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SUNDAY ENTERTAINMENTS REPEAL BILL 2019 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 26 September 2019. 
MR P.A. KATSAMBANIS (Hillarys) [7.34 pm]: I rise to speak on the Sunday Entertainments Repeal Bill 2019 
as the lead speaker for the Liberal Party and indicate that the Liberal Party will support this legislation. It is always 
a pleasure for me to speak on repeal bills. As someone who genuinely believes in smaller government, I think that 
repealing legislation is something we do not do often enough. That pleasure is tempered by the fact that I am most 
concerned that, despite our best efforts in this chamber, the next Parliament of Western Australia may well be 
considering this legislation again. A similar bill was introduced into this place during the previous Parliament. As 
the parliamentary term proceeded and the government prioritised different things, that bill, which had been brought 
forward by the previous Minister for Commerce, fell by the wayside in the thirty-ninth Parliament. It has now been 
brought forward by this minister, in his capacity as Minister for Commerce. In 2020, it is completely and utterly 
noncontroversial. The bill has a date of 2019 because it was introduced quite some time ago. Unfortunately, it is not 
on the list of bills that was provided to the opposition by the Leader of the Government in the Legislative Council, 
so it will be more of a miracle befitting certain Sundays if it passes through both houses of Parliament and becomes 
law. But let us be hopeful! 
Mr D.A. Templeman: We could always recall Parliament on a Sunday! 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: The Leader of the House suggests that we could recall Parliament on a Sunday. I can assure 
the Leader of the House that, as I have shown over this term, particularly in 2017 and 2018, when I may otherwise 
have chosen to stay away from this place, I have a bit of a magnetic attraction to this place. If the government recalls 
Parliament on a Sunday, I will be here! I do not know how many other members will be here, but I will certainly be 
here, as will the Leader of the House. We might be extraordinarily productive and, perhaps, accommodating. 
My delight in repealing the Sunday Entertainments Act 1979 is tempered by the realisation that realpolitik may 
hamper its repeal in this term of Parliament. That would be unfortunate, so let us hope that a Sunday miracle happens 
and the bill gets through both houses to become law. 
This is a very simple repeal bill that repeals the Sunday Entertainments Act 1979, which, essentially, required people 
to seek a permit or a general exemption if they sought to run premises for the purposes of paid public entertainment 
or amusement on Sundays. It is a throwback to a different era, when Sundays were seen as sacrosanct. As a Christian, 
I personally believe that Sundays are a day of repose, consideration and attendance at church. 
Mr D.A. Templeman: What were you doing in 1979? 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: What was I doing in 1979? In 1979, I was a young fellow. I think I was in year 8 in high 
school—form 2 we called it. I was playing a lot of football and a lot of cricket. At that age, I also liked to get out 
and about at times. 
Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: I will get to that. The minister does not need to interject for me to get to Sunday 
entertainment; I will get to it. 
Life has changed a lot since 1979. I think society has accepted the fact that we do not impose restrictions on people’s 
personal choices. If people want to go to church, a synagogue, a mosque or a temple, they do; if they do not want 
to go, they do not. 
The bill extends beyond Sundays to Christmas Day and Good Friday. I do not think there are any other 
Orthodox Christians in this Parliament. Therefore, I am perhaps a classic example of how Good Friday presents 
a challenge. It is a rare occasion when Orthodox Good Friday coincides with Catholic or Anglican Good Friday. It does 
happen from time to time, but it is the exception rather than the rule. When everyone else commemorates Good Friday, 
Orthodox Christians do not. We commemorate Good Friday afterwards, and our work, our school or our business 
continues to run without that day being a public holiday. Even Good Friday is contentious for people like me, because 
although I am happy to respect that for other people, that is a very solemn day, in most cases it is not the day that 
I consider to be Good Friday. If the minister tempts me, I might give him an explanation of why that is the case, but 
I will try very hard not to do that tonight. Sadly, I know why that is, but perhaps that is a speech for another day. 
Mr D.A. Templeman: A valedictory! 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: Hopefully, I get one! I would love to get one in this place. I have said before that 
very few people actually choose the time of their departure from this place. The minister knows that. We all know 
that. That may come, or that may not come. Only the man upstairs knows that right now. 
Several members interjected. 
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Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: I was not referring to the people over there, either! Upstairs is not the people over there! 
Several members interjected. 

Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: The society in which we live today is very different from Australia in the 1950s and 
1960s, or perhaps in 1979 when the act was brought in. We ordinarily have a lot of entertainment on Sundays. 
Good Friday and Christmas Day are more contentious. However, even though a lot of people would like to 
commemorate Good Friday and celebrate Christmas Day, perhaps they are alone and without family or friends, 
particularly at this time when family and friends are not able to get together because of the COVID restrictions and 
the like, and are looking for a bit of entertainment and something more to do. We no longer say to people that they 
cannot go out on Sundays, Good Friday and Christmas Day. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: Do you know what actually led to this bill in 1979? What compelled the government of 
the day to introduce this bill? 

Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: I have not delved into that. I imagine there may have been a change in some other broader 
act, perhaps around trading, that required a separate bill to carve out Sundays, Good Friday and Christmas Day. 
The Minister for Commerce may be able to tell us in his summing up. There may well have been the repeal of 
a broader act and a change of provisions. I know it was not around petrol rationing, because petrol rationing continued 
in Western Australia on a Sunday for quite some time after 1979, did it not? 

Several members interjected. 

Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: Our state has a history, but all states do. I was thinking about Sunday entertainment. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: It would be good if I had the opportunity to say something! 

Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr I.C. Blayney): Member for Armadale, I am going to call you the next time you 
interject. Sorry to be the party wrecker, but I want to hear the member, and Hansard has to hear as well. 

Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: The nature of entertainment on Sundays, Good Friday and Christmas Day has changed 
over time. Recently, a lot of pressure was placed on the Australian Football League to play games on a Good Friday. 
When Andrew Demetriou was the chairman of the AFL, he strongly resisted that for years and years. The 
National Rugby League has played national rugby league games on Good Friday. I think the West Australian Football 
League has occasionally toyed with that, with some success at some times and less success at other times. However, 
the AFL staunchly resisted it, until there was a change of leadership, and it acquiesced. From memory, it had a game 
in Melbourne initially—I think North Melbourne and the Bulldogs. I might be wrong. The member for Armadale 
might correct me on that. In 2019, last year, there were two games on Good Friday, one on the eastern seaboard, 
and one here. That was relatively uncontroversial. Again, if a person is a Christian and believes it is an important 
day, they will go to mass or a church service, or they will hang out with their family. 

Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 

Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: We are talking about Good Friday. On Christmas Day, there are fewer events. I think 
either there has been, or there has been debate about having, a Big Bash League game late on Christmas Day. I know 
that in America, for instance, they have football and basketball games on Christmas Day. I think the Los Angeles 
Lakers has a dedicated game on Christmas Day. That is a very big game. I think American football might depend 
upon whether Christmas Day falls on a weekend, because they have a delineation whereby Friday night is for high 
school football, Saturday night is for college football, and Sunday is for Christmas football. I am pretty sure there 
is a Christmas day round, or a Christmas round that includes Christmas Day. Other countries have grappled with 
this as well. The English have grappled with it. It took England a long time. Even when England went to play test 
match cricket on a Sunday, the starting time was later. I remember as a boy that in England, test matches would 
ordinarily start at 11.30 am English time, and when they eventually went to Sunday matches — 

Mr P. Papalia: What was that? 

Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: Test matches, as in cricket. 

Mr P. Papalia: It’s winter then. 

Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: I am talking about Sundays. They resisted playing on a Sunday—that was a rest day. 
However, when they did go to Sunday matches, initially the matches started at one o’clock or two o’clock or 
something like that, and that was eventually wound back and Sunday became just another normal day for cricket, 
and also for the English Premier League. 
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Dr A.D. Buti: What about rugby union? 

Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: I do not know. I gave up on rugby union many years ago. The minister interjected and 
asked what was I doing in 1979, and I said that I was at high school. I remember that in the late 1970s and early 1980s, 
when I was a boy, there was a big debate in Melbourne. The member for Mount Lawley might have lived there at the 
time. There was a big debate in Melbourne about whether league football could be played on Sundays. In Melbourne, 
there was a general exemption for the Victorian Football Association to play on Sundays. The Victorian Football 
League could play only on Saturdays or public holidays. It was a massive debate over years and years. But on 
2 August 1981, there was a one-off game at the Melbourne Cricket Ground between Collingwood and Essendon. 
I remember it because I was there. Whether one loves them or hates them—I obviously love them, and the majority 
of people hate them—Collingwood was used as the drawcard for all these one-off games. The previous game between 
the two teams had been played earlier in the season at VFL Park, now Waverley Park, and had attracted a then 
record crowd of around 90 000, so people were expecting a 100 000-plus crowd at the MCG.  

