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PERTH MARKET (DISPOSAL) BILL 2015 
Consideration in Detail 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

Clause 48: Application of Constitution Acts Amendment Act 1899 — 
Debate was interrupted after the clause had been partly considered. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I know that the Leader of the House would be upset by this ramshackle performance. Look at 
him! He is furious. Come on, Leader of the House, sort this out. The look of panic on the Leader of the House’s 
face suggests that that is not the truth. 

Mr A. Krsticevic: Was there a different look? 

Mr B.S. WYATT: It is all the same. The Premier was not here at question time, and the Treasurer is fossicking 
through the Treasury officials’ documents looking for that detailed constitutional advice about these important 
issues of constitutional law that we are in the middle of discussing. 

A member interjected. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: It is in disarray! We need to discuss the Perth Market Authority — 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: That is right. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Can I have a word of confidence in the Leader of the House. He is the acting member for 
so many ministers. The Leader of the House does more acting than Sir Laurence Olivier—good on him! 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I think the Leader of the House should get an Academy Award. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: We were previously talking about the application of the Constitution Acts Amendment Act 
1899. I for one was surprised that the Constitution Acts Amendment Act 1899 would find itself inserted into the 
Perth Market (Disposal) Bill 2015. I think the Treasurer was surprised. We were all surprised that it would find 
itself sitting inside the Perth Market (Disposal) Bill. The Treasurer was in the process of answering questions 
around its history. I had a look at the act, as the Treasurer suggested I do, and indeed saw a large list of boards 
and committees. What is the history behind why this schedule appears in the act and why is the 
Perth Market Authority mentioned in the Constitution of WA? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: I will draw on my wide experience in constitutional law to try to explain this. 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan! 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: As we discussed earlier, a range of bodies are listed in the Constitution Acts Amendment 
Act—I read out schedule V, page 3—and some of them are strange. When they are altered through time, 
amendments have been made to the Constitution act, which is what we are doing now. We are going to change 
the name of the Perth Market Authority and it will continue to be stated in the schedule to the Constitution act. 
The member asked why that has been the protocol through time. I cannot answer that. It seems very strange that 
specific organisations and institutions that are not especially crucial to the running of government are in there. 
I really cannot answer why that approach is continuing. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I would like to move that the house adjourn until the ringing of bells. I do so because the 
minister is saying that he cannot answer this question. For the second time today when this legislation has come 
on for consideration, it has been a shambles and no advisers have been present. When it was brought on earlier 
today, the Treasurer had to be paged for about 10 minutes to get him here. My suggestion is to move that we 
adjourn until the ringing of the bells and in that way, Mr Speaker, once the advisers are present you can organise 
for the bells to be rung and we can reconvene. 

The SPEAKER: Would the Treasurer like to have a short break until his advisers arrive? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Yes, I would. 

The SPEAKER: The house will rise until the ringing of the bells. 

Sitting suspended from 2.57 to 2.59 pm 
Mr B.S. WYATT: I congratulate the government on getting itself in order. Just now might have been the first 
time this week we might have got somewhere. It has taken until three o’clock on Thursday. Where was I? The 

 [1] 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 12 November 2015] 

 p8191b-8198a 
Mr Ben Wyatt; Dr Mike Nahan; Mrs Michelle Roberts; Ms Rita Saffioti; Acting Speaker 

