a focus 
for government for more government departments to be based there. That would make sense from the transport 
point of view. It would reduce peak-hour congestion in the city of Perth; it would reduce fuel consumption; and 
it would reduce travel time for many people who live in that region if they could live and work locally. Reducing 
travel time would not only cut fuel costs, but also increase the amount of time that people are able to spend with 
their families. That would be a good thing for our region. I expect a similar proposition would be beneficial to 
people living in the Armadale region and indeed in the Joondalup region. 

It seems as though I have been talking to death this morning about having a broader, more holistic and strategic 
approach from this government to its regional centres. It worries me that the planning document released by the 
Minister for Planning does not appropriately recognise Midland and its strategic importance. I have taken 
considerable time today to outline the strategic importance of Midland. I have also outlined how our government 
backed up our rhetoric about Midland’s strategic importance with actual dollars and actual projects in Midland. 
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Likewise, the federal Labor government, through the intervention of the member for Hasluck, Sharryn Jackson, 
has also made significant commitments to Midland, appreciating full well its strategic importance. That is why 
the federal government has committed $180 million to the Midland health campus; that is, the new hospital to 
replace Swan District Hospital. That is why the federal government has committed to the general practitioner 
clinic in Midland; something for which I note that the Minister for Planning has tried to take some kind of credit 
in issuing a press release. It is something for which the Minister for Environment came along to the City of Swan 
annual mayoral dinner and attempted to claim some credit for, along with her appearance at the last moment for 
the opening of a stage of Reid Highway. Again, that was a project that was budgeted for by the former Labor 
government, it was planned by the former Labor government and indeed — 

Ms R. Saffioti: Started! 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Yes, it was started under the former Labor government, and had the contract let by the 
former Labor government; yet it was a project for which the current Minister for Environment stood and said 
how delighted she had been to be able to open it and that somehow it was a benefit received by the region from 
the Liberals. It clearly was not, along with everything else. 

I have been through this before but all we have seen since the Liberal government has come to power have been 
delays in Midland—delays in the hospital project and delays in the Governor Stirling Senior High School 
project. Quite frankly, the Liberal government has caused the delay in opening the GP clinic; that process has 
taken far too long. Had the former member for Fremantle still been the health minister, we probably would have 
seen that GP clinic open by now and under considerably better terms and conditions than those that will 
eventually be put in place, thanks to a lack of intervention by this Liberal government. 

I think you will appreciate, Mr Deputy Speaker, that Midland is a place of enormous strategic importance. I 
know that it is not the capital city, but Western Australia and the Perth metropolitan area are growing. One major 
retail centre and one major works centre for the metropolitan area is no longer enough. But we cannot have a 
situation of equally favouring 10 or 20 different places. If the government acknowledges that the metropolitan 
region has grown and the population has grown, it cannot choose 20 winners. It must choose three or four 
locations that are strategically positioned and that can provide a magnet for people outside the Perth central 
business district. Midland is one of those centres; so is Armadale; so is Joondalup. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The member for West Swan. 

Mr F.A. Alban: Swan Hills. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Swan Hills; sorry. 

Point of Order 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Point of order. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: There is no point of order. I just called out the wrong constituency. The member for 
Swan Hills. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: You said, “The member for West Swan”. 

Ms R. Saffioti: You said “West Swan”. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Sit down; don’t challenge the Deputy Speaker’s ruling. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The member for Swan Hills. 

Ms R. Saffioti: You’ve gone back on your word. 

Mr P. Papalia: Hang on! You gave him the call. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: He pointed to the member here. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I was looking at the member for Swan Hills. 

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Don’t argue with the Deputy Speaker. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I will not enter into debate. The member for Swan Hills. 

Debate Resumed 

MR F.A. ALBAN (Swan Hills) [11.36 am]: I add my support to the Retail Trading Hours Amendment 
(Midland Tourism Precinct) Bill 2010. I know it will be renamed. Midland is both a central trading centre and a 
tourist centre. Therefore, whichever name it has, Midland deserves to have amended retail trading hours. 
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Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

Mr F.A. ALBAN: Very briefly, when the argument of the retail trading hours came up for debate, I was very 
much opposed because I believed — 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Why didn’t you promise it at the time of the election? 

Mr F.A. ALBAN: Why don’t you just shut up, member for Cannington? That is what you should do. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Why don’t you tell the people what you were going to do? 

Mr F.A. ALBAN: I am going to tell the member what we are going to do now. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Go on; tell us. 

Mr F.A. ALBAN: I will tell the member for Cannington what members of his party did not do. They did nothing 
for the people of Midland in 18 years. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I ask the member for Swan Hills to sit down, please. We had some interjections and 
banter when the member for Midland was speaking. Give the member for Swan Hills a chance to make his 
speech and we can take it from there. Member for Swan Hills. 

Mr F.A. ALBAN: I was saying that when the issue of the amended trading hours came up, I was very much on 
the other side because I thought members of my electorate would have been against it, as they were on the 
daylight saving issue. Generally, country people are not that excited about — 

Point of Order 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The member on his feet is canvassing the issue of daylight saving, which is unrelated. 
As the Leader of the House was so urgent to interject on the member for Midland, it is important that the 
member on his feet speak to the bill. I do not see how the issue of daylight saving is related to retail trading 
hours in the Midland precinct. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, I listened to the member for Midland with some interest 
because she went off on a few tangents, but she came back to the point. There is no point of order. Member for 
Swan Hills. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr F.A. ALBAN: I was making reference to the previous referendum and, of course, when I started talking to 
members of my electorate, I found their views were quite different. The demographic of my electorate has 
changed a great deal. My ideas were a little old-fashioned. I believed that our trading hours were adequate. But, 
unfortunately, I did not think of the young families with both adults working.  

Mr D.A. Templeman interjected.  

Mr F.A. ALBAN: The member for Mandurah is the most overpaid comedian in this place. 

Several members interjected.  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Swan Hills! 

Mr F.A. ALBAN: Midland has the right to have a special trading precinct as it is a regional centre and tourism 
centre.  

Mr P. Papalia interjected.  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro! 

Mr F.A. ALBAN: The Midland area has the Swan Valley, Guildford, and Mundaring. The Midland area also 
has all the hills, which are a tourist attraction. One thing that can be said for Midland is that it is on the 
crossroads of Great Northern Highway and Great Eastern Highway, so, yes, it has a right to be regarded as a 
legitimate tourism destination and region.  