This was the first league game played on a Sunday in Melbourne—I was about 15 at the time and went along with 
my friends and family—but because of the consternation about it, only about 64 000 people showed up to the 
game, which they were expecting would draw a crowd of 100 000. Many people would ordinarily have gone to 
see a Collingwood versus Essendon game. Both teams were doing well; I think Collingwood was second on the 
ladder and Essendon was third or fourth. They were expecting a bumper crowd, but because of the consternation 
about whether people should go to a sporting event on a Sunday, the crowd was significantly lower than expected. 
That happened nearly 40 years ago. I know that the same debate used to happen in Western Australia about whether 
league football could be played on Sundays. All this consternation did was to cause bureaucratic nightmares, because 
the existing act allows for either a general exemption to be granted to certain bodies or, alternatively, for people 
to apply for specific permits. The Minister for Commerce might be able to help me here; I believe a specific permit 
was granted to the West Coast Eagles in 2019 to enable it to play a game on Good Friday. 

It is interesting to travel back in time and think about the eras in which these ideas germinated. It is not the same era 
as today—they were very, very different times. Families today, whether they are Christian or non-Christian, expect 
and anticipate that on a Sunday, Good Friday or Christmas Day, they will be able to go out and do whatever they 
like, such as going to the cinema or amusements of various types—fairs, shows, public entertainment, concerts, 
performances of the ballet or the opera, or whatever the case may be. The day itself may have meaning for some 
people but it may not have meaning for others. Obviously, those days do still have meaning for people like me, 
but I think the time has passed when governments and Parliaments could tell people when they could entertain 
themselves and when people could or could not hold events. In case anyone asks, I personally share the same view 
on general trading of all types, beyond entertainment. We should not be tying people up in knots and red tape and 
forcing them to apply for either general exemptions or specific-event permits, especially when there is no ability 
to object the outcome to a third party. At the moment, it is simply that the event organiser applies to the minister 
and the minister becomes the arbiter of whether they can hold the event. I would not have thought that that was 
a 2020 idea or concept. Repealing the existing act is logical and sensible; I do not think anyone in this chamber 
opposes it. There may be a few people in the community who would be concerned and worried about it, but I think 
the vast majority of Western Australians would not even know this act exists and, if we told them about it, I think 
they would consider it to be anachronistic and well past its use-by date. 

As I said, my biggest concern about the debate we are having today is that, ultimately, the debate will need to be 
had again in the next Parliament. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: I’m still praying for a miracle! 

Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: We are in unity there, member for Mandurah. We are on a total unity ticket, praying 
for a miracle that the bill gets through in this term of Parliament. Let us hurry up and get this through! 

MR P.J. RUNDLE (Roe) [7.56 pm]: I will make a very brief contribution to the debate on the Sunday Entertainments 
Repeal Bill 2019. I note that this is the Attorney General’s fifty-seventh bill. Unfortunately for me, I am the spokesperson 
for the Nationals WA on the Attorney General’s portfolios. He has certainly churned them through—I will give him 
that. As the member for Hillarys said, the concern is that although we will pass the bill through this house, as with 
the previous piece of legislation, which is ranked sixteenth on the priority list of the Legislative Council—I understand 
that this bill is not even listed as a priority—chances are, some of us might be back here to consider it again. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: I’ve already got my own personal kneeling pad that I bring every day. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: I don’t need to know about your kneeling pads! 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Let us hope for the best, but I suspect that the bill may reappear in the next Parliament. 

The member for Hillarys mentioned the year 1979. I was a year 12 student at Wesley College then, doing my ATAR. 
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Mr D.A. Templeman: It was the TAE then.  

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: The tertiary admissions examination—the member for Mandurah is right. 

Dr A.D. Buti: What would you have done at boarding school on Sundays? 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: This was 41 years ago, but the lord mayoral candidates of Perth might be interested to know 
that I picked up about 10 to 12 stitches on my chin at the hands of skinheads while I was sitting at a bus stop along 
St Georges Terrace. Unfortunately, the violence on the streets of Perth was happening then and it is happening now. 

Mr J.R. Quigley: That was a Liberal government, I remember; it’s not happening now! 

Mr P. Papalia: The day after the mayoral election, it will suddenly be fixed. 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Let us hope so. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: You must have incited them, though! 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: No; I was sitting quietly at the bus stop, member. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: In your uniform? 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: No, not in my uniform, but I was going back to boarding school. 

Dr A.D. Buti: You would’ve been a target for them. 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Yes. Unfortunately, I suffered at their hands. Anyway, I moved on and completed my TAE 
and off I went. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: How’d you go in the TAE? 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I did okay.  

Dr A.D. Buti: Did you tell the skinheads that you didn’t like the Bay City Rollers or something? 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: No. I was very happy with my result and moved on from there. 