question I put to the Treasurer a minute ago was about the history of why these schedules of committees and 
boards—including the Perth Market Authority—are included in the Constitution. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The member will not believe this. The reason these authorities are listed is that if the board 
members of these authorities are elected to Parliament, they must resign. These authorities were listed in the 
Constitution Acts Amendment Act to ensure and specify that the directors of the specifically listed authorities 
must resign from the authorities if they are elected to Parliament. That is why the authorities are listed. I am glad 
I did not answer that question myself. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Then for any authority that is not listed in the Constitution, if a member of that authority 
stands for and is elected to Parliament, can they remain on that authority if it is not mentioned in the 
Constitution? Is that correct? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: That is my adviser’s understanding. However, as I understand it, there are other provisions 
for general public servants. These relate to authorities. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: They may not be public servants if they are on — 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: No; they are directors of authorities. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Does this effectively become an amendment to the Constitution, or not? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: It amends this section. It basically lists the Perth Market Authority, which had another name 
so it also listed the change in name to have continuity. This section has been amended quite a few times through 
history, even just for the park at the Zoo. It amends the section to allow continuity of the requirement that 
directors of this authority have to resign if they choose to run for Parliament. If there are no directors—because 
they sell it—the requirement is still there and therefore, in effect, it becomes a moot point. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 49: Application of Financial Management Act 2006 and Auditor General Act 2006 — 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Relating to this clause, will any audit of the sales process be undertaken by the 
Auditor General? I think normally when the government disposes of a major asset, the sales process is audited by 
a body—normally the Auditor General—after the process. Is that something that the Treasurer will request or is 
it something that Auditor General has communicated he will be involved in? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: We have not had any communication with the Auditor General. Of course, it is up to him; if 
he chooses to audit, he can do so. It is up to him. I have not given it too much thought. I am sure we will report 
on the contract if there are any issues. I have indicated that we will report and make a statement on the proceeds, 
net debt, and any other dealings we have to do with it. If the Auditor General, I guess through the 
Public Accounts Committee, wants to audit this process, of course he can choose to do so. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I have another question about the Financial Management Act. I checked the Treasurer’s 
accounts so I think the answer is no, but can I double-check: does the Perth Market Authority currently provide 
dividends or tax equivalents? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: No, it does not. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I am sure there is an easy answer to this question. Why is this clause here? Is it not 
a statement of the bleeding obvious that the Financial Management Act and the Auditor General Act will apply 
up until the authority is no longer effectively a public entity? Is there something else in here that I am missing? 
I just want some clarification because there have been a few clauses in this bill that are only included because, as 
the Treasurer has pointed out, it is effectively a template bill. Is this a template clause? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The clause is important because it basically replaces the existing entity, the Perth Market 
Authority, with the Perth Market (Disposal) Act. It ensures that the application of the final 
Financial Management Act 2006 and the Auditor General Act apply up until the time it is transferred. It gives the 
Auditor General the right to have carriage until the transfer. 

Clause put and passed. 
Clause 50: Application of Statutory Corporations (Liability of Directors) Act 1996 — 
Mr B.S. WYATT: Again, can the Treasurer explain to the house the purpose of clause 50? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The statutory corporations are listed under the Statutory Corporations (Liability of Directors) 
Act. All this does is change the name of it. 

Clause put and passed. 
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Clause 51: Abolition of Authority — 
Mr B.S. WYATT: Again, this question may simply have an “in case of unknown scenarios” answer, but I have 
asked the Treasurer in the past when the abolition of authority will effectively occur and he has answered that it 
is the day it is published in the Government Gazette or the day indicated in the Government Gazette upon which 
it will be abolished. Subclause (2) states — 

A notice cannot be published under subsection (1) unless the Minister is satisfied that there is no reason 
for the Authority to continue in existence. 

