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Division 11:  Agriculture, $120 243 000 - 
Mr D.A. Templeman, Chairman. 

Mr F.M. Logan, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries. 

Mr I.G. Longson, Acting Director General. 

Mr M.J. Marsh, Executive Director, Corporate Services. 

Mr D.J. Hartley, Executive Director, Agricultural Resource Management. 

Mr C.W. Thorn, Executive Director, Animal Industries. 

Mr G.M. Wilson, Director, Planning and Evaluation. 

Mr LONGSON:  Could I start by apologising for my delay in getting here.  I accompanied the Minister for 
Agriculture to the Primary Industries Ministerial Council meeting in Adelaide.  The flight just landed.  
Therefore, I appreciate the forbearance of the committee. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  I refer to agriculture resource management, which appears on page 223.  The first dot 
point refers to managing salinity in the south west and in the pastoral areas.  The minister’s press release dated 7 
May states that $8 million has been allocated within the agriculture portfolio this year for managing salinity.  
Where will these funds come from, and for what projects will they be used?  Is there funding in the agriculture 
budget for the National Action Plan for Salinity and Water Quality?  How much is there, and for what projects 
will it be used? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I can give the member a breakdown of the salinity expenditure for this year and the out years 
as well.  The member is aware, of course, that agreement has been reached with the Commonwealth about 
matching funding, and we have resolved our disagreement about whether it was new money, old money or 
yesterday’s money.  I will give the salinity expenditure on a departmental basis; that may be of assistance to the 
member for Wagin.  In the 2004-05 budget, the Department of Agriculture will expend $8.475 million, the 
Department of Conservation and Land Management will expend $8.05 million and the Department of 
Environment will expend $4.04 million.  That totals $20.565 million for the 2004-05 financial year.  I will refer 
to the way in which some of that money has been identified.  The member is well aware that funds from the sale 
of AlintaGas were set aside as an argument for matching funding from the Natural Resource Management and 
Natural Heritage Trust money.  AlintaGas funds that have been freed up for expenditure for tackling salinity in 
2004-05 will total $16.026 million.  I will explain how some of the money will be expended, which is what the 
member is driving at with regard to projects.  Obviously the member is aware that many of the projects that will 
be implemented - 

[8.00 pm] 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The parliamentary secretary has explained to us where just $46 million will be spent.  There 
is about another $120 million to go.  

[Mr A.J. Dean took the Chair.]  

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  That is correct.  It will be expended over some time.  It will not go up the wall in one go.  As 
the member is aware, many of the projects will be identified by the NRM and catchment groups and be driven 
from the ground - 

Mr W.J. McNEE:  The Government has been saying that for years and absolutely nothing has happened - 
absolutely nothing. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Order, members!  Just because there has been a change of chairman, it does not mean it is 
time to take liberties with the Chair.   

Mr W.J. McNEE:  The parliamentary secretary is mucking around again.   

The CHAIRMAN:  The parliamentary secretary has the call. 

Mr W.J. McNEE:  The Government has no idea of what it is doing.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  The member for Moore raises this issue every year, and he is right to raise it; salinity is a 
critical issue in many areas of Australia.  The member for Moore was cranky last year and the year before 
because of access to commonwealth government funds.  The member’s criticism was that the State Government 
was fluffing around trying to get access to that funding.   

Mr W.J. McNEE:  Do not blame the Commonwealth Government.  It is your Government that does not know 
what it is doing.   
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Mr F.M. LOGAN:  With regard to expenditure - this is something we cannot get out of -  

Mr W.J. McNEE:  The parliamentary secretary should tell me which projects.  Is it the project at lake Woop 
Woop, or where is it?  What are the projects?  That was the question the member for Wagin asked, and the 
parliamentary secretary has not answered it.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I will come to those in a minute.  One thing the member should be aware of - I am sure that 
he is, but he fails to tell Parliament and he has failed to mention it here tonight during the estimates committee - 
is that the Commonwealth has dictated how the money is to be spent.  The member knows that and I know that.   

Mr W.J. McNEE:  The parliamentary secretary has been blaming everyone.  Why not blame Aunt Mabel and 
Uncle Bobby?   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  The member likes dishing it out but he cannot duck the issue.   

Mr W.J. McNEE:  I am not ducking the issue.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  The member is ducking the issue.  The Commonwealth Government sets down the rules of 
expenditure.  The member knows that the rules are that the projects will be identified by those local groups.   

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  I do not think he knows that.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I do not think he does either.   

The CHAIRMAN:  Order, members!  This is not a discussion. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  The rules are set.  It is not a matter of the State Government riding into town and saying that 
we are from the Government and we are here to help.  The NRM and catchment groups are duty-bound to 
identify and bring the projects to the Government.   