Getting back to the subject, the Nationals are certainly more than happy to support this bill. As the member for 
Hillarys pointed out, it is out of step with current practices and, quite frankly, it is an admin and red tape burden. 
The world is changing. There is an appetite for sporting events on every day of the year, and, as the member for 
Hillarys pointed out, people like that choice. People have religious beliefs and the like, but I have seen that 
when there have been AFL or WAFL matches on those days, there is quite a good support base. People have the 
choice to follow their religious pathway or to perhaps have a family day out. I do not see granting of exemptions 
as an issue. It is a question of choice. I do not think it is necessary for the exemptions to be published in the 
Government Gazette. It is fairly burdensome and it is red tape galore. It is a matter of choice. We are in favour of 
moving into the modern age. As I said early on, I will be disappointed if we are back here revisiting this legislation 
in times to come! 

Mr D.R. Michael: I have asked roughly enough members to agree to sit some extra hours! 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: We will see how it all goes. The member for Dawesville is very concerned about that suggestion 
and so am I! Anyway, the Nationals will not oppose the bill. 

DR A.D. BUTI (Armadale) [8.01 pm]: Thank you, Acting Speaker. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: What were you doing in 1979? 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Would the minister like to know!  

Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: That is right! 

Like the other speakers, I also speak in favour of this Sunday Entertainments Repeal Bill 2019. It is an interesting 
bill. I do not think most of us would even have had much knowledge about the bill. For instance, Sunday junior 
sport has been going on for — 

Mr P.A. Katsambanis: It’s not paid entertainment. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Is that the difference? There we go. I thank the member for filling me in, because I did not know 
why that would not have been allowed.  

Talking about 1979, minister and member for Mandurah, in 1979 there was a very vibrant Sunday Football League 
in which people were paid and people had to pay to get into the ground. There was an incredibly vibrant, strong 
football competition. Guess who the lead coach of Kelmscott Football Club was in 1979, member for Mandurah. 
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Mr B.S. Wyatt: Tony Buti! 

Dr A.D. BUTI: No! 

Mr P. Papalia: Which club? 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Kelmscott Football Club. 

Mr P. Papalia: In what year? 

Dr A.D. BUTI: It was in 1979. 

Mr P. Papalia: Was he a Swan Districts footballer? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: No, he was not a Swan Districts footballer. He did play a little bit of football. He became a coach. 
I said he was coach of Kelmscott, but he also became a lead coach, and even then was a prominent sports commentator. 
Come on! 
Mr P.A. Katsambanis: Dennis Cometti? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: You bet your britches! It was Dennis Cometti. Dennis Cometti had a very illustrious career as a coach 
in Sunday league, first at Osborne Park, then Maddington and then Kelmscott. In 1979, he was the coach of the 
Kelmscott Football Club premiership team. The reserves and colts teams were in the grand finals. I was in the colts team 
and we did not win that year, but I was sick so I could not play and that is probably why we did not win! But the next 
year, 1980, when I was captain of the colts team, we won. We beat Gosnells by one point. It was incredibly vibrant. 
There were 2 000, 3 000, 4 000 people turning out for a Sunday league game, with cars all parked around the oval. 
Mr D.A. Templeman: Were there any skinheads there? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: There were a fair few skinheads in Armadale, I can assure the minister! That is why I was surprised 
when the member for Roe said he had been beaten up by skinheads in Perth.  
Mr P.J. Rundle interjected. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Yes, he should have come out there, exactly! 
It is interesting that under the Sunday Entertainments Act 1979, public entertainment or amusement did not include 
lectures or exhibitions concerned with arts, ethics, literature, science, social duties or any matter of public interest. 
There was a wide exemption even in those days. Even if they were paid events but came under those disciplines, 
they were exempted from the Sunday Entertainments Act. 
Mr P.A. Katsambanis: Many of us would argue that football itself is a fine art. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: It is a fine art and one could argue that it is of public interest. One could argue that it is and one could 
also argue that it is not. If anyone went to game in Victoria Park on a Saturday afternoon, especially to watch 
Collingwood against Carlton, I am not sure whether they would say that is in the interest — 
Mr P.A. Katsambanis: Depends on which side you were on. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: That is exactly right. There probably were not many skinheads at Victoria Park, but I am sure they 
were much more fearsome than the skinheads that beat up — 
Mr P.A. Katsambanis: There were plenty of skinheads, don’t you worry. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Were there skinheads following Collingwood? 
Mr P.A. Katsambanis: Various other types of people too, but plenty of skinheads. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Of course. The member talked about the game that only 60 000 people attended—was it Collingwood 
versus Essendon? 
Mr P.A. Katsambanis: Yes, in 1981.  
Dr A.D. BUTI: The other Collingwood supporters were probably busy breaking into the homes of the Essendon 
supporters! 
Mr P.A. Katsambanis: There was no court on Sundays back then. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Or they were visiting their relatives in prison! 
Mr P.A. Katsambanis interjected. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: There we go. How does the member know?  
There is really not a lot more I can say on this. Sunday entertainment has been with us for a long time. Obviously, 
exemptions were required for paid Sunday entertainment, and of course on Good Friday and Christmas. Obviously, 
Sunday is not as controversial as Christmas or Good Friday. The fact is that we have commenced down that road 
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with football games on Good Friday. The exemption was that they had to be after a certain time of the day. I do 
not think on Good Friday in the morning they would have allowed an — 
Mr P.A. Katsambanis: The event organisers wouldn’t get much of a crowd, would they? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: On a Good Friday in the morning, maybe; I do not know.  
Mr P.A. Katsambanis: It depends on the region. In my region it is on Friday night that we do the procession around 
the church. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Yes, right. 
For some people football is a religion in any case, so they would feel right at home on Good Friday or even 
Christmas Day. In the United States, which prides itself on being a religious nation, Christmas football and basketball 
have long been a tradition. That is the case there. I think we are the only state that still has this act, until it is repealed. 
Even though we like to do things a bit differently in WA, in this case it would be good to be in conformity with 
the rest of Australia. On that note, bring back the Sunday Football League! 