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr F.A. ALBAN: Midland has the right to have its retail trading hours extended. Further to that, Midland has 
traditionally been the shopping centre precinct for people from the country. 
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Point of Order 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: He has just plagiarised the whole start of my speech! 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Swan Hills, carry on. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr D.A. Templeman interjected.  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr F.A. ALBAN: The member for Midland flatters herself!  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: You should have been here! You were listening in, in your office, weren’t you? 

Mr F.A. ALBAN: The member for Midland flatters herself that I would listen to anything she says! 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: You were listening in your office, taking notes! I know what you were doing!  

Mr F.A. ALBAN: The member for Midland has represented Midland for 18 years, and Midland has been held 
up by her! Why does she think the Midland campus is under pressure? Because we do not have a road to get to 
it! 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: You were sitting in your office making notes and thinking, “I’ll say that. Good idea!” 
That’s how you wrote your speech, isn’t it? 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I listened with great interest to what the member for Midland said when she was 
speaking, and I think she was given some latitude. Can she please calm down and let the member for Swan Hills 
continue. 

Mr F.A. ALBAN: The beauty about these extended retail trading hours for Midland is that they are happening 
now and we will actually be able to get to Midland because of the work that the Liberal–National government 
did. The Great Northern Highway upgrade is about finished, and stage 1 of the Lloyd Street upgrade is 
committed to so that we can get to the new Midland campus. There are lights on Great Northern Highway, and 
the Reid Highway extension from West Swan Road to Great Northern Highway has been completed. We can 
actually get to Midland! The member for Midland should not tell me the stories of what she has done for 
Midland. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Swan Hills, come back to the topic, please. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr F.A. ALBAN: I thank members for their participation! 

Mr P. Papalia interjected  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro! 

Mr F.A. ALBAN: Midland deserves extended trading hours to help our tourism. We have 600 000 visitors who 
come to the Swan Valley and the Midland area. That figure is hidden within the metropolitan area figures, so the 
Swan Valley does not rate a mention.  

Mr P. Papalia: It’s a conspiracy!  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro! 

Mr F.A. ALBAN: We talked about tourism yesterday. The Swan Valley, which is in the Midland region, should 
have a guernsey of its own. The Swan Valley should be marketed as “Swan Valley”, not the Swan Valley as part 
of the metropolitan area. I mentioned earlier the Mundaring Truffle Festival, which was attended by 24 000 
visitors—including people from overseas. Those visitors came to our area but there were no shops open. People 
will benefit from extended retail trading hours in Midland.  

Yes, Midland deserves to have extended trading hours because it is a regional centre. The people of my 
electorate from Ellenbrook shop at Midland and are very proud to. Ellenbrook is not a regional centre as yet, and 
we rely on Midland. The people of Midland have overwhelmingly voted to have this change, and a survey 
conducted by the Swan Chamber of Commerce showed that 72 per cent of people supported it. Midland deserves 
to have its retail trading hours extended. We have a legitimate right, so there is no argument. It is a legitimate 
fact that we are a well-known and established tourism precinct, we have history there, and we have traditionally 
been the shopping precinct of the north and eastern Wheatbelt. 
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MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [11.44 am]: I rise to speak on the Retail Trading Hours Amendment (Midland 
Tourism Precinct) Bill 2010. The Labor Party supports this bill because it is actually Labor Party policy that we 
took to the 2008 election. It was a clear part of our policy that we would create new shopping precincts in 
Midland, Joondalup and Armadale, so this bill is entirely consistent with Labor Party policy, in contradiction to 
some of the accusations made by members on the other side.  

I also raise the issue of how the Liberal Party conducted itself during the campaign for the 2008 election on the 
issue of retail trading hours. Liberal Party members were going around to small businesses throughout the area 
and saying, “The Labor Party wants to deregulate; we are not going to.” Small business people contacted me, 
angry at the fact that the Labor Party was going to deregulate and telling me that the Liberal Party was saying 
that there would be no extension of trading hours. That was the fraud perpetrated on people in my area and 
throughout the metropolitan area during the 2008 election. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Another Liberal Party lie! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Another Liberal lie! 

It was another issue on which Labor had a clear policy and the Liberal Party had no policy. Opposition 
candidates were going around and saying that Labor was going to deregulate, and that the Liberal Party was not 
going to. Now we have a situation in which the Liberal Party is coming in and saying it is the reformer. 
However, we had a clear policy, and the Midland tourism precinct—now special trading precinct—was a clear 
part of the Labor policy that we took to the 2008 election. 

Another issue I want to raise today is the support shown by the City of Swan, the chamber of commerce and the 
Swan Valley Tourism Council for deregulation. It was supported widely by the business and local government 
community throughout Midland and, as outlined by the member for Midland, it was well supported by 
businesses in Midland. That is another reason why I lend my support to this bill. Of course, a number of people 
in my electorate use Midland as a shopping hub, too, particularly people in the Caversham area. 

I will raise issues about the boundary-setting process during consideration in detail. Given the lack of 
information about the process in this bill, I think the minister will have enormous issues with how the boundaries 
will be set and the pressure that will be applied from people outside those boundaries to have them extended. 
The process being set up by the minister will result in constant significant pressure and significant accusations. 
More thought should have been put into how these boundaries will be set and how they will be adjusted, because 
the current process will be unsustainable over the longer term. Enormous pressure will be applied to business 
owners and there will be a flight of capital from outside these special trading precincts into the special trading 
precincts. I will explore that a little more in consideration in detail because I do not think the process by which 
boundaries will be set was clearly described by the minister during consideration of the Retail Trading Hours 
Amendment (Armadale Tourism Precinct) Bill 2010. We need more definition and more rigour to the process, 
otherwise the minister will have to administer a terrible process and there will be accusations and comments 
made about how these boundaries were set. They are my initial comments on the bill. Of course, some 
businesses outside the proposed Midland special trading precinct will want extended trading hours, and that is an 
issue the minister will have to deal with over coming years. 