What circumstances is this subclause for? If we pass this disposal act, it will effectively be sold. What scenario is 
being contemplated here, or is it simply to provide flexibility in case of the unknowns? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: It provides flexibility in case an annual report is late. This relates not to the old authority—
the Perth Market Authority—but to the Perth Market (Disposal) Act authority; it gives the new entity flexibility 
in case the timing requires certain issues to be undertaken and to allow those to be undertaken. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: When do the bylaws cease operating under the existing legislation and in relation to the 
transitional regulations? I suppose we will deal with that question under clause 52. Particularly, how do the 
bylaws cease and what is the timing of the bylaws ceasing operation? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The by-laws will cease on point of sale and they will be replaced with a new set of rules. The 
by-laws will come to an end at the point of sale. They will be replaced with the Perth Market Authority site rules. 
The PMA board is signing off on these site rules at the end of the month and they will be on the PMA website 
then. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is interesting. A key issue that has been raised with me is the fact that the by-laws 
govern how the market site operates on a daily basis. Will the rules that will be put on the website be draft rules 
for consultation or will they be the finalised rules? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The board has yet to sign off on the rules. The board will put the rules together. It will then 
consult with the chamber and members and other users. The input from that discussion will be brought into it, 
and the board will then sign off on them and they will be put on the website. The rules are derived from many of 
the existing rules. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I know that the chamber will be consulted. Will the board also consult with the growers and 
the other users of the site? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The answer is yes. I know from when I had involvement with the chamber a few years ago 
that the dialogue about the site rules was between the management and the chamber. This is dealing with the 
people who trade on the floor and bring produce in, not the growers. If the growers are also traders, they will be 
consulted. If growers just have their produce sold through the market, we are not sure whether the consultation 
will extend to them. The market rules and the site rules have traditionally been developed in consultation 
between PMA management and the chamber. There will be no change to the formation of the site rules. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Legally, what will compel the new owner to operate within those site rules? 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: The site rules will be embedded in each lease. The lease will require the owner to operate 
according to the site rules. The contract will require that these rules be maintained for at least two years. It will 
also require that if there is any alteration to the rules, there is consultation with the equivalent of the chamber—
indeed, with all the tenants, because there are people outside the market itself who will need to be consulted. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: So is the process that this document will go to the chamber? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The board will set up the rules. The rules will then go to the chamber for discussion and 
feedback. The rules will then go back to the board, and it will make a decision, and they will then be published. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: What role will the minister play in that? 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: None. 
Ms R. Saffioti: No oversight; no direction? 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: No; no involvement. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Would it not be wise to ensure that there is some consultation with the growers? Given that 
this is new territory and the growers feel that they have been cut out of the process so far, would it not be wise to 
ensure that the growers have some engagement, at the very least, in relation to the rules? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Of course some growers will be consulted, because they also operate in the market. I do not 
know how representative they are. My problem with that is: what grower; who do they link with; how do we go 
about doing this; and how do we identify whether they are representative? However, we will direct them to have 
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a discussion, and we will leave it up to the discretion of the board of the PMA as to who in the grower space it 
should link with. There is a range of growers out there. Some growers might not sell through the market, and 
some might sell periodically. Some growers might not be organised adequately. I do not know. The member’s 
point is that after there has been that feedback to the chamber, we should ask the PMA to use its discretion as to 
whether it should talk to the growers. We give that undertaking. 
Clause put and passed. 
Clause 52: Transitional regulations — 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: This clause deals with the transition from public ownership to private ownership. Does this 
deal with the two-year rule, or is that covered in a different clause? 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: The two-year rule will be in the contract. As I have said, after it has been formalised, it will 
be available to the member and to Parliament. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: I seek some clarification. Some time ago, we had a conversation about the regulations, and 
the minister said there will not be any regulations. Is that the case also for the transitional regulations; that is, no 
regulations are expected from clause 52 in respect of the transition? 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Not that my adviser is aware of. This clause is in the bill for template purposes. It is not 
contemplated that there will be any transitional arrangements for the Perth Market Authority disposal. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: In a scenario in which a company was created to aid the transition, with various public 
servants who might hold the offices of that corporate structure, that transition would be guided by what the terms 
of that corporate structure were, and no regulations would be needed. Is that correct? 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Yes. 
Clause put and passed. 
Clauses 53 to 56 put and passed. 
Schedule 1 — 
Mr B.S. WYATT: This is not a specific question about the schedule; it is just a point of clarification. The 
minister said that he was looking to bring in an amendment with regard to the type of fish that can be sold at the 
market in the future. Clause 3 states — 

produce means any of the following — 
… 
(c) fish, crustaceans and marine animals that have not been subjected to any process other than 

freezing; 
The member for West Swan raised some issues around salted fish and smoked fish et cetera. What will happen 
with that amendment now? I am curious about the minister’s plan for that amendment. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: I was going to get to that. I am a bit confused about the process, and I was going to seek the 
advice of the Acting Speaker. It was my intention, once we got through consideration in detail, to see whether 
we could go back and make an amendment to allow fish other than frozen fish to be traded in the market. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P. Abetz): It is a little bit complicated. If members will bear with me, I will take 
advice as we go along. This is a new experience for me. We will first finish with the schedule. We will then 
conclude consideration in detail. The minister will then need to move that the bill be reconsidered in detail, and, 
if the house agrees to that, the minister can move the amendment; and, when we agree to the amendment, we will 
again conclude consideration in detail. 
Schedule put and passed. 
Title put and passed. 