MR Z.R.F. KIRKUP (Dawesville) [8.08 pm]: I rise to speak on the Sunday Entertainments Repeal Bill 2019. 
I was going through the process of trying to understand the reason for the Sunday Entertainments Act, as it was 
then, being introduced. Previously, I was saying to the member for Mirrabooka that I hoped there might be some 
commentary on the late 1970s. To answer the question of where I was in 1979, I was not born, obviously. It was 
eight years prior to my arrival. 
Mr P.A. Katsambanis: You were not even thought of. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Probably not. 
Mr P. Papalia: The year 1979 was year two of my military career. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: There we go. Yet, I feel that the member looks as young as me!  
I thought there might be some more commentary in the debate about why the legislation was necessary. Evidently, 
ministers used to offer much less of a contribution to the second reading debate, and the Parliament did not seem 
to debate things nearly as much as we do, possibly because they had more pressing issues to get on with at the 
time. Something that sticks out to me is that there was going to be a term of imprisonment proposed. Part of the 
act presently states that if a venue owner knowingly keeps, opens or uses any place or any part thereof for public 
entertainment or amusement on any Sunday or on Christmas Day or Good Friday in any year and to which persons 
are admitted by payment of money, or by tickets, programs, objects or tokens sold for money et cetera, the person 
would be guilty of an offence. Originally, it was proposed that that person would be guilty of an offence that would 
warrant a term of imprisonment, which is particularly unusual. By good fortune, the Liberal Party moved an amendment 
during consideration in detail that was accepted by the government of the day, and the amendment was moved by 
none other than Bill Hassell. It seems like we had a very — 
Ms J.M. Freeman: What was the amendment? 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: The amendment was about whether the owner of the venue would be aware of the offence 
being undertaken, and the removal of the proposed term of imprisonment. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: At the very least, it was moved by Bill Hassell, during consideration in detail. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: What is also fascinating to me is the idea that the Parliament was seriously considering 
penalties of up to $50 000. At that time, 1979, that would probably have been the price of a house; I do not know 
what the value was, but it was obviously quite significant. 
Mr P. Papalia: Two houses! 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Two houses! The penalties reflected the social values of the time with regard to what activities 
could be undertaken on a Sunday. The fact that the Parliament would even have considered a term of imprisonment 
or such a significant fine is remarkable to me. The member for Armadale spoke about the sporting side of things, 
and the member for Hillarys spoke about his religious convictions and about being the father of many young children, 
and the requirements that places on families in these modern days; he has four children. 
Mr P.A. Katsambanis: Five! 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Five. 
I will be very pleased to see the Sunday Entertainments Act 1979 repealed; to be honest, I am surprised it still 
exists. I doubt most people would even know that it holds — 
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Ms J.M. Freeman: It has no effect. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: That is right; it has no effect. The fact that it is still on the statute book is remarkable to me. 
I look forward to the forty-first Parliament probably having to deal with this legislation, also. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Member for Balcatta, if the government’s suggestion is that this bill has greater priority, it 
is up to the government to try to negotiate it with the upper house! I look forward to the government providing an 
important submission to the Standing Committee on Procedure and Privileges on why the Legislative Council 
should sit longer! I am sure it will take that submission in due course! 
Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I think they already are; that would be a poor reflection on the upper house! This was going 
to be a very brief contribution! 
I support the repeal of the act; I think it is important. Contemporary attitudes have changed with regard to Sundays, 
and I still find it fascinating that there is some inequity about what shopping can and cannot be done. In theory—
at least, the last time I was pulled up on it—one can buy some things from Bunnings but not others. 
Ms J.M. Freeman: No, not anymore. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Not anymore? That existed during the Barnett government, at the very least. There was a lot 
of consternation about many changes we made to retail trading at the time. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: You couldn’t get left-handed screwdrivers! 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I am sure that is the case, member for Mandurah! 

