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RETAIL TRADING HOURS AMENDMENT BILL 2015 

Discharge of Order and Referral to Standing Committee on Legislation — Motion 

Resumed from 7 September on the following motion moved by Hon Kate Doust — 

(1) That the Retail Trading Hours Amendment Bill 2015 be discharged and referred to the 
Standing Committee on Legislation for consideration and report by no later than Friday, 
11 November 2016. 

(2) The committee has the power to inquire into and report on the policy of the bill. 

HON LIZ BEHJAT (North Metropolitan) [3.56 pm]: Thank you, Madam Acting President. Some 
seat-swapping is going on. 

Point of Order 

Hon KATE DOUST: I just have a question. I thought Hon Liz Behjat had been making her remarks — 

Hon Liz Behjat: I am. 

Hon KATE DOUST: — on the referral motion, not the second reading. 

Hon Liz Behjat: I am. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I just wanted to clarify that in case at some point the member wanted to come back and 
make remarks on the second reading. 

Hon Liz Behjat: I was going to do that. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I am just trying to be helpful. 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: Madam Acting President, I was going to clarify that I was continuing my remarks from 
yesterday by speaking on Hon Kate Doust’s referral motion, not on the second reading of the bill. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Alanna Clohesy): As contained in the orders of the day, the member is not 
making her second reading contribution; she is responding to the referral motion. 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: That is right. Thank you, Madam Acting President. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: I started my remarks yesterday on this matter and the clock got away from us. I was saying 
that it is unusual for me to stand here and say that something should not be sent to committee, particularly when 
yesterday I spoke at length about matters pertaining to committees and the hard work that they do. I hark back to 
the comments made by my colleague Hon Simon O’Brien in support of my comments that relate to committees. 
He said that we spend a lot of time—both physical time and monetary time—on running the committee office for 
members and committee staff. When we do the hard committee work and things get largely ignored sometimes, 
it seems to be a shame. In this regard, I do not see that there is any value in this bill being sent to a committee for 
consideration. As I said in my remarks yesterday, a petition was tabled and, as is the normal course, it would 
have been sent to the Standing Committee on Environment and Public Affairs for its consideration. I have no 
doubt, as it is a very diligent committee, that it would have considered the content of the petition in detail and 
whether the bill that the petition refers to needs further scrutiny by that committee. I do not recall seeing a report 
by that committee on that petition; therefore, the logical conclusion to me is that the committee decided not to 
pursue the matter any further other than noting the contents of the petition. Obviously, some time elapsed 
between that happening and the Retail Trading Hours Amendment Bill coming into the house for discussion. 

I do not recall many stakeholders getting in touch with my office or anybody else’s office saying that this 
legislation needed to be scrutinised by a committee. The Standing Committee on Legislation in this Parliament 
has certainly undertaken some very important inquiries on legislation that has been referred to it including, from 
memory, legislation on the Pilbara Ports assets and the Bell Group Companies liquidation. I am sure that 
Hon Robyn McSweeney could tell me very quickly what other bills that committee has dealt with. We know that 
when bills are sent to that committee for scrutiny, its work is very thorough. I commend the committee on its 
reports; it does its work very well. When I looked at the list of reports that that committee has handed down in 
this house, I noticed that more often than not, because of the thoroughness of that committee or the way in which 
it goes about its business, it usually requires an extension of time to consider the bills sent to it. The motion in 
front of us that sends off this bill to that committee for inquiry states that the date for reporting is no later than 
Friday, 11 November. If the house agrees to send this bill to the committee, I wonder whether the committee 
would seek an extension of time in which to report and thereby further delay the passage of the bill.  
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In their contributions to the second reading debate, the majority of opposition members supported the contents of 
the bill. In the uncorrected Hansard of Tuesday, 6 September, Hon Kate Doust said in her second reading 
contribution — 

Although we think that there are three quite good changes in the Retail Trading Hours Amendment 
Bill 2015, there is one negative for the industry and for the individuals involved. 

Members opposite seem to agree with three of the four changes in this bill and there is one change that they do 
not agree with. I do not know whether any amount of scrutiny or inquiry by the legislation committee on that 
part of the bill that the opposition does not agree with would ever change its mind. Philosophically, the 
opposition has some issues with that fourth change that it does not support; therefore, I do not see the point in 
wasting a committee’s time on that philosophical discussion. Things change all the time, especially 
with trading hours and the way in which people do their business. Again, in the uncorrected Hansard 
of Tuesday, 6 September, Hon Kate Doust said on page 47, when talking about the way people operate 
these days — 

They cannot go to a normal GP on a Saturday or Sunday; they — 

I assume “they” means the public — 

have to go to an after-hours clinic. 

This bill does not need to go to a committee because the world is changing and we accept that change. The 
general practitioner clinic that I attend in my suburb, Highland Medical on Wanneroo Road in Madeley, operates 
during normal hours, seven days a week. It is a completely bulk-billing practice. It is not an after-hours clinic 
and it is not a private clinic; it is a bulk-billing GP clinic. It operates from 7.00 am to 7.00 pm Monday to Friday, 
and on Saturday and Sunday it opens from 9.00 am to 2.00 pm. Those are its normal trading hours, seven days 
a week, because it has kept up-to-date with modern practices. I just wanted to put on record that a person can go 
to a normal clinic—I do not know what an abnormal GP clinic is. Hon Kate Doust said that they cannot go to 
a normal GP, but I think she was talking about an after-hours GP service. Anyway, there is a plug for my local 
clinic, Highland Medical. It is up to date with current practice and it has realised that people need to do things at 
different hours, which is great. 