I want to quickly run through the history of the debate on retail trading hours. A lot of things have been said in 
this chamber over the past year, and I want to reflect briefly on them. I have been an observer—if not a 
participant—of this debate for probably a decade now. It is important for me to put some facts on the table and 
put some points of view out there. Of course, Labor introduced a bill to extend trading hours to 9.00 pm on 
weeknights, and it did that before the 2005 election. Labor brought the bill in, with the clear policy and proposal 
to extend trading hours for general retail shops to 9.00 pm on weekdays. At the time, the Liberal Party chose not 
to support it, thereby stopping reform in this area five or six years ago. Some members opposite are looking at 
me as if to say, “You’ve got to be kidding?” But, no, it is the truth. The Liberal Party should recognise, as it goes 
around talking about how this is much-awaited reform and how we should have been doing it earlier, that the 
Labor Party tried. The Liberal Party chose not to support the bill. It is an embarrassment that it is now trying to 
walk away from its decision to reject that bill five years ago. A referendum on retail trading hours was held at 
the time of the 2005 election. Again, the Liberal Party sided with the antireform stance. The member for Vasse 
was the poster boy for the antireform group. The Liberal Party had many spokespeople at that time, including the 
former member for Mitchell, all of whom campaigned against change. During the 2008 election the Liberal Party 
gave mixed messages and made misleading statements about deregulating retail trading hours. No-one in the 
Liberal Party can stand up and say that the Liberal Party told people that it was going to deregulate trading hours 
to 9.00 pm and that it was going to create shopping precincts in Midland, Armadale and Joondalup because that 
did not happen. Different stances on retail trading hours were taken in different areas, which created confusion 
and mayhem. People donated to the Liberal Party election campaign because they wanted to stop the Labor Party 
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from reforming retail trading hours. Those people are now getting more reform than they bargained for. Clearly, 
people were confused about the Liberal Party’s approach to retail trading hours. In my area people believed that 
the Liberal Party was not going to reform anything. I had discussions with small business people who asked why 
the Labor Party wanted to reform retail trading hours when the Liberal Party did not.  

Mr J.M. Francis: What a load of rubbish! Do you seriously believe that your party was the lead party on 
deregulation in this state? For six months your side dragged its knuckles about extending hours to 9.00 pm.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The facts are the facts. The member for Jandakot was not living in Western Australia at the 
time so he does not know.  

Mr J.M. Francis: I was living in WA. Don’t mislead the house and don’t tell lies.  

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The member for Jandakot accused the member for West Swan of telling a lie. I ask that he 
be required to withdraw that comment.  

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: I withdraw.  

Debate Resumed 

Mr J.M. Francis: I have lived here for more than 10 years; get your facts straight.  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order, member for Jandakot! I ask the member for West Swan to continue. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Does the member for Jandakot not understand that the Labor Party introduced legislation to 
deregulate to 9.00 pm? Is that not a fact?  

Mr J.M. Francis: Why have you dragged your knuckles on it in this place for the past year? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Member for Jandakot, is it not fact —  

Mr J.M. Francis: Your party is absolutely divided on this issue. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The member for Jandakot cannot tell the truth. Prior to the 2005 election, the Labor Party 
brought in legislation to deregulate retail trading hours, and the Liberal Party opposed it.  

Mr J.M. Francis: Okay, so the Liberal Party has gone forward on the issue of deregulation and you’ve gone 
backwards!  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Where have we gone?  

It is a fact that the Labor Party attempted to bring in reform and that the Liberal Party opposed it. It is a fact that 
members of the Liberal Party campaigned heavily against deregulating shopping hours in the 2005 referendum. 
It is all there for everyone to see. I do not have a poster with me, but the member for Vasse was a key 
spokesperson for the anti-deregulation campaign and did not support the bill. That is the history of the debate. 
Members of the Liberal Party can try to rewrite history, but those are the facts. We tried to bring in reform but 
the Liberal Party opposed it. The Liberal Party had no clear policy on the deregulation of shopping hours during 
the last election. Its policy was to have a discussion on trading hours, which would be followed by some reform.  

Mr J.M. Francis: It was on the front page of The West Australian—“Barnett: If elected, I will deregulate trading 
hours”. It was in black and white. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: There was no clear policy that referred to what precincts shopping hours would be 
deregulated in and on what days and to what time. Nowhere was it written that the Liberal Party would 
deregulate until 9.00 pm on weekdays. If members can provide written evidence that the government was going 
to deregulate until 9.00 pm on weekdays and that it would deregulate in certain precincts, I would love to see 
that evidence.  

Mr A.J. Simpson interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Member for Darling Range, there was no clear policy. The Premier announced that there 
would be reform, but he had no clear policy. 

We have before us the Retail Trading Hours Amendment (Midland Tourism Precinct) Bill 2010. Of course, the 
Labor Party supports the bill. However, the way that this issue has been managed by the government has left 
small business owners throughout the metropolitan area scratching their heads. For a government that is meant to 
be pro-small business, it has created uncertainty and massive challenges for small businesses.  

Dr M.D. Nahan: Isn’t that what Labor Policy does? 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Member for Riverton, before a reform bill is introduced into Parliament, the government of 
the day should sit down and negotiate with the other parties, particularly when members of the government do 
not intend to support the legislation. National Party members will not be supporting this legislation. Given that 
the government does not have the numbers, it should have sat down and negotiated with the Labor Party.  

Dr M.D. Nahan: I thought that’s what we’d done.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No, it did not. The Liberal Party has played politics from day one.  

Mr J.M. Francis interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Does the member for Jandakot think it is fine to play politics with people’s lives and 
businesses? 

Mr J.M. Francis: No, I don’t.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is what the member is saying. The Liberal Party should have properly negotiated with 
the Labor Party. When the Labor government introduced liquor trading reform, which was initially supported by 
the Liberal Party, the member for Rockingham, as the Minister for Racing and Gaming, negotiated with the 
Liberal Party to achieve a compromise and a good policy, and that policy has worked.  

The Labor government also negotiated to reach a compromise when it came to electricity reform. It was a 
contentious issue, but there was negotiation and an outcome was achieved. We did not go half way by starting to 
deregulate and then going back and saying, “You guys need to get on board”. The member for Vasse thought 
that he would win points and so did the Premier. They have created a difficult situation for businesses around the 
community. The Liberal Party is the government. If it wants to bring in reform, it should negotiate that reform 
because that is its job. If it is not capable of doing that because of its arrogant approach to issues, that is its 
problem. People in the community are blaming the Liberal Party for creating a mess with our retail trading 
hours.  

Mr J.M. Francis: That is rubbish! You are so out of touch with your electorate if you believe that. I feel sorry 
for you, I honestly do.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I do not need your pity, mate!  

The government has created a mess because of the way it has tried to bully the Labor Party on this issue.  

Dr M.D. Nahan: Tried to bully the Labor Party to adopt its own policy?  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Our policy was to 7.00 pm. That is what we put on the table.  

Mr J.M. Francis: No, it wasn’t.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, it was.  