Mr D.R. Michael: Except at Flanders’ shop! 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Fantastic reference, member for Balcatta! 

The only other point I would like to make, something that is very important from my perspective, is to make 
sure that we protect the sanctity of Christmas Day and Boxing Day and the lead-up to Christmas. I note that in 
other jurisdictions there has been a move towards 24-hour retail trading prior to Christmas Day. Usually, on 
Christmas Eve and the day before Christmas Eve, there is a significant uptake in retail trading. To have shops 
open for 48 continuous hours I think is not necessary in Western Australia; I do not support that, personally. It is 
not the position of the party, but I am not sure it has even been considered. Christmas is already a very difficult 
time and the idea of working some bizarre midnight shift in a local shop down the street is probably not required 
here. We should also reflect on the changing conditions with COVID-19 and online retail. I read a Bloomberg 
article before I stood up in which it was reported that a lot of the states in the US that have recovered quickly from 
the COVID-19 pandemic have very big Amazon or Shopify warehouses; they are not places that are dependent 
upon bricks-and-mortar retail. 

With all that said, I support the fifty-seventh bill brought to this place by the Minister for Commerce. I think it is 
an important repeal. I am not entirely sure that I will be here for the forty-first Parliament, but if I have the privilege 
of being re-elected to this place, I look forward to speaking on this bill a second time. 

MS J.M. FREEMAN (Mirrabooka) [8.14 pm]: I also want to speak briefly to the Sunday Entertainments Repeal 
Bill 2019. As the member for Dawesville said, the bill will repeal an act to reflect what is now perfectly normal 
current practice. We are getting rid of an act that has no effect. We could say, “Well, if it has no effect, why don’t 
we just not worry about it and leave it in?” I am always reminded that the laws around pregnancy termination and 
access to abortion also had no effect until the 1980s when the police decided to pursue a prosecution, so a provision 
in an act that had no effect suddenly had effect. That is why we are here—to make sure we do not have legislation 
that, at some stage, someone can use to try to prosecute someone for having a theatre or a carnival open, or playing 
a football match, on Good Friday, Sundays or Christmas Day. 

That is important. The original act was based on the idea that Christianity was the primary religion of Western Australia 
and therefore observances on Sundays, Christmas Day and Good Friday were paramount and needed protection. 
I think it was primarily so that people did not have to work; that was probably the basis of it. Those days are very 
important for some Christians; some Christians worship on other days. But Western Australia is now a secular state 
and a secular democracy, where people have a choice about their religious affiliation. Basically, Christianity was 
introduced here in colonial times. In the 1911 census, only 0.4 per cent of the population entered “no religion”; 
that went up to 22 per cent in 2011. Between the 2011 and 2016 censuses, Christianity went from 61 per cent to 
45 per cent. 

People have different ways of worshipping and honouring their beliefs in our community; it just does not need to 
be formalised through legislation like the Sunday Entertainments Act 1979. I do not have it with me, but Scott 
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Higgins in one of his articles used the analogy of cars; just because the majority of people in the community might 
drive a car, it does not mean we should prefer cars over other forms of transport, such as bikes and public transport. 
At the heart of any secular democracy is the whole idea of recognising that people might have different faiths and 
religions, or no faith, but that that does not have any impact in the public sphere of being inclusive of all. That is 
pretty important to me because, as I have pointed out in this place before, my electorate is a really diverse community. 
The 2016 census shows that five per cent of the Mirrabooka electorate was born in Vietnam, and there are also 
people of Indian and English backgrounds.  

However, it is really interesting that, according to the census, around 32.8 per cent of people in Western Australia 
have no religion or do not follow a faith. In Mirrabooka, it is 10 per cent less than that, so 22 per cent of the community 
does not follow a religious faith. It is an electorate with very strong faith and some who are very committed to 
their faith. One of the really interesting factors, as the member for Hillarys has pointed out, is that following a faith 
does not necessarily mean it is a faith that worships on a Sunday. In the suburb of Mirrabooka 21.5 per cent of the 
community are Islamic. For them, Friday is the significant day of going to the mosque. Although they pray every 
day, Friday is the day for going to the mosque. The other really large community religions are Buddhism, which 
around 9.5 per cent of people in Mirrabooka practice, and Cao Dai, which has a Vietnamese base. All those faiths 
have different religious observances. We need to obviously take that into account but legislation that does not reflect 
our modern society and is out of date, should be removed, and that is what we are here to do. 

