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ECONOMICS AND INDUSTRY STANDING COMMITTEE 
Fifth Report - Annual Report 2005-06 

MS J.A. RADISICH (Swan Hills) [11.18 am]:  I present for tabling the annual report for 2005-06 of the 
Economics and Industry Standing Committee. 

[See paper 2012.] 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  It gives me great pleasure today to speak to the Economics and Industry Standing 
Committee�s annual report.  It is fortuitous that the government has responded today to the committee�s first 
report - brought down earlier this year - which was the inquiry into the production and marketing of foodstuffs.  I 
use this opportunity of tabling the annual report to comment on not only the past year of activity within the 
Economics and Industry Standing Committee, but also the government�s response to its major inquiry into the 
food we eat in Western Australia. 

I am pleased to advise members that today is a very exciting day for Western Australia because the government 
has announced that it will introduce, as per the Economics and Industry Standing Committee�s 
recommendations, a new scheme into Western Australia for the voluntary certification and marketing of 
foodstuffs, which is the Buy WA Food First scheme.  I am very pleased that the Minister for Agriculture and 
Food and his department have taken up the committee�s suggestion.  Furthermore, the minister has committed 
$300 000 in the first year to implement the new Buy WA Food First scheme.  This is a great win for all Western 
Australians who are concerned about the quality of the food that we buy in our supermarkets and which we eat in 
our homes.  It is a very exciting day.  In addition, it is noteworthy that the government has supported all 11 
recommendations of the Economics and Industry Standing Committee�s food report.  Again, it is not always the 
case that the government accepts all the recommendations proposed by bipartisan committees that operate in this 
place.  It is a great reflection on the work of all members of the committee and the depth to which we 
investigated the production and marketing of food in this state that the government has accepted all 11 
recommendations.   

It is important to note that the state government will lobby the federal government to reinstate testing for DDT in 
all food, including imported food.  This is another step forward.  Previously, DDT testing had been abolished on 
the basis that it was a chemical that is no longer allowed to be used in Australia.  However, the committee 
revealed that DDT is used in agriculture in some countries from which we import food.  It is great to know that 
efforts will be made to reinstate testing for DDT.   

Another major win for the committee is that the government has agreed to implement improved education and 
training opportunities for Department of Health officers.  This will be reflected in the Food Bill 2005 when it is 
enacted.  The result will be that the environmental health officers who implement the regulations attached to the 
Food Bill will have better support to enable them to do their job to service all consumers.   

The Department of Health�s pesticide residue survey will be strengthened and made more frequent.  Currently, 
the pesticide residue survey is undertaken every two to three years.  Today, the minister announced that the 
pesticide residue survey will occur every year.  An annual survey is a great win.  The survey will include much 
more thorough testing for pesticides that have long-term effects and food traceability within that testing.  It was 
revealed in the committee�s report that there are a lot of organochlorines and other pesticides that cause long-
term side effects to humans, including cancer and other diseases.  It is great that we will have a more vigorous 
testing system to ensure the quality of food for Western Australians.  It will also include testing for chemicals 
that are banned for use in Western Australia so that we can rely on the quality of food that comes from other 
parts of the country and the world.   

It is important to note that the committee�s recommendation for mandatory chemical handling training has been 
accepted by the government.  Farm workers will be required to undertake mandatory chemical handling training, 
which currently is not the practice in this state.  Again, it is another step forward to improved safety standards for 
food in Western Australia.  I could not be more pleased with the government�s response.   

In the committee�s annual report 2005-06, I note that I was disappointed in the time the government has taken to 
respond to the food inquiry.  The standing orders provide for a government response to be made within 90 days.  
On behalf of the parliamentary secretary assisting the Minister for Agriculture and Food, the Minister for Police 
and Emergency Services acknowledged the time delay.  I understand, and it has been pointed out by the Minister 
for Agriculture and Food, that because of the nature and complexity of our recommendations, it took some time 
for the department to work up its response to our inquiry and to commit the funds for the voluntary certification 
of a marketing and food campaign, which will be �Buy WA Food First�.  Again, that is a great win for all 
Western Australians.   
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Now that the committee has concluded its food inquiry, it has a self-directed inquiry into information and 
communications technology.  The committee is currently looking at the assistance that is available to business to 
develop ICT; the nature of assistance available to business to market ICT; the effectiveness of support given to 
the local sector by the state government, including an evaluation of procurement processes; and any other issues 
that the committee deems relevant to ICT in Western Australia.  This inquiry has generated a great deal of 
interest by the community.  People who are involved with ICT include companies in the mining sector, venture 
capitalists, innovators, entrepreneurs, small and medium enterprises and large businesses.   