Mr W.J. McNEE:  The Government will fill my mailbox with literature.  That is all it will do.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I said I would speak about some of those projects but the member for Moore jumped the gun, 
as usual.  With regard to expenditure on projects the State Government has identified, as opposed to the projects 
identified by the NRM groups, salinity expenditure in the 2004-05 budget provides $1.275 million for a 
catchment demonstration initiative.  The 2004-05 budget provides $1.83 million for the continuation of the 
engineering evaluation initiative, which is the deep drainage project.  Members opposite know that that project 
has been identified as a key area.  An amount of $300 000 has been provided to set up the infrastructure for 
tackling salinity.  That money will be spent on regional land care coordinators, for example.  Provision of 
$300 000 has been made for administration.  Some $5.2 million has been provided for plantation forestry to 
tackle salinity.  The Collie recovery program has been awarded $6.9 million.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  That is last year’s funding.  That is part of the $31 million for last year.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  The member for Wagin asked what is in the forthcoming budget.  I have just identified how 
much of that money is being spent in the forthcoming budget on the Collie catchment.  That was the question 
asked.   

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  Is the money provided for the national action plan for the Collie catchment part of the 
Wellington Dam project?  Will the State Government fund that?   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  That is exactly what it is.  The Wellington Dam is one of the projects of the Collie recovery, 
which is included in that $6.9 million.  In total, State and federal Governments are anticipated to spend about 
$80 million a year on salinity and water quality issues over the next four years.  That money will not be spent at 
once; $80 million a year will be spent.  As I pointed out to members opposite, the Department of Agriculture and 
the Department of Conservation and Land Management have identified a number of projects on which that 
money can be spent effectively.  However, the NRM groups must identify projects when the Commonwealth 
Government sets the rules of expenditure and provides federal money.  The member for Moore might shake his 
head, but if he wants to change that, he should talk to his colleagues in Canberra.   

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  I refer to the interception of significant pests, diseases and weeds listed on page 230 of the 
Budget Statements.  I also note that there has been considerable concern about the imported red fire ant.  I would 
like the parliamentary secretary to outline the steps that have been taken by the State to ensure its eradication.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN: For the member for Girrawheen’s information, the imported red fire ant does not reside in 
Western Australia.   

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  I refer to the prevention program.   
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Mr F.M. LOGAN:  It is a prevention program primarily for the problem in Queensland, in and around Brisbane 
in particular, where a number of imported red fire ants have been identified.  The prevention program outlines 
how all the States of Australia can contribute to eradicating the pest.  All the States have got together and are 
funding the eradication of that pest because of the danger it poses to all States.  The imported red fire ant can 
spread quickly.  The Department of Agriculture wishes to isolate it and get rid of it as quickly as possible.  It has 
been identified in Queensland.  The agriculture department in Queensland has been fairly successful in wiping 
out a significant number of ants.  It is nearly in control of the problem.  Nevertheless, all States are contributing 
to assist Queensland’s agriculture department address the issue.  The Western Australian Government will 
provide a total of $1.4 million in 2004-05 for that eradication program.  Some $907 000 will be funded in 2005-
06, and $493 000 will be funded in 2006-07.  In total, the Western Australian Government’s contribution to that 
eradication effort will be $8.42 million between 2004 and 2007.   

[8.10 pm] 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I refer the parliamentary secretary to page 221 and to the total budget appropriation and 
forward estimates.  There appears to be a cut of 1.9 per cent with the 2004-05 budget, which follows a large 
number of cuts in the past three years.  That appears to be the case based on an inflation rate of 2.5 per cent.  Can 
the parliamentary secretary confirm that?  There has been a lot of toing-and-froing in the rural Press about 
whether there is an $8 million or $7.8 million cut, given the acting director’s comments to the rural Press.  Can 
the parliamentary secretary explain the situation with the agriculture budget and whether it has gone down or up?  
A lot of people talk about a lot of things.  I have a whole lot of questions I want to ask on how the money is 
being spent.  Can the parliamentary secretary confirm whether there has been a real cut to the budget of 1.9 per 
cent?   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I will pass that question to Mr Longson in a moment.  The appropriation is the first line item 
on page 221, and decreases from 2003-04 to 2004-05.  That is a decrease, and it is primarily a result of the 
ending of a number of funding programs, such as the dairy industry restructuring program and the drought 
assistance program.  A significant number of other programs are now coming to an end.  The member for 
Warren-Blackwood is aware of that.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I am aware of those kinds of things, but I want an honest answer on the position of the 
agriculture budget in real terms.  Obviously programs were in place in the past and have terminated.  I note with 
interest, having sat in on the estimates debate over the past couple of days, that every time projects fall off the 
budget, the Government claims that the budget is maintained in real terms, but when new capital items are in the 
budget, it claims that it has increased in real terms.  The Government cannot have it both ways.  We will get to 
the bottom of this in the end.  We will not go away.  Has the budget been maintained in real terms?   