As to Reconsideration in Detail 
MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [3.20 pm]: Can I seek procedural clarification for myself? When a clause 
has been put and passed—so the Parliament has accepted it and we have moved beyond it—the house can revisit 
it; it does not have to go to the other place and then come back to be revisited. Is that correct? 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P. Abetz): That is correct. By agreeing to reconsider the bill, we can do it here 
straightaway, and that is what we are proposing to do. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: Does that require any form of special majority of the house? 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Apparently not. By way of explanation to members, standing order 181 states — 

 [4] 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 12 November 2015] 

 p8191b-8198a 
Mr Ben Wyatt; Dr Mike Nahan; Mrs Michelle Roberts; Ms Rita Saffioti; Acting Speaker 

A clause which has been passed or negatived may only be dealt with again on reconsideration of the bill 
in detail. 

So we need a motion from the minister to reconsider the bill in detail. 

Reconsideration in Detail — Motion 
DR M.D. NAHAN (Riverton — Treasurer) [3.23 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be reconsidered in detail for the further consideration of clause 3. 
MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [3.24 pm]: Standing order 181 states — 

A clause which has been passed or negatived may only be dealt with again on reconsideration of the bill 
in detail. 

I am just seeking clarification. As to the motion, are we reconsidering the entire bill being put back in for 
reconsideration, or what are we reconsidering? 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P. Abetz): It is only for the purpose of the Treasurer’s amendment; that is the 
purpose of it. You cannot start all over again, in case you want to. 
MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [3.25 pm]: That is a pity. I was keen to try to get that 50-year amendment up. 
I thought we would have another crack! I am glad that the Treasurer will move this amendment on behalf of 
dried fish and salted fish eaters around the state. I am sure it is a major victory that I will be known for. When 
I am retired, I will tell my children that my biggest achievement was probably that salted fish, stockfish and 
baccala are now able to be sold in the Perth Market. 
Dr M.D. Nahan: Member, I have heard that people come through this house and make no mark at all! 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is right. It will be a significant contribution by myself. I thank the Treasurer for the 
amendment and we will let him move that particular amendment. 
Question put and passed. 

Reconsideration in Detail 
Clause 3: Terms used — 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: I move — 

Page 4, lines 1 and 2 — To delete “that have not been subjected to any process other than freezing” and 
substitute — 

(including if frozen) 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I should bask in the five minutes of glory that I will have—20 minutes of glory! 
Dr M.D. Nahan: What varieties of fish? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Let us go through them. I am pretty limited in that area, but on Tuesday night I was watching 
one of those SBS Italian cooking shows, and this is why it came into my memory. One of the shows was based 
in Calabria, Italy where my parents are from. They picked up one of the authentic recipes for stockfish, but in 
Calabrese it is called pesce stucco. That is fish that is dried and heavily salted and then used throughout the year. 
When we were debating this bill and I came across the produce that can be sold at the markets, I saw that it has 
fruit and vegetables. I thought that that was fair enough; it includes everything that I know. It has cut flowers—
I am not a big flower person, but I like cut flowers. Then the bill states — 

(c) fish, crustaceans and marine animals that have not been subjected to any process other than 
freezing; 

I thought, “Well, hang on here. Hang on a minute. This market cannot be doing its job if it cannot sell — 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, I just need to draw your attention to the fact that we erred. 
You have only five minutes, so you will need to keep it short. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I have only five minutes. I thought it was 20. I had started my whole speech! Luckily I did 
not start from where I was born and my entire family upbringing. I just have to keep it short from that cooking 
show last Tuesday night to today. I looked at the bill, which states that produce includes — 