Mr J.M. Francis: You just told me it was 9.00 pm. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No, I did not.  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order, members! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I will raise a couple of issues that I hope the Minister for Commerce will address in his 
reply. There are issues relating to how this policy will impact on small businesses. I refer particularly to the 13-
person rule, which will pose a tricky situation for businesses. Certain criteria must be met before a business can 
be classified as a small business. One such criterion is that a business must have only 13 staff employed at one 
time. When this deregulation moves forward to 9.00 pm on weekdays and in special trading precincts, some 
businesses will be constrained by the 13-person rule while other businesses across the road will be able to 
operate as normal. As a result, there is a significant competitive disadvantage for the 13-person shops. Smaller 
businesses should have the ability to transition and grow into bigger businesses. The 13-person cap limits their 
ability to get ready for further change, and that is a significant problem. 

Mr J.M. Francis: We actually agree on this because all it does is keep small businesses small. Do you think the 
cap should be abolished? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I am glad that the member for Jandakot agrees with me, because this is the point of the 
matter. These issues should have been addressed and there should have been proper consultation. The 
government has tried to play politics with every aspect of this and so these matters have not been discussed 
properly. I raised this issue very quickly with a member of the government and the member laughed at me and 
said that the government was winning the politics on this. The member said that because the government is 
winning the politics on this, the 13-person issue should not be contended. 
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As I said, this is serious change. I am talking now more broadly about the ambit of retail trading change. To do it 
properly, the government must sit down and consult and make sure that the changes are sensible. Because of the 
way this has been done, the government will create ludicrous situations. The 13-person rule is a very serious 
situation. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: As I said, 13-person shops will not be able to extend because they will be limited to the 13-
person rule, while across the road a large shopping centre will be able to possibly provide a better service and 
operate well. That limits the growth of the 13-person shop and its ability to transition. If it chooses to take on 
Coles and Woolworths, we should give it the ability to do that. It is very healthy to have a third major player in 
the market. I will talk about the issues of monopolies soon. It is important to encourage a third power in the 
marketplace. Coles and Woolworths are significant companies that are dominated by the eastern states. That 
affects how they operate and it affects the products they sell. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Coles is owned by Wesfarmers. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Where is the head office? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: It is here. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Coles operates as an independent trading unit and its headquarters are in Melbourne. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You have no idea. If you think for a moment that Wesfarmers does not operate Coles, you 
need a wake-up call. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member, are you happy to take an interjection? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Not really; not the bullying by the Premier. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You are not up to it, are you? 

Point of Order 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Speeches are meant to be made without interjections. The Premier continually attempts to 
bully in a misogynistic way the member for West Swan. I ask that he be called to order and to stop his misogyny 
in this place. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L.L. Baker): I remind members that interjections are not part of the debate. If 
the member wishes to accept an interjection, she is more than happy to do so, but it is simply not protocol to yell 
out across the chamber with interjections. Please continue with the debate. 

Debate Resumed 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Thank you, madam Acting Speaker. If members opposite are not worried about having a 
monopoly or the control of just a few players in the market, that is fair enough. It is an issue that some 
backbenchers have raised and some members on our side have raised, particularly in relation to the agricultural 
sector and its ability to supply the retail market. As I said, I believe it is important to have a diversified market. 
We should not have two main players; we should have a strong third player and others. I am glad the Minister 
for Agriculture and Food is here. We need suppliers to have an alternative to Coles and Woolworths. I do not 
have anything against Coles or Woolworths. They are trying to maximise their return to their shareholders and to 
operate as efficiently and effectively as they can. However, I believe that we need a third or more players in the 
market. I believe that the supply to the market is very important. 

Members might not believe it, but my parents are orchardists, and so I spent my childhood growing up on an 
orchard. We sold independently to the markets and also to the major players. I have talked to the grape growers 
in my industry and know how important it is to have alternatives to the two majors because they can, by the 
nature of their size, place significant requirements and standards on suppliers. If a company is not very big, it is 
sometimes very difficult to produce a product at a certain standard on a constant basis and produce an alternative 
product that may not be a certain standard or that the producer may not be able to provide regularly. It is also a 
matter of the size of the supplier. The big suppliers to these markets do very well because they can guarantee the 
regular delivery and also the standard of their produce, and they may be able to sell their seconds or other 
produce independently. My parents were and always have been quite small suppliers in the apple and pear 
industry, and they need an option to provide to other markets. That is another reason that I believe it is very 
important to have a third retailer that focuses on local industry and local producers. Some of the IGAs do pretty 
well to target and supply local produce. In recent years the majors have certainly improved their marketing of 
and access to local suppliers. That is a very important issue. The increase of globalisation and our big companies 
getting bigger plays into the standardisation and the lack of a big company’s ability to access smaller producers. 
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I believe that we need a diversified market and access for other players in the industry. That is associated with 
the retail trading debate and goes to the issue of market share. Members opposite said that retail trading hours 
legislation should not be the mechanism by which we limit market share, and they are probably right. However, 
are other mechanisms available to us? Naturally this falls within the ambit of the federal government, but can we 
introduce other legislation or do other things to encourage and diversify a healthy retail sector? 

Some of the issues that I believe need to be addressed as part of the reform of retail trading are the 13-person 
rule and the transition times. As I said, a properly formulated policy with proper consultation with industry and 
feedback from industry and proper negotiations with members of the opposition could have sorted out some of 
these problems. However, the way that the government handled this matter, by playing pure politics and not 
caring about the businesses and consumers of Western Australia, will lead to particular problems that we will be 
continually catching up on. Another issue is monopolistic behaviour and the power of monopolies in the market. 
The ability for local producers and suppliers to feed into that market is very important. We need to encourage 
our local agriculture industry. I grew up on an orchard and my parents are still there. Every summer and every 
weekend I worked on the orchard. I attended the markets with my father. I know what it is like for suppliers. I 
am not talking about the bigger suppliers because they have certain issues. It is a diversified sector in my 
electorate whether it be vegetable growers around Wanneroo or grape growers through the valley. We have some 
very big suppliers who are able to negotiate well with the big chains. We also have a lot of smaller producers 
who need the ability to sell into a fully functioning market that allows their produce to be bought.  