I do not see why we should send this bill off to a committee. I have listened to the debate on this bill because 
I am certainly a supporter of extended trading hours. I do not have an issue with anything in this bill. I think it 
contains some incredibly good changes. In my opinion, they are all good changes, especially with regard to 
filling stations and people having stalls at markets et cetera. There is also the change by one hour. My son who 
goes to university quite often does part-time work. He has worked in a number of supermarkets and it suits him 
to work early in the morning because that fits in with his university schedule. Yesterday, Hon Martin Pritchard 
said in his contribution that if a place had to open at 7.00 am, the full-time employees would have to do that 
work, not the part-time employees. I beg to differ on that. In the case of my son, he would be quite happy to 
cover a 7.00 am to 10.00 am shift for a few hours. The world is happy to accommodate these changing hours. 
Recently, I returned from four weeks in the United States. We were going to shops whenever we felt like it. 
Quite late at night we would pick up something from a range of shops that were open, but a number of shops 
were not open on Sundays, late at night or early in the morning. That is exactly what the legislation committee 
would find if it were to scrutinise this bill. There is nothing in this bill that compels anybody to operate the 
extended hours; it is their choice. I have spoken about this with the Minister for Commerce to confirm it. If they 
want to operate, they can, but they do not have to. Even today with the operating hours of various centres, some 
of those shops open and some do not. At my local Kingsway City Shopping Centre, on a Sunday I can go to the 
supermarket, the pharmacy or the shoe shop. I cannot go to my hairdressers because it does not operate on 
Sundays, and that is fine. I am used to the fact that I cannot get my hair done on a Sunday; I have to get it done 
on a Saturday. 

Hon Peter Collier: You must get it done every other day; it is magnificent!  

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: Thank you, Leader of the House. I fail to see what sending this bill to a committee could 
achieve other than to delay the passage of the bill. I take exception to some of the other comments that we 
accommodate whatever the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia asks for. I know for a fact 
that that is not true. I have had a number of conversations with the CCI and I think last year it was certainly not 
accommodated in everything it asked for with Christmas retail trading hours. The minister listened to other 
stakeholders on that matter and based his decision on their views. 

As I said, the legislation committee is a very good committee. If I thought that this bill could be improved by 
sending it to that committee, I would say, “Yes, I support it going to a committee”, because I am a member of 
the Liberal Party and I can make up my own mind. 
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Hon Kate Doust: I did not see that this morning on another thing. 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: The member did not see that this morning on other things? We choose to support what we 
want to support. As long as we tell people what we do and do not support, we are fine; we are able to do that. It 
is called choice, which is what this whole bill is about. As I said earlier, it is about shopping, and 
Hon Kate Doust tried to shop it around to a committee, so that was probably quite — 

Hon Kate Doust: I didn’t write the petition. I just tabled it, just as you table petitions, so be very careful about that. 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: That is what I was saying. The member tried that avenue; that shop door shut in her face, so 
she went to another shop. 

Hon Kate Doust interjected. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Simon O’Brien): Order! Hon Liz Behjat does not need any help to address 
the question that the bill be referred to a standing committee. 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: As I said, I have a choice. This legislation provides choices to people about when they want 
to open. It is an incremental change, which is exactly what the Premier said we would do in relation to trading 
hours—that is, introduce incremental changes. Again, if this bill were sent off to a committee, I really do not 
know that it would come back with anything different from what is currently contained in it, except, as I said, 
that it would serve to delay its passage. Given those words and my contribution, I want to put on the record that 
I do not support this motion for the bill to be referred to the Standing Committee on Legislation and when we get 
to vote on this motion, I will vote against it. 

HON JACQUI BOYDELL (Mining and Pastoral) [4.11 pm]: It has been an interesting debate so far on this 
motion to refer the Retail Trading Hours Amendment Bill 2015 to the Standing Committee on Legislation. 
I know it is a limited debate, so I will definitely keep my comments on the referral motion. I thank 
Hon Kate Doust for bringing the referral motion to the house, because I think it gives members an opportunity to 
explore issues that have been presented to us by IGAs and smaller supermarkets, the Australian Retailers 
Association and other key stakeholders in this area. As we have heard in debates in this house, the idea of 
extended retail trading hours brings up social issues and the impacts on families balanced against competition 
and what the state government can do to allow supermarkets and retailers to make the most of a competitive 
environment. I certainly support that, but there are other areas of the debate that a referral of the bill to 
committee could explore and I will touch on some of those in my speech today. 

I want to talk about the social outcomes of extended retail trading, which Hon Martin Pritchard touched on 
yesterday when he raised concerns about the impacts on the families of people who work in the retail trading 
industry. It is also a challenge for retailers. They need to work with families because families supply their 
workers, so there is a balance they have to get right. Certainly, nobody would like to see negative social impacts 
on families from extended retail trading. If this bill was referred to a committee, there would be an opportunity to 
look at that issue in a broader context. It would be useful for this house to have some extra consideration in that 
area, because when we talk about extended retail trading hours historically, it is not in a social context. It is 
normally in a competition context and it is about consumers; usually it is not about the people who actually 
provide that service. It is an emotive issue for those families and certainly is one that a committee could look at. 
Touching on other issues raised by members of the house, I think a referral will bring new light to the issue of 
extended retail trading hours. It is not just about consumers and it is not just about competition and making sure 
that our supermarkets and retailers have a viable environment in which to compete against each other. Of course, 
that issue is something else I will talk about because, if the bill was referred, I think it is important for the 
committee to consider it in its deliberations, 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 5669.] 

Sitting suspended from 4.15 to 4.30 pm 
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