The committee has been out and about to promote the ICT inquiry and get feedback from relevant stakeholders 
in the community.  The most frequent questions asked of me about the ICT inquiry are: what is the committee�s 
agenda, what is the committee trying to achieve and what is it all about?  The response to those questions is that 
there is no hidden agenda, but not everyone believes that response.  The committee, which comprises members 
from the Labor, Liberal and National Parties, is committed to ensuring that we have the broadest scope of 
opportunities to build our economy into the future.  We know that the traditional economic base of this state is 
mining and resources, and the committee wants to ensure that the government is doing everything it can to 
promote technologies that not only support our traditional industries, but also will enable new ones in the future.  
That is precisely the role of the ICT industry in Western Australia - so far, so good.  Through the many briefings, 
site visits, hearings and research we have undertaken, we are getting great feedback and interest in the matter.  
By working with the stakeholders and, ultimately, with government, we will, as we have shown by our 
contribution to the food inquiry, make a sound contribution to the development of ICT in Western Australia.   

I will move on to other parts of the annual report.  First, I will refer to the general operations of the committee.  
In the last reporting period it has held 25 hearings in 21 sitting weeks, which is a very sound workload for a 
committee of its nature.  I commend all members of the committee for their commitment to the shared policy 
goals that we have developed as a team.  It is refreshing, exciting and stimulating for me as the chairperson to 
have the commitment of all the committee members to work towards goals that will benefit whichever party is in 
government but, more importantly, will benefit industry and citizens in Western Australia.   

It is worth noting that the standing orders of the Parliament outline a number of responsibilities of committee 
functions and powers that simply cannot be fulfilled.  The standing orders provide that - 

 The functions of each committee are to review and report to the Assembly on -  

  (a) the outcomes and administration of the departments within the committee�s portfolio 
responsibilities;  

  (b) annual reports of government departments laid on the Table of the House;  

  (c) the adequacy of legislation and regulations within its jurisdiction; and  

  (d) any matters referred to it by the Assembly . . .  

These extensive functions and powers of the committee apply to all standing committees of Parliament.  As the 
standing orders are worded, these functions and powers compel a committee to conduct reviews on the portfolio 
jurisdiction that the committee has, including reviewing annual reports.  More than 300 departmental reports are 
tabled each year, and the Economics and Industry Committee has the greatest theoretical workload, given its 
portfolio allocation, than any other committee.  It has within its jurisdiction 19 of the economic portfolios.  With 
our staff of one principal research officer and one research officer and a committee of five it is simply impossible 
to undertake the work that is formally prescribed in the standing orders.  It is the committee�s contention, and it 
has been included in its submission to the Procedure and Privileges Committee�s review into the Legislative 
Assembly committee system and other matters, that the standing orders be changed to more accurately reflect the 
reality of the work that committees undertake on a regular basis.  Instead of being described in broad terms, as is 
now the case, the standing orders should be refreshed to make sense in practice.  As I said, the Economics and 
Industry Standing Committee made a submission to the Standing Committee on Procedure and Privileges.  It is 
important for members to know that, given the contents of our annual report. 

Another matter agreed on by the committee was the recommendation that the position of deputy chair be 
formalised under the standing orders of the Legislative Assembly.  Times arise in this and other committees 
when the chairperson cannot attend a meeting or hearing.  For the sake of continuity in the relationship between 
staff and committee members and communication with the public, stakeholders and people who give evidence at 
hearings, the committee believes that the position of deputy chair should be formally included in the standing 
orders.  The committee has actually elected a deputy chair, the member for Greenough, who could not be present 
in the chamber today. 