Mr LONGSON:  It is correct to say that the total appropriation for 2004-05 of $120.243 million is down 1.2 per 
cent on the budget for 2003-04.  That is a fact.  However, we are quick to point out the major reason for that.  I 
think we got a little mixed up in some of the discussion about the fall off in project funding and whether that 
really affects the outputs.  Page 221 deals with the appropriation.  A large amount of that is made up of changes 
to accrual adjustments, such as depreciation, capital user charges and superannuation.  That takes $3.3 million 
off the $121.595 million of the previous year’s budget.  In actual cash terms the Government has provided an 
increase in that appropriation of $1.961 million.  There are some ins and outs.  The net effect is that the facts 
show a reduction in the budget by 1.2 per cent, but in cash terms it would actually be an increase of about one 
per cent.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Does that take inflation into account?   

Mr LONGSON:  No, that does not take inflation into account.  It is an increase of about one per cent in the cash 
budget.  Offsetting that is the increase in commonwealth and industry funding.  Of course, the other factor is that 
the Government has provided increased capital funding for 2004-05.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I will add to that answer by providing some details.  The member for Warren-Blackwood 
also asked under the fisheries division whether the net recurrent base was keeping up with inflation.  I will 
provide some detail.  The net recurrent base for 2002-03 was $85.1 million.  The budget for 2003-04 is 
$86.7 million.  The member is asking whether, when everything is stripped away, there is an increase in the 
recurrent budget.  The answer is yes.  What is the size of the net increase?  It is just over two per cent.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  That is not what the acting director just said.  I will follow up on that.  As far as I am 
concerned, the estimates committee debate is a time for a minister or parliamentary secretary to tell the 
Opposition and the public of Western Australia what a good job the Government is doing.  This is a rare 
opportunity for the parliamentary secretary to be open and honest and to tell everybody as it is and what it is.  If 
there is a reduction, he should tell us.  The estimates debate is really a farce.  Government members take up time 
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when they can ask questions of ministers or parliamentary secretaries every day of the week if they have an 
issue, rather than let the Opposition ask questions and allow the parliamentary secretary or minister to articulate 
what a good job the Government is doing.  I cannot see what he is frightened about. 

The CHAIRMAN:  The member for Warren-Blackwood is out of order.  I call the member for Eyre. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I am not out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN:  The member has not asked a question.  On what line item has he asked a question?   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I was following up on the overall budget situation.  I was telling the parliamentary secretary 
that he had said that there was a two per cent increase and that the acting director had said that there was not.   

The CHAIRMAN:  The member was making a statement.  I call the member for Eyre.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  It is only a few pennies anyway.  Who cares?  He should tell the truth.   

The CHAIRMAN:  Does the member for Eyre have a question? 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  No.  I may do if the opposition members get out of control. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I am not out of control.  I have not started yet.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Mr Chairman, I do not want to let that point - 

The CHAIRMAN:  No; it was a statement, not a question.  The member for Girrawheen has the call.   

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  Thank you, Mr Chairman. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The member for Girrawheen is wasting our time.   

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  I think this question is very important. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The member for Girrawheen would not have a clue about agriculture, and she knows it.   

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  Anyone who lives in a rural town should be concerned about this issue.  I am concerned that 
the member for Warren-Blackwood is not worried about it.  I refer the parliamentary secretary to the first dot 
point on page 238, which touches on an assessment of infrastructure at risk from salinity.  That is a very 
important issue, member for Warren-Blackwood.  I am particularly interested in the action that is being taken to 
overcome the effects of salinity on infrastructure within towns.  Will the parliamentary secretary outline the 
action that is being taken on salinity?   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I am a little surprised by the member for Warren-Blackwood’s outburst.  It is not Thursday 
after all!  It is only Wednesday. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The only times I have been thrown out of Parliament have been on a Tuesday or 
Wednesday.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I am sure the member for Warren-Blackwood does want to go home.  However, it is out of 
order for him to get thrown out on a Wednesday.  I have pointed out the expenditure on salinity and the 
Government’s general direction on salinity to the member for Wagin, and also to the member for Moore because 
of his interjections.  I am not sure whether someone from the Department of Agriculture can answer the question 
on the impact of salinity on infrastructure.   