Yesterday, the member for Joondalup raised an issue about the relationship between small businesses and 
landlords through commercial tenancies. This is a very hard area to regulate. The Labor Party has put a number 
of proposals on the table, which the government is looking at, that relate to the greater transparency of 
commercial tenancies and other issues as to the power of the lessee in relation to the agreements under the act. 
As the member for Joondalup has already described, I am sure that situations have arisen relating to what 
happens to smaller retailers in the bigger shops, especially in shopping centres. This will be an enormous 
problem. I do not believe we want a situation in which independent small businesses are run out of shopping 
centres and they are occupied by big chains, whether it is a grocery chain or another chain. I believe we need 
further feedback on where the government is at in relation to reforms in the commercial tenancy area. We want 
to ensure that government works with small business. What will non-core tenants have to pay for—increases in 
rates, increases or changes to the terms of tenancy agreements, when they can and cannot open et cetera? Again, 
I do not want to see our shopping centres completely dominated by the national chains.  

This bill is consistent with Labor Party policy. We took the Midland tourism precinct proposal to the 2008 
election. I believe this debate has been played very politically by the Liberal Party. As a result we have a very 
bad situation. In some situations the boundaries that have been drawn for the tourism precincts of Perth and 
Fremantle are absolutely ludicrous. But this is a situation we have now been dealt. If there had been a proper sit-
down discussion I think we could have achieved a better outcome for everyone in the metropolitan area and also 
for small business in the metropolitan area. It is up to the government to negotiate with the opposition when the 
government does not have the numbers in the upper house, or when a key part of its government, the National 
Party, chooses to say no to everything. It is the government’s decision. It is government policy, and it is the 
government that has to come to Parliament to sit down with the opposition. The government did not do that. It 
chose to play politics. We now have very perverse outcomes. Issues like the 13-person rule, which should be 
included in discussion about these proposals, are not being implemented or are not on the table. That is a bad 
thing for business around the metropolitan area and the state.  

I share concerns about the power concentration in the national market and also in the WA market. This is not an 
accusation against Coles and Woolworths—they do a very good job. They both supply locally and employ 
thousands of Western Australians in businesses. Those companies have to work in a particular manner. They 
have effective and efficient organisations. We need diversified markets and we need smaller producers 
throughout the state to be able to feed into the retail sector. That is something that is very difficult to grapple 
with. I seek further information about what the government is considering in relation to this matter. I understand 
there are some mechanisms that exist in relation to how the markets operate to ensure that suppliers get a better 
deal than they do currently. I have concerns about small businesses and their ability to negotiate commercial 
tenancies with landlords.  

They are my comments. The Midland tourism precinct is a policy that is supported by the member for Midland. 
It is supported by the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia, the local government and local 
tourism organisations. At the end of the day we will see how this comes into effect. I have a problem with how 
these boundaries have been set. I do not believe there is a proper process in place. I do not think it affords the 
government or the minister any protection in the constant lobbying and constant actions that will be taken against 
him as to these boundaries.  
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MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn) [12.15 pm]: I will not be long. I rise to put on the record that the comments I 
made yesterday on the Retail Trading Hours Amendment (Armadale Tourism Precinct) Bill 2010 also stand for 
this bill, the Retail Trading Hours Amendment (Midland Tourism Precinct) Bill 2010. The comments that I made 
yesterday with respect to the other extension of trading hours to the City of Armadale also stand for this piece of 
legislation before the house. Whilst I am on my feet, I will add—and will continue to drone on about—the 
proposition I have put to the minister on three separate occasions. I will explain a little bit further what I am on 
about in terms of the boundaries.  

I say very simply to the minister that following the passage of this legislation, for the purposes of openness, 
transparency and protection of his own interest as a minister—so that he cannot be accused of bias or of being 
influenced one way or another—there should be an arms-length process for decision making should he wish to 
change the boundaries. There should be a process in place that is clear to all and open and available to all. That is 
all I am putting to the minister. He can do that by way of policy. The minister does not have to do that by way of 
regulation or legislative amendment. As soon as the bill is passed and the regulations are in place that determine 
the boundaries, the minister can ensure the department issues a clear policy that, should there be a request to 
change the boundaries of any particular precinct in the future, this is the process to go through. The reason I put 
that up is it will make it very clear to everybody that this is what they have to do to encourage changes to the 
boundaries. It takes away any possible accusations of influence of the minister by any particular group, whether 
local councils — 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I thought the member had already said that in his previous speech.  

Mr F.M. LOGAN: I have, Leader of the House. The minister does not agree, and I am going on about it again! 
That is the reason I am raising it, Leader of the House. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: No, it is not; it is because the member for West Swan asked the member to get up and 
filibuster. I saw her come and give the member his instructions earlier. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: No; the Leader of the House was not here earlier when I raised this issue in consideration in 
detail. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I was, actually. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: And the minister does not agree. I am raising it with him again.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: I think the minister said it was covered. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: The reason I raise it this way is to be very clear about what I am saying: why does the 
minister not consider, once this bill is passed, doing it by way of policy? If he is not willing to change the 
legislation, if he is not willing to do it by way of regulation, he should do it by way of policy. There may be 
people, inside or outside the precinct, who may wish to change the boundaries. They need to know what to do to 
change the boundaries and they need to know the process to follow to influence both local government and the 
minister to change those boundaries in an open and transparent process. It needs to be clear to local government, 
clear to businesses—both inside and outside the precinct—and transparent so that the minister can make a 
decision without appearing to be influenced by any particular financial or political interest. I hope the minister 
will consider that. That issue will come up. I just wanted to say that again and encourage the Leader of the 
House, because he keeps on saying that he will leave it to ministerial discretion. We have seen lots of things left 
to ministerial discretion, and they come back and bite us on the bum. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: You’ve been there. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Yes. We have all been there. The Leader of the House has been there; we have all been 
there. I am just giving the Leader of the House some friendly advice on this matter. Also, I think it is good public 
policy to do this. With those words, and hoping this time that it is nice and clear for the minister and that he 
might pick up this proposition, I will resume my seat. 

DR M.D. NAHAN (Riverton) [12.20 pm]: I support the Retail Trading Hours Amendment (Midland Tourism 
Precinct) Bill 2010, but I would like to place some caveats on that for future thought. I understand the reasons 
behind this bill. The fundamental reason is that the government had to throw a bone to the people opposite to 
draw them into the twenty-first century, and it has achieved some positive ends. First, it will allow people—in 
this case in Midland, but also in Armadale and Joondalup—to have deregulated shopping hours, which is a 
positive in itself. Those areas are, to a great extent, shopping centres, which is good. Secondly, it has exposed the 
hypocrisy of the Labor Party on a range of issues and, through that exposure, forced members opposite to begin 
to negotiate more widely on deregulation of shopping hours, particularly on weekdays. It will also eventually 
lead to wider deregulation. 
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However, on behalf of my constituents of Riverton, I have to highlight some problems with this issue. Most 
importantly, it discriminates against people in my electorate. People in Riverton do not shop, do not want to shop 
and will not shop in Midland, Armadale, Joondalup or Fremantle to a great extent. They might go to Victoria 
Park, but the boundaries exclude one of the most important shopping centres in that area. They want to go to 
Booragoon or Westfield Carousel. 