As I said, we made a submission to the PPC during the year.  The committee became aware in its research for the 
submission that all other states and territories of Australia have updated the nomenclature of their standing 
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orders to reflect a gender-neutral language; for instance, they have changed the terminology from �chairman� to 
either �chair� or �chairperson�.  The committee raises this point with the Parliament and asks that due 
consideration be given to it so that the Parliament can become a more modern parliamentary jurisdiction like 
other jurisdictions in Australia.   

I have raised the issue before and it is the committee�s view that the issue be raised again of the independence 
and autonomy of committees in the work they undertake.  Our committee has found the processes that apply to 
the committee system in the Legislative Assembly inadequate.  We feel that they are overly bureaucratic and do 
not facilitate the smooth and efficient operation of the committee.  We again, through the PPC review, made a 
number of suggestions to improve these processes.  I have raised this issue in this chamber previously and you, 
Mr Speaker, have responded to me.  However, it is the committee�s view that there has been no change that has 
significantly streamlined the processes of the committee.  I will therefore continue to raise this issue until some 
change occurs.  We are particularly concerned about the lack of a specific budget allocation to the committee 
system, particularly one that is transparent in the overall Assembly operations.  The committees in other 
parliamentary jurisdictions around the country, such as Queensland and Victoria, have specific budget 
allocations.  A specific budget allocation gives them firm goalposts within which to work and for which they are 
accountable.  The Northern Territory Parliament has a slightly different system in that each committee there has 
a notional budget allocation.  I raise this issue because frequently our committee is required to advertise its 
inquiries, including inquiries that are referred to it by this chamber as well as self-initiated inquiries.  Clearly, it 
is appropriate to advertise any inquiry in a number of local and national newspapers, which is an undertaking 
that involves significant expenditure.  As mentioned in the annual report, in the past year the Economics and 
Industry Standing Committee sought independent legal advice, which was a costly undertaking.  It is the 
committee�s view that outlining the parameters of the budget system within which the committee operates, 
including the chair, members and staff, will actually provide a more transparent system for everybody.  It would 
be a better system for the Parliament as a whole and certainly better for the operation of each committee.  Other 
budgetary considerations obviously include travel, which committees are required to undertake from time to 
time, whether it be intrastate, interstate or international travel.  Again it is my view that the current system is 
inadequate.  A pro forma benchmarked application form could be created so that all committee staff work from 
the same base in making applications to the Speaker, whether the application be for advertising, independent 
advice, travel or any other matter that arises during a committee�s work.  This would make it easier for the staff 
to meet the standards that must be applied stringently and strenuously in this place and so that all members of 
Parliament are accountable to the public for any public expenditure. 
Mr Speaker, may I have an extension of time? 

The SPEAKER:  Twenty minutes is the time allotted.  There is no capacity to extend that time. 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I think I have had an extension before, but if that is your ruling, Mr Speaker - 
The SPEAKER:  The matter is covered by standing orders. 
Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I thank all the committee members who have worked with the committee in the past 12 
months: my deputy, the member for Greenough; our new member Dr Judy Edwards, the member for Maylands, 
and the members for Collie-Wellington and Serpentine-Jarrahdale.  I also acknowledge the contribution made by 
the members for Vasse and Mandurah, who were members of the committee during the reporting period.  I have 
only one more minute and I want to mention the current staffing situation in the committee.  I thank them for 
their efforts in introducing this report and others. 

Point of Order 
Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I am keen for an extension of time.  Can you, Mr Speaker, advise me whether there is any 
capacity for that to be offered? 

The SPEAKER:  The time limits for debate are set out in the standing orders at page 61 and indicate that the 
chairmen of committees have 20 minutes, committee members have 10 minutes each, and other members, by 
leave, have 10 minutes each.  They are the standing orders.  If the member wishes to move a suspension of 
standing orders, that appears to be the only way to alter them.   