Mr LONGSON:  Was the member for Girrawheen referring to the rural towns infrastructure project?   

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  Yes.   

Mr LONGSON:  There is a budget of $6 million over three years.  That is in our forward estimates.  The 
estimate at the moment is that salinity damage is a cost to 38 towns under the scheme, and that this will amount 
to more than $55 million over the next 30 years if we do not do something about it.  Part of the National Action 
Plan for Salinity and Water Quality program and the Government’s $158 million matching program is focused 
on the rural towns project.   

[8.20 pm] 

Mr W.J. McNEE:  That is just another trick.  The Liberal Government dug the bores and you people have done 
absolutely nothing.   

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  Is that a question?   

Mr W.J. McNEE:  No, I am telling the truth.  You blokes might not like it but it is time you heard it.  My next 
question is a simple one.  There is a lack of labour on farms in the rural areas.  Farm operators are absolutely 
desperate for mechanics.  There are heaps of jobs out there.  What is this Government going to do about it?  Is it 
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likely that it will try to perhaps get some visas or approach the Commonwealth Government and do something?  
What is this Government going to do about the problem from this department’s point of view?   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  In respect of one trade that the member has identified -   

Mr W.J. McNEE:  I just mentioned one, but there are others.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  The member for Moore is quite right; there is a shortage of labour in the country, and we will 
get somebody to respond on that.  I will just talk about the trade he identified that is in critical shortage in the 
country and is a critical trade for agriculture generally; that is, plant, motor and general mechanics.  I speak from 
a fair bit of experience on this matter as that is my trade.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  In the agricultural area?   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I have worked on everything from generators through to dump trucks.  The shortage has 
always been there.  The reason I am sitting here is that the problem has always been there.  A person can walk 
into Australia as a mechanic any time of the night or day and get a job, and mechanics have been able to do that 
for the past 30 or 40 years.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  They did not give you the 10 quid.  If they gave you 10 quid, we will give it back to you.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  If the member’s car needs fixing, he should just hand it over to me and I will fix it right up 
for him!   

Mr W.J. McNEE:  I understand all that, but what is this department going to do about the shortage?   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  It is also a problem in the metropolitan region.  Garages cannot get mechanics.  Companies 
in the metropolitan region using heavy earthmoving equipment and agricultural machinery cannot get fitters or 
mechanics.  This problem has not just arisen; it has been around for 20 or 30 years.  As the member knows, I 
have a background in the unions and I have been on a number of parliamentary and general industry committees 
here and in the eastern States that have looked at how we can overcome this problem.  The problem is the drop-
out rate.  Mechanics do their apprenticeship and then spend an average of four years in the industry before 
dropping out and going into a completely different line of work.   

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  Such as politics! 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  They go into politics, that is right, and various other devious callings!  Try as industry, 
companies and unions might, it is very difficult to overcome that problem.  I do not know how that problem can 
be overcome for that particular craft and trade, which is critical for the agricultural industry.  The Minister for 
Education and Training has had a parliamentary secretary, the member for Peel, Norman Marlborough, working 
on a skills shortage program over the past year that was primarily aimed at the Burrup Peninsula but has since 
grown to address the issue of skills shortages across the whole of the State.  A number of programs have been 
put in place to, for example, fast-track people through apprenticeships to get significantly more people into the 
trades and into the country and metropolitan regions.  Whether they will stay there or stay in the trade is another 
issue; we cannot handcuff people to the lift in the garage.  As a union organiser, I understood that it came down 
to conditions and money for mechanics.  Getting general farm labour is a problem, and the minister is well aware 
of that.  I will pass over to an adviser to respond on how the department seeks to address that matter.   
Mr LONGSON:  The issue particularly came to a head last year with the large crop that was harvested in 
Western Australia.  The farming organisations certainly made us aware that there were problems sourcing labour 
for harvesting, in particular truck driving, which was of course -   
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Only old blokes were left.   
Mr W.J. McNEE:  They would not fill in the forms.   

Mr LONGSON:  Yes, the problem was exacerbated by the changes to the licensing arrangements at the same 
time as we had a bumper crop.  We were certainly very aware of the problem.  We started work on researching 
the issue with the companies involved in the recruitment of rural labour.  The minister also became involved and 
has established a task force to look at what can be done, what is needed to increase the availability of labour and 
the training issues for labour.  I think there is untapped potential in people who have - I will not say retired - time 
available to do seasonal work, particularly in the cropping areas.  They are either at the young stage of their 
career or the old stage of their career, if I can put it that way.  We think there is huge untapped potential out there 
and we are wondering if there is not a bit of broking to be done.  The department and the minister’s task force is 
looking at what can be done about it because it certainly is a very real problem.   
Mr T.K. WALDRON:  Are shearers included in that task force?  The coordination of shearing training and the 
like seems to be a real problem.   
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Mr LONGSON:  It is also on the radar screen.   
Mr T.K. WALDRON:  I refer to the final dot point on page 234, which states -  

Assisted with the planning for replacement livestock facilities at Midland.  A state-of-the-art livestock 
centre will be constructed at Muchea.   