Mr J.M. Francis: Or even Cannington. They would be upset if they could not shop in Cannington. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Yes. However, they cannot do that. So a fundamental problem with this issue is that it 
discriminates. That is why the Labor Party members wanted it that way. They wanted to choose areas that would 
effectively discriminate in favour of their electorates and against others. It is not just access to shopping. If this 
legislation remains in place for a long time, it will draw investment in shopping centres—in many suburban 
areas, shopping centres are the biggest investment source—away from Riverton and the adjacent areas of 
Bateman to Midland, Joondalup and others. That is the objective—namely, to put into law, legislation that 
discriminates against some areas in favour of others.  

I understand that we have to throw a bone to Labor Party members to lure them into the twenty-first century, but 
it has an impact. It has a significant impact in my electorate, in which we have the metropolitan markets in the 
Canning Vale industrial centre. It is the major distribution place for wholesale, and to some extent retail, 
produce. It has Sunday markets now, and has done for a long time, but eventually it is planned that it will be a 
major, widely based shopping centre. It has the facilities, the space, the scope and the demand, particularly with 
the growth of the population in Canning Vale and Southern River and the demands of that population. As it is 
not included in a precinct, whereas Midland and Armadale are, it will have a hard time attracting investment to 
achieve its potential. This is an example of the costs to be borne by other places. Therefore, we have a 
fundamental discrimination. 

However, let me go back to the issue of hypocrisy. It is important to highlight it when it pops up in this place. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Are you talking about the Premier? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: No, I am talking about Mr O’Gorman. In this place on Tuesday, 18 August 2009, when we 
were discussing a bill to extend shopping centres on weekdays, he popped up and said, “I have surveyed my 
electorate on extended shopping hours and found that 85 per cent are against deregulation. On top of that, I have 
been speaking to all the retailers in my electorate, and they are being persecuted by shopping centres and leasing 
agents, and that will get worse. Some of them have even gone to the extent of threatening suicide.” He said that 
there would be mass lay-offs if there was any deregulation; that is, we were talking about extending weekday 
trading hours in shopping centres by 12 hours a week. He said that people would be forced to work 70 hours a 
week—slave labour. He also claimed that there would be a large increase in the cost of lease arrangements. He 
also said that the only people who would survive would be the owners of big national companies and big 
multinational companies. He went on to say — 

That is how well connected I am to my community. I listen to my community and I stand up for my 
community. I do it in this chamber, in the caucus room and in public. I will always stand up for my 
electorate.  

He was dead set against any change to trading hours. 

Three months later, on Tuesday, 29 November 2009, he popped up again. This was in the context of the bill to 
extend trading hours in Joondalup. What was that bill about? It was about not only late-night shopping, but also 
Sunday shopping—a significant expansion of trading hours. What did we find? There was a change. He was the 
leader of it. He was going around his community and in this house saying that not only was he in favour of 
deregulation, he was the leader of it. He was asked why. The last time he did a poll, he found that 85 per cent of 
the people were against deregulation. This time he did a poll and found that 68 per cent of the people were for it. 
Remember, he talked to everybody in his electorate. He also found that even people over 61 years of age wanted 
Sunday shopping. When he was asked what happened, he just said that he went out and listened again. What 
happened was that he was against it previously because he did not want change, but this time—this highlights the 
weakness of the bill—he was for it, because he was thrown a bone that discriminated against people opposite 
him. He got uncompetitive treatment. Joondalup got preference over every other place. People will look at that—
this is the usefulness of this—and they will know that the member for Joondalup is a hypocrite and that the 
deregulation is inadequate. People in my electorate will look at that and say, “This man came up and supported 
the 2009 policy of the Labor Party and was against any deregulation. Then when his electorate got preferential 
treatment and got extended shopping hours, he was the champion for it.” It is hypocritical. This is not just about 
a person’s character; this is about discriminating against people in Riverton, in Southern River, in Jandakot and 
in other places. It is disgraceful. However, we had to do this. We had to throw Labor Party members a bone and 
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draw them into the twenty-first century. Minister, if that is what we had to do, I support the bill. But we should 
not give up. We can throw them another bone and then lure them in, because sometimes they have to get re-
elected. 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [12.28 pm]: I am very happy to remind the chamber that I worked for the 
shop assistants’ union for seven and a half years representing working people in this state. I am very proud of 
what I did. The retail industry is a very essential employer in this state. We saw in the 1990s when the Liberal 
Party deregulated wages in this state that the rates of pay for shop assistants collapsed. One of the problems that 
occurred was that rates of pay on Sundays were cut. I remember that the Advantage Supermarket in Rockingham 
cut the rates of pay on Sundays by about 60 or 65 per cent. That was the decision of the Liberal Party. That is a 
reflection of its DNA. That is what it likes to see. The Liberal Party would like to see the rates of pay for shop 
assistants cut on Sundays. The Labor Party took this policy of establishing these trading precincts to the people 
at the last election. But we did so in the context of ensuring that people who work in the retail industry were 
given proper protections. We are not the ones who want to rip away the rights of working people. It is the people 
on the other side of the chamber who want to do that. I am referring to the people who support WorkChoices. 
They are the ones who want to see the rates of pay for shop assistants reduced.  

This debate gives us an interesting opportunity. It would be good to hear the Minister for Commerce tell us 
whether he will ensure that the rates of pay for shop assistants who work on Sundays will be protected, and 
whether the right of shop assistants to refuse to work on Sundays will be maintained. These are important 
questions that the minister need to explain to this house. Does the minister want to protect the rates of pay of 
people would work on Sundays? Does he want to protect the right of workers to refuse to work on Sundays? 
Does he want to extend to workers in these trading precincts the rights that currently exist in this state? That is an 
essential element of the position that the Labor Party took to the last election. 