(c) fish, crustaceans and marine animals that have not been subjected to any process other than 
freezing; 

I thought, “Hang on. In Italian culture there’s a lot of dried fish, stockfish and baccala”—the other word that 
I know the member for Bunbury found funny, but it is an actual dialect word in relation to dried fish. I thought 
that was just the Italian culture. Goodness knows; across all the other cultures that we have in Australia, there 
must be dozens of, if not a hundred, ways of treating fish that is not just being frozen. I welcome this initiative 
and I am glad that the Treasurer; Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Interests has picked this up to ensure 
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that fish that are processed in other ways, not just freezing, or that have been treated for sale—as I said, that 
could be salted, dried — 

Mr M.P. Murray: Member, for clarification: goldfish? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I do not know about goldfish! 

I glad the member for Bunbury is walking into the chamber, because he would not believe what we are talking 
about. I am sure that the member for Bunbury would welcome an amendment to ensure that stockfish and 
baccala are able to be traded at the Perth market site. 
Mr V.A. Catania: I get mine from the Re Store or Pisconeri. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Sure, but they have to go through a wholesaler. 
Mr V.A. Catania: It’s fully imported. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, the member is probably right; it is fully imported. 
Mr V.A. Catania: It’s fully imported because they don’t do it in Australia. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: There is an opportunity to value add. 
Mr V.A. Catania: There’s no stockfish in Australian waters; it’s a speciality of the northern hemisphere. That is 
why you buy it at the Re Store. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I know the Re Store and Pisconeri; we go through there a lot. 
Mr V.A. Catania: Does that help you out or the minister, I’m not sure? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The member does not understand that the Treasurer has embraced the amendment. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P. Abetz): Members, let us have a little bit of order and focus on what is at 
hand. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I welcome this initiative because it makes sure that fish that is treated in ways other than 
freezing can be sold at the markets. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I cannot avoid taking a couple of minutes to bask in the member for West Swan’s success in 
achieving a very sensible amendment—the “Saffioti amendment” or the “baccala amendment”, whatever we will 
call it. I must admit that when the member for West Swan jumped to her feet to ask this question, I was pleased 
that the Treasurer realised the weakness of the current rather restrictive drafting, which we are about to amend, 
because there are other forms of fish that I am sure the wholesale market would like to include as produce. 

Dr M.D. Nahan interjected. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: What did the Treasurer say? That is exactly what I was about to say: for example, rollmops. 
When I said “rollmops”, I saw the Treasurer and the Acting Speaker nod encouragingly with some excitement on 
each of their faces, actually. I knew nothing about rollmops until I spent a couple of years living in England. 
I was living in halls of residence, and let us just say that the food at the halls of residence was not awesome. One 
thing that they always had on offer and that I always ate and got quite a taste for was rollmops, which, for those 
who do not know, are basically pickled herring rolled up, with a toothpick through them. 

Mr P.B. Watson: Beautiful! 

Mr B.S. WYATT: The member for Albany is all over this. 