Debate Resumed 

Mr T.G. Stephens interjected. 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  A bush lawyer�s advice!  I am not talking about your advice, Mr Speaker, but about that 
of my colleague the member for Central Kimberley-Pilbara! 

I thank all my staff who have contributed over this time: Jovita Hogan, Karen Hall and Jessica Shaw.  I am 
concerned about the level of turnover in staff in the committee office because it has challenged the continuity of 
the committee.  I note that the turnover of staff is occurring not only in the committee office but also in the 
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Assembly chamber.  That causes me some concern but I am sure that matter will be dealt with in other places.  
Our committee staff are very highly skilled and valuable to us.  I think they would probably be worth a lot more 
in the private sector than they are currently being paid, and I acknowledge and thank them for their efforts 
because their contribution to better public policy outcomes is helping to make a great difference in this state.  
Any opportunity for better promotional pathways for our staff is to be encouraged, together with the 
implementation of more staff development, staff retention strategies and family-friendly workplaces so that the 
Legislative Assembly is able to keep its outstanding staff in the Assembly and in the committee office. 

MR A.J. SIMPSON (Serpentine-Jarrahdale) [11.40 am]:  I acknowledge the Chairman of the Economics and 
Industry Standing Committee and member for Swan Hills, and my colleagues the members for Maylands, 
Greenough and Collie-Wellington.  I also acknowledge the staff, including Jovita Hogan; Jessica Shaw, who was 
with us for a short time; and prior to both of them, Karen Hall.   

While I have been a member of the committee, it has provided the house with a report on food labelling.  That 
was a fantastic report and included some great recommendations.  It was in that inquiry that I learnt what 
committees do.  The amount of work the committee did and the report it published were fantastic.  I was really 
impressed with the committee�s achievement.   

The current report is on the information technology industry.  I must declare that I have an interest in that as the 
shadow minister for information technology and communications in this state.  It is a great industry about which 
I am very passionate.  We should be encouraging the development of that industry in this state because when the 
boom ends it will be one of the fastest-growing industries well established in this state.  It will be a great industry 
to be involved in and it will provide jobs in the future.  Therefore, I was excited by the committee�s inquiry into 
that industry.  Every week we went out to meet the players in the industry and we came away impressed with 
what they are doing.  It was great to hear what is happening in the industry.  That is one of the reasons I am very 
excited about the whole committee system of this Parliament.  It provides industries with a voice about what they 
are doing.   

I am a member of two committees of this Parliament: the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation 
and the Economics and Industry Standing Committee.  Both committees do a lot of work.  However, we have 
come across a few problems in the Economics and Industry Standing Committee in obtaining funds to hold 
proper inquiries.  During the food labelling inquiry, the committee needed to get advice from a lawyer.  We had 
difficulty finding one who would do the work for what we were prepared to pay him.  Our funds were limited.  
That legal advice would have helped the committee obtain the best outcome possible.  Something must be done 
to provide committees with the ability to do what is necessary to hold inquiries and produce reports to this house.  
It is dangerous when a committee does not have enough money to get the legal advice it needs to hold proper 
hearings.  The report will be tabled in Parliament, and the committee needs to get its facts right.  The chairman 
referred to what happens in the committee systems in other states of Australia.  They seem to have the funds to 
provide proper outcomes for their Parliaments.  It seems that committees in this state will have to continue to go 
cap in hand to the Parliament to ask for funds, and that process does not assist the committees to work as well as 
they should.   

I have been a member of the Economics and Industry Standing Committee for just over 12 months, so I am not 
new anymore. 

Ms J.A. Radisich:  Has it been that long? 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  I think it has. 

Ms J.A. Radisich:  Time certainly flies when you are having fun! 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  It does.  The member for Swan Hills is right; it is fun and it is exciting.  We meet only on 
Wednesday mornings, and the work we do in that time is amazing.  Again, I must thank our staff for the work 
they do and the way they put everything together.  In the 12 months that I have been a member of the Economics 
and Industry Standing Committee, they have done a fantastic job, as has the chairman, the member for Swan 
Hills.  However, funding of the committee system must be looked at.  I support the member for Swan Hills in the 
tabling of the report. 
 