I will finish off by saying that that does not mean that we are not very appreciative of the social outreach of many 
Christian institutions. They are still really important to many communities. They include St Vincent de Paul Society, 
MercyCare, the Salvation Army, World Vision Australia and in my case the Edmund Rice Centre WA, which 
has a Christian background but tends to be much more secular now. I think we have to recognise the importance 
of the fact that when Western Australia was colonised by the British, we were predominantly Christians. The 
Christian faith social outreach is really important as are many other religions in assisting people and working with 
their communities. I want to recognise the good work they do. Obviously, other people of faith and no faith are 
also philanthropists. 

MR R.S. LOVE (Moore — Deputy Leader of the Nationals WA) [8.22 pm]: I was not going to make a contribution 
to this very important discussion but the comments of the member for Roe tweaked a bit of my curiosity when he said 
that the Nationals WA would strongly support this measure. On reading through it, I felt a sense of nostalgia and sensed 
that we are perhaps setting aside a piece of our history and cultural heritage in repealing the Sunday Entertainments Act. 
This act is not that old. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: It feels old. 

Mr R.S. LOVE: It was passed in 1979, so it is only 41 years old. It is somewhat older than the member for Dawesville 
but I can well remember 1979, and that does not seem that long ago. We could go to the pub on Sunday but only 
between four and seven or 10 to 12, I think it was, for the session. We were charged money to get in if a band was 
playing et cetera or for raffles, but I do not think it was covered by this. Perhaps for licensed premises it was covered 
by some other act. I am not entirely sure whether a permit was needed to make it happen. The Sunday session was 
as much a part of Sunday as was attendance at mass or other church services or whatever. It was a very important 
part of Western Australian culture. I think in Victoria there used to be what was called the “six o’clock swill” when 
the pubs would shut at six o’clock. I do not think we did that here. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: It happened here, too. 

Mr R.S. LOVE: Did it? The minister might remember that; I do not remember it, but I certainly remember with 
some fondness the Sunday session and of a weekend, the procession attending the pub on a Friday night and Saturday 
night and the Sunday session and struggling to go to work on the Monday. That was life in WA in the 1970s. It is 
sad to see that aspect of this disappear. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: You would’ve rushed home to watch Bellbird. 

Mr R.S. LOVE: I remember Charlie Cousins falling off the silo. Yes. That pre-dated 1979 by some time. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.S. LOVE: It was probably four or five years before then, but we will not go there. 

I note here that in 2019 an Australian Football League match, featuring the West Coast Eagles, was held on 
Good Friday. I must admit to feeling a pang about commercial activities occurring on Good Friday. There were 
only 40 000 people in attendance, which was pretty low for an Eagles game I would have thought. I assume it was 
held at the Optus Stadium. 

Mr P.J. Rundle interjected. 
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Mr R.S. LOVE: There was no COVID then, member, so I would have thought 50 000 was a more resounding 
endorsement of the Good Friday match. 

From reading what we will be doing away with, people should know that when talking about this being some sort 
of an archaic act, it is far from an archaic act. Some of the places that were affected by this act include any building, 
structure, vehicle, aircraft, hovercraft, surface or underwater vessel in the state. This does not sound like an archaic 
act. It sounds like a very futuristic act. I am sure it was conceived in the era of The Jetsons when hovercraft were the 
coming way of transport. No doubt, in 1979 when the Sunday Entertainments Bill was drafted, there was concern 
that hovercraft might be touring up and down the streets of Perth offering entertainment on a Sunday. The bill was 
enacted to ensure that that did not happen. Far from being some sort of long-distance past, member for Dawesville, 
I think this was a very forward-thinking bill. We should not be so blasé in setting it aside. Not only that, but some 
things were not included in the definition of “Public entertainment or amusement”, such as “address, discussion 
or lecture on, or exhibition concerned with art”. As an advocate of the arts, I would have thought the minister would 
have been very pleased to see that art was exempted from these matters. Also not included were “ethics, literature, 
science, social duties or any matter of public interest”. It was a very progressive bill in its time. I think it replaced 
the Police Act 1892. For its time it was forward-thinking legislation. There is some degree of sadness with its passing 
because the idea that entertainment on a hovercraft will no longer be regulated in Western Australia strikes some 
degree of terror in my heart. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: You have a heart of conscience. 