After I had eaten dinner at my hall of residence, which was a bland tasteless experience, I would finish off with 
rollmops, which are full of taste and vibrancy. Now, when I am shopping, I often grab a little jar of rollmops, 
much to my wife’s disgust. I am glad that we are not discriminating against other forms of fish, because there are 
ways to preserve fish beyond freezing, whether they be smoked, pickled or salted, as the member for West Swan 
loyally pointed out. This an interesting issue to pick up and a useful amendment, and I am pleased that the 
government has seen the error of its ways in its initial drafting of this legislation, which discriminates against 
other forms of preserved fish. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: This is a more serious question: can I ask about mushrooms? 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: They do sell mushrooms at the markets. Is a mushroom fruit, vegetable or fungi? This is 
a technical issue—it is fungi. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, that is actually beyond the terms of the reconsideration in 
detail, unfortunately. The Treasurer is itching to answer. I will indulge the Treasurer and allow the answer if he 
keeps it short, but I should not really be allowing it. 
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Dr M.D. NAHAN: Firstly, there is a large trade in a whole variety of mushrooms at the market. To my 
knowledge, a mushroom is not a fruit, a vegetable, a fish or a marine mammal; it is a fungi. There is large 
growth in this market because the variety is tremendous. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Do we need to amend this again? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: What it does indicate is that the Perth Market Authority has been operating illegally; it has 
been trading in fungi. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: What—illegally? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: All I can say is that if we need to amend the act, because all we have done is lift provisions 
from the existing act — 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Perhaps it is unusual for me to interject from the Chair. From my agricultural 
science background, in days gone by, fungi were considered part of the plant kingdom and the distinguishing of 
fungi as a separate kingdom is from a later period. So it depends on what the definition of a plant was when that 
act was originally drafted. It really depends on the definition, and I guess we can leave that one for the upper 
house to sort out. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: The Acting Speaker has just tweaked an old memory: kingdom, phylum, class, order, family, 
genus, species. Where in there is the mushroom? The Acting Speaker said that it was a plant; is it no longer 
a plant? 
The ACTING SPEAKER: I cannot be drawn into the debate. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: The Acting Speaker has been scolded. 
I am quite interested in this because, ultimately, the Treasurer made the point that if mushrooms are not fruit or 
vegetables or cut flowers or fish—we have a useful contribution from the lawyer at the table. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member, I think I need to draw this to a close. I did allow the Treasurer to respond 
to the question, even though it goes beyond the scope of what is allowed under the reconsideration in detail of 
this clause, but I suggest that if members want to pursue this, perhaps it could be pursued later. 
Dr M.D. Nahan: I can answer. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Okay. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Luckily, the State Solicitor’s Office has come to the rescue. The Perth Market Authority  
by-laws very cleverly—maybe not accurately but legally—classify mushrooms as vegetables. Schedule 3, 
“Packaging and minimum sales” lists mushrooms under vegetables. Mushrooms are a tradable item at the PMA and 
will continue to be so. For the purposes of trading it will be defined as a vegetable, even though it is fungi. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: I am interested in that and somewhat proud that the PMA’s lawyer could define something 
that is not a vegetable effectively as a vegetable. Could we not also therefore define a bike as a vegetable? If 
indeed a mushroom is not a vegetable, how far can we push the definition? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Was the member taught by Jesuits? 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: No, I was a Christian Brother. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: So was I, therefore I struggle with these things. The member asked me about the limit of the 
redefining of agriculture by the creative minds of lawyers. I cannot answer that, but for this purpose, I think what 
happened was that the definition was considered close enough—no-one is going to eat a bicycle; people will eat 
mushrooms. The market has been trading mushrooms for a long time but, nonetheless, for this purpose, 
a mushroom is a vegetable. 
Amendment put and passed. 
Clause, as amended, put and passed. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P. Abetz): That concludes reconsideration in detail. Shall we proceed to the 
third reading of the bill? 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Is it the opposition’s understanding that we are going to the City of Perth Bill 2015? 
Mr B.S. Wyatt: Yes, after we had finished this. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Okay, if that is the understanding. I do not know; I was not told. 
Mr B.S. Wyatt: Okay. Is the member for Warnbro ready to speak on the City of Perth Bill?  
Mr P. Papalia: As ready as I will ever be. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Are we going to the third reading? 
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Mr Ben Wyatt; Dr Mike Nahan; Mrs Michelle Roberts; Ms Rita Saffioti; Acting Speaker 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: No, we are talking about the City of Perth Bill. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Is the Treasurer going to move something? 
Ms R. Saffioti: Seriously, we understood that that was what you wanted to do. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: I will move that we go to order of the day 2.  
The ACTING SPEAKER: Hang on. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: I will move the third reading and then the opposition can turn me down; is that not how we 
do it? 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: No. 

As to Third Reading Stage 
On motion by Dr M.D. Nahan (Treasurer), resolved — 

That the third reading of the Perth Market (Disposal) Bill 2015 be made a priority for the next sitting.  
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