We have heard a lot from the member for Riverton about hypocrisy. He has now left the chamber. It is 
interesting. In an interjection on the member for West Swan, he ridiculed the Labor Party’s commitment to 
economic reform. Of course, today’s debate about the Midland trading precinct is part of what is said to be 
economic reform. I want to make a couple of points about that aspect. In 2003, when the Labor Party proposed in 
this chamber to extend trading hours until 9.00 pm, members of the Liberal Party voted against that legislation. 
In the lead-up to the 2005 election, it was the Liberal Party that ran a strong campaign, led by the then Deputy 
Leader of the Opposition, Dan Barron-Sullivan, and supported 100 per cent by the then Leader of the Opposition 
and now Premier, the member for Cottesloe, opposing any change to retail trading hours in this state. It is 
interesting that the member for Jandakot is choosing not to interject on me now. That is because we are talking 
about the truth of the trading hours debate in this state; we are talking about the truth of economic reform in this 
state. It is the Labor Party that is the party of economic reform, not the Liberal Party. The only time that there 
could be proper economic reform in the power industry was when we are in government. It was the Liberal Party 
that opposed that reform. It was the brave former member for Kalgoorlie, Matt Birney, who crossed the floor and 
voted against his own party to ensure that that deregulation took place. It was not the Liberal Party that came into 
this chamber and said it was in favour of microeconomic reform; it was the Labor Party. The Liberal Party in 
Western Australia is a bunch of a conservatives. Liberal members are old-fashioned conservatives, and that is 
their role in this society and this state. They do not believe in reform or change. They do not believe in climate 
change. They are opposed to equality in the community. They are opposed to giving equal access to working 
people. They are opposed to the provision of quality schools. They are opposed to all these important reforms. 
They are the ones opposing change in our society.  

I want to remind the chamber of some comments from the Busselton – Margaret River Times of 17 February 
2005 — 

I am encouraging people to vote no to both questions of the upcoming referendum, because I feel that 
the proposed changes will in the long run reduce consumer choice, consumer convenience and impact 
negatively on many small businesses. 

Who is that quote from, we might ask? That quote was from the member for Vasse. The member for Vasse is the 
same person who appeared in those advertisements with Kevin Reynolds and other people opposed to changes to 
retail trading hours. He was the poster boy for the “No” and “No” campaign. He has now has the audacity to 
come into this place—in a debate about hairdressers, of all things—and lecture the Labor Party about trading 
hours! What a joke! What a disgrace! That comes from a person who has done nothing for this state, other than 
things that we will not mention. I found it interesting to watch “Yes We Canberra” on ABC television last night. 
The member for Vasse got a mention on that program. But he does not get a mention in the annals of reform in 
this state, because he has contributed nothing to it.  
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I turn now to some comments that have been made by other members on retail trading hours. I turn to the 
member for Cottesloe’s contribution to the debate on 10 April 2008 when this chamber was debating the trading 
hours referendum in this state. He said in reference to the Labor Party’s position on trading hours — 

Did it say in that question that the result of the vote would apply for only one term? Was that in the 
referendum question? 

That is a good question that the member for Cottesloe posed. He is now the Premier. He is the person who has 
brought into this place the legislation to extend trading hours to 9.00 pm on weeknights, for example. That is the 
very same proposal that was specifically rejected by the people of this state in the referendum. Member for 
Riverton, what is the Premier’s position? Does the result of the referendum apply for only one term? Just a 
couple of months before the last state election, the now Premier was railing against extended trading hours, and 
saying that we were not respecting the result of the referendum. Now he is bringing into this chamber the exact 
same change as the change that was rejected by the referendum. What is the Premier position? It is interesting 
that the member for Riverton does not support the legislation before the chamber today. The member for 
Riverton supports deregulation.  

Dr M.D. Nahan interjected. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Did members hear that? I hope it was reported by Hansard.  

Mr F.M. Logan: What did he say? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The member for Riverton said that he supports deregulation. That means that he is 
against the legislation that is before this place today. This legislation is not about deregulation. It is about 
appropriate regulation of the retail industry in this state. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L.L. Baker): Order! I remind members that if they want to interject, make 
comment or raise a point of order, they need to be in their seat. No comments, please. Before we move on, can 
members please keep the background noise down. I am certainly trying hard to hear the member for Cannington, 
as I am sure is Hansard. Members on both sides of the house will please stop the chattering. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Thank you very much, Madam Acting Speaker.  

I am always pleased to receive the protection of the member for North West. I would not want to have my 
speeches interrupted in any way by a person of that calibre. We know the calibre of the member for North West. 
We know that he is a man of integrity—a man who would not tell an untruth! He went to the 2008 election and 
promised to vote for this legislation. Therefore, he will come back into the chamber, because he is an honest 
man, and vote for this legislation, as he promised at the time of the election! The member for North West 
promised to support trading extension to Joondalup, Armadale and Midland. 

Several members interjected. 

Point of Order 

Mr P.T. MILES: The member for Cannington has gone way off the track of what we are debating, Madam 
Acting Speaker. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L.L. Baker): There is no point of order. The member will keep to the subject of 
the bill. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am always interested in the contribution of the member for Wanneroo. It is great to 
search Hansard for his speeches. One gets at least 10 hits, a couple of which are dorothy dixers. There is never 
any contribution by the member for North West on behalf of his constituents. At least the member for Swan Hills 
has a go. It might be embarrassing when the member for Swan Hills does not know which bill he has in front of 
him, but at least he has a go. The member for Wanneroo cannot even manage that much. 

I return to the argument I was making. 

Point of Order 

Mr P.T. MILES: The member is way off the track and is not abiding by your ruling, Madam Acting Speaker. 

Mr P.B. Watson: Are you canvassing the Acting Speaker’s ruling? 

Several members interjected. 
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms L.L. Baker): When a point of order is called, it is heard in silence. I have had 
enough interjection and enough exchange of opinions while I am trying to hear the point of order. Please do not 
continue the background chatter, members. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: It is always interesting to hear these members make their contributions to this house. It 
is important for us to know where they stand because we need to know their beliefs. It is hard to find any belief 
in these members. Where are their beliefs? They went to their electorates and promised many things—a rail line 
here, a rail line there, the closure of brothels here or there; all these things but none of them achieved. They 
promised to reduce the crime rate; the crime rate goes up. What are they doing in this place? The member for 
North West promised to vote for this legislation. It will be interesting to see whether he is honest and votes in 
favour of the legislation that he promised to support. 

We were very interested to read the last debate on trading hours in the former Parliament, held on 10 April 2008. 
Dr Thomas, the former member for — 

Mr M. McGowan: Capel. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I thank the member for Rockingham very much. The former member for Capel, on 
behalf of the Liberal Party, said — 

What an arrogant and out of touch government … 

That is how he started his speech, because he was arguing against our position on trading precincts and 7.00 pm 
trading that we were taking to the people. He said — 

I have only two minutes in which to speak, so I will be brief. In 2005, when I was elected to Parliament, 
the Liberal Party took to the election a policy that there would be no change to the trading hours regime. 
That policy has not been changed in any way. 