Mr R.S. LOVE: People need to reflect very carefully on the ramifications of disallowing unrestricted activities 
on hovercraft on a Sunday. With that warning about what we are about to do, I will complete my contribution and 
await further deliberations. 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah — Leader of the House) [8.29 pm]: First of all, I want to congratulate 
the Attorney General. The Sunday Entertainments Repeal Bill 2019 is the fifty-seventh bill that the Attorney General 
has steered through this chamber. I think that is a remarkable achievement. In fact, I am not sure whether that 
achievement has been surpassed by an Attorney General of recent times. I think it is appropriate, given that we need 
to reference historic events. All I remember of 1979 was that I was in year 9 and, of course, Mandurah was treated 
differently because it was outside the metropolitan area — 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: It still is. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: That is right, but it had more relaxed opportunities, particularly on Sunday afternoons 
at the Peninsula Hotel. It was a very popular gathering place on Sunday afternoons in Mandurah. I remember 
my dad taking me and my brother to a very good cultural event at the Peninsula—mud wrestling! It was me, 
my brother, a mate of his and the mate’s brother. We were under the big fig tree, which still exists where the old 
Peninsula Hotel was. While we enjoyed a pony glass of shandy—remember they had pony glasses back then—
and a packet of chips between four kids, which I always thought was some sort of child abuse in many respects, 
they enjoyed mud wrestling. 

Mr R.R. Whitby: Watching or participating? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: They were watching. I think the point was well made by Brother Love—sorry, not 
Brother Love; the member for Moore—that artistic events can come in various forms. 

That is my contribution. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Attorney General. 

Mr P.A. Katsambanis: Be brief; 57 words. 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Butler — Minister for Commerce) [8.31 pm] — in reply: Thank you; I have 45 minutes. 
I will keep an eye on the clock so I do not run over time. The government is pleased that the opposition is supporting 
the repeal of the Sunday Entertainments Act 1979. In 2015, a bill before this chamber—the Obsolete Legislation Repeal 
Bill 2015—included a provision to repeal the Sunday Entertainments Act. The Obsolete Legislation Repeal Bill 
was referred to the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review. In its report of 2016, the 
Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review expressed the view that the repeal of the Sunday 
Entertainments Act was not a minor amendment and was not suitable for inclusion in the bill, which was viewed 
as an omnibus bill, similar to the Statutes (Repeals and Minor Amendments) Bill that regularly goes through this 
chamber. The committee recommended a proposal that the Sunday Entertainments Act be removed from the bill 
and dealt with by Parliament under a separate, standalone bill. The Legislative Council passed the bill, inclusive 
of the Sunday Entertainments Act repeal proposal, on 16 November 2016. However, the bill did not proceed to the 
Legislative Assembly and lapsed with the proroguing of Parliament in 2017. 
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Members here have expressed their lament that this bill is not included in the 15 bills that are on the government’s 
priority list in the Legislative Council, which have been agreed to by the manager of opposition business in the 
Legislative Council. However, it could not be nominated for that list because the bill had not passed this chamber. 

Mr P.A. Katsambanis: The Animal Welfare Act amendments that went through tonight are on that list and they 
had not passed through this chamber either, so that excuse does not stack up. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The Sunday Entertainments Repeal Bill has not passed through this chamber. It is a very short 
bill. Some bills on the notice paper, including the Corruption, Crime and Misconduct Amendment Bill 2020, could 
be simply waived through, once they are through the Assembly, but that is not a matter for me; it is a matter for 
management in the other place. 

Regularly, exemptions have been granted under the Sunday Entertainments Act and ministers have passed both 
permanent and short-term amendments under the act, including for film screenings, family pool and snooker 
centres, Easter carnivals, ice arenas, family entertainment centres and Timezone. Clearly, the act as it stands no 
longer reflects community attitudes, as members have noticed. The process of having to apply for exemptions to 
the Sunday Entertainments Act is unnecessarily burdensome on Western Australian businesses and an inefficient 
use of government resources. There is already a sufficient level of government oversight of those sort of activities 
so it is appropriate that the bill is repealed. 

We welcome the opposition’s support for the repeal of the bill. We hope that it progresses. We will see what happens. 
In this chamber, we do not control what happens in the other chamber. There we have it. Standing here as the 
Minister for Commerce, I just do my best. There are a lot of priorities. As members have noted, I have presented 
a plethora of bills to this chamber. We try to fit them in a sensible order. We have another important bill coming 
up tomorrow for second reading. It will take the headcount to fifty-eight if it gets through. I gave notice of it today: 
the Building and Construction Industry (Security of Payment) Bill 2020. It will revolutionise the construction 
industry and the payment of subcontractors. If you are going to reform government, you just keep bringing forward 
the important bills and reforms, and hope that Parliament is able to deal with them all. 

With those concluding remarks, I thank the members of the opposition for their contributions and support, and of 
course I thank the members of the government for their support. I shall retreat to my seat some 40 minutes short 
of my allotted time! 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Butler — Minister for Commerce) [8.37 pm]: Although this is the fifty-seventh time, 
I still require prompting from the Leader of the House. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: You have to move that the bill be read a third time. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I know; I have just been prompted for the fifty-seventh time. I move — 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 

House adjourned at 8.38 pm 
__________ 
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