That was very interesting. That is what the Liberal Party said. The member for Riverton and the member for 
Jandakot—brave deregulationists that they are—come into this chamber and do not vote for deregulation. They 
speak against the bill we have in front of us but vote in favour of it. The Liberal Party’s position at the time of 
the election was clear. Party members told the people that there had been no change and that the result of the 
referendum would be it. Those are brave words for a government that can do anything it wants when it has the 
numbers in both houses. Both houses are controlled by the government, yet those members bring the Labor Party 
position and the Labor Party’s promise to the chamber. That is the depth of their commitment to microeconomic 
reform. 

Mr P.T. Miles interjected. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Member for Wanneroo, give a speech, please! 

Mr P.T. Miles: Yeah! 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Give one speech; please! Get up in a second reading debate and make a contribution. 
The member for Wanneroo should put on record what he believes about something. I respect the fact that he has 
made a couple of grievance speeches; that is a good thing and it is important for a member in a marginal seat. 
But what about getting on the record and telling us what he believes in during second reading debates? The 
purpose for us being in this place during a second reading debate is to put on the record our position on the 
policy of a bill. The problem is that the member for Wanneroo has never done that. He has never got up and put 
his views on the record. 

I have respect for the members for Jandakot and Riverton. They may be extremists, but at least I know what they 
believe in. They do not sneak around in the back of the chamber avoiding scrutiny. They may be lunatics who do 
not reflect the values of their community, but at least we know that! 

But what are we supposed to do with a member like the member for Wanneroo who refuses to rise to speak and 
put his beliefs on the record? What are we supposed to do? Is the member for Wanneroo supporting the Labor 
Party’s position on this bill; or is he supporting the member for Riverton’s? Does he agree with me that this bill 
is important legislation, or does he agree with the member for Riverton, who thinks it is a sell-out, a cop-out and 
a waste of time? Does he agree with the member for Jandakot that the bill is one step forward in the salami 
tactics towards deregulation, or does he agree with me that this should be considered only as part of a change to 
regulation but that it must protect ordinary working people? These are the challenges for the member for 
Wanneroo. It is glib and easy of him to sit in his seat, throw around some barbs and make the occasional inane 
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interjection. It is hard to put on record what he actually believes in. This debate is the member for Wanneroo’s 
opportunity for that. Let us see him do it. 

I come back to the point I made before. I would like the minister to give some assurance to us in this debate that 
there is not some secret WorkChoices agenda in the background operating here, such as occurred in 1993 when 
the Liberal Party in this state facilitated a cut in the wages of ordinary working people. At the time I represented 
members of Advantage Supermarkets in Rockingham, the Supa Valu supermarket in Margaret River and the 
Supa Valu supermarket in Wembley Downs, a kit was provided by the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of 
Western Australia to small business employers so that they could facilitate those wage cuts. 

I have said before on the record to the minister that he and I have, and I hope continue to have, as good a 
working relationship as we can across the chamber, given that I am a Labor member of Parliament and he is a 
Liberal member of Parliament. However, I would like to know whether there is any WorkChoices agenda there. I 
ask that particularly as he is the minister responsible for workplace relations in this state and has a unique 
opportunity to tell us whether there is an agenda to cut wages behind this legislation. As the Minister for 
Commerce is the minister for both workplace relations and trading hours, he is in that unique position to give us 
an assurance that there will be no legal change in this state that will facilitate cuts in wages. 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Minister for Commerce) [12.45 pm] — in reply: I thank everybody for 
their contribution to this debate. The debate is actually about establishing a retail trading precinct in Midland. 
Many members deviated somewhat off that issue and I might respond to some of those points. However, I will 
address all my points to the bill. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: The first speaker in favour of the bill was the member for Midland. She made the 
important point—in fact, it is the reason for the bill—that Midland is a strategic centre and an important key 
business hub for Western Australia. That, indeed, members, is why it has been chosen as a special trading 
precinct. That was really the main point that the member for Midland wished to make. In fact, she probably 
wished to make the point that Midland should be as big as Perth, but I think we have many years to wait before 
Midland becomes as important as Perth. However, the member for Midland made the point quite well that 
Midland is an important strategic hub for Western Australia, and that is why we have the bill before us. The 
member for Swan — 

Ms R. Saffioti: West Swan. Which one? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: No; West Swan is next in my notes. 

The member for Swan Hills supported the bill. The reason he supported the bill, if members did not get it, is that 
many members of his electorate shop in Midland. The member for West Swan supports the bill. 

Ms R. Saffioti: Yes. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I got her point. She also made the same point as the member for Midland: Midland is an 
important hub and that is why we have chosen it. She also made the point that it was Labor policy; I understand 
that. Indeed, she said that the Labor Party wished to bring this legislation into the Parliament earlier. I got that 
point and the house acknowledges that. 

The member for West Swan had concern over the boundaries. I point out that the proposed boundaries were 
suggested by the City of Swan. I guess I could deal with the concern of the member for Cockburn that my 
problem as the minister will be the thousands of people who ring me about boundaries. The boundaries were 
provided by the City of Swan and I have adopted them; indeed, I have no intention of changing those boundaries 
in the near future. We must bed these boundaries down. 

Mr F.M. Logan: But you will get lobbied. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I know I will get lobbied. The member for Swan Hills raised a couple of other — 

Ms R. Saffioti: West Swan. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: West Swan, sorry. The member for West Swan raised a couple of more general issues 
relating to trading hours. I acknowledge that the 13-person rule is an issue. That issue will be covered in our 
statutory review of retail trading hours, which is due next year. Members on all sides of the chamber 
acknowledge that the 13-person rule is a problem. An IGA supermarket in Wembley has written to every 
member, including me, about that. Members made other points about monopoly issues yesterday, and the Trade 
Practices Act and antitrust et cetera—I acknowledge that is an issue. There was a concern about commercial 
tenancies, hence the introduction of a small business commissioner and lease register, which will hopefully go 
some way towards allaying the concerns. 
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I thank the member for Cockburn for his comments on boundaries. I think I have dealt with those before. I 
appreciate any concern the member might have. The member for Riverton supports the bill and I acknowledge 
his issue. The problem with special trading precincts will be that the shops not within the precincts will miss out. 

I thank all members for their contributions. I commend the bill to the house. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 5543.]  
 