Is there a funding allocation in the 2004-05 budget for this purpose; what will be the total cost of the Muchea 
facility; when is it likely that construction will be started; and what is the value of Midland saleyards site?  

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  We cannot tell the member that, otherwise we would have to kill him! 

Mr W.J. McNEE:  I thought this Government was open and accountable.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Not before we sell the land, member for Moore.   

Mr W.J. McNEE:  That is not what the Labor Party said before the election.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I point out to the member that, primarily, that question falls under the Western Australian 
Meat Industry Authority, which is a statutory body and is not an on-budget report.  Nevertheless, in trying to 
address the question I will pass over to Mr Longson.   

Mr LONGSON:  The comment on page 234 relates to the activities of the Department of Agriculture in assisting 
the Meat Industry Authority, whose budget is not part of this division.  Our work consists of managing the risk 
of the project.  Mr Mike Marsh chairs a committee comprising someone from Treasury and Mr Mike Donnelly, 
the Chief Executive Officer of the Meat Industry Authority.  We also provide some technical, economist and 
accounting support to its planning for the relocation.  The project is run under the Meat Industry Authority and it 
might be more appropriate to direct those questions to that authority.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  For the member’s information, stage 1 of the project has been announced and will involve 
the determination of the cost of the land purchase, which is currently in negotiation with the vendor; verification 
of any obstacles or excessive costs associated with the Muchea land, which is effectively a due diligence study 
that is under way at the moment; verification of the cost of the design of construction stages, which is currently 
also being undertaken; and a due diligence study of the valuation and remediation of the Midland and Hazelmere 
land.  The industry and community consultation process, through a project steering committee, will continue 
with all stakeholders. That is stage one.  

[8.30 pm] 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  So we are a fair way from the actual construction stage of the yards at Muchea?  

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Yes, that is right.  The design and engineering stage is going through now, but in terms of 
bricks and mortar, construction has not yet begun.  

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I refer the parliamentary secretary to page 223 of the Budget Statements, and comments that 
were made in response to a question from the member for Wagin about managing the salinity issue.  I understand 
that the Department of Agriculture is putting in about $8.5 million; the Department of Conservation and Land 
Management is contributing $8 million; the Department of Environmental Protection, $4 million; and the 
AlintaGas money is about $16 million.  I cannot find the document at the moment, but I understand that some of 
the AlintaGas money and some of these projects were matching funds for the $31 million in the last financial 
year, and that this year there has been a commitment to match the $158 million.  There is a series of 
departmental allocations to those matching funds.  Questions were asked earlier today by both the member for 
Merredin and myself about where those funds appear in each of the budgets.  I suggest that the parliamentary 
secretary make sure that that is coordinated so that we can get an accurate indication of where the funds will 
come from.  My understanding is that in last year’s budget, in the matching funds for the $31 million, funds for 
the engineering evaluation initiative were not fully expended, and by the end of this financial year some funds 
will still not be expended.  In the meantime, of course, something like $32 million for the forestry initiative is 
part of the $158 million, but it seems to me that, like last year, not all these projects have been accredited by the 
Commonwealth.  Do all the various government departments, at an officer level, ensure that all the projects are 
able to be accredited before we actually apply to the Commonwealth?  I do not want this nonsense whereby the 
State blames the Commonwealth and the Commonwealth blames the State, and on we go.  There are a whole 
range of groups in the Avon and other catchments with very good ideas about implementing pilot schemes for 
deep drainage, surface drainage and other measures that are necessary to combat salinity.  As the member for 
Moore said earlier, people in regional Western Australia are very frustrated about the lack of action and the lack 
of practical application of salinity money.  Can the parliamentary secretary tell me whether the Government has 
had all the projects accredited?  How much of last year’s budget has been expended?  Has some of it been 
carried over? I think the parliamentary secretary will understand what I am trying to get at.  
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Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I will reiterate some of the figures we have talked about before, because the member actually 
referred to the totals for the four years.  That is appropriate, and I will break those figures back down again.  The 
member indicated that the State Government committed $31.4 million to the National Action Plan for Salinity 
and Water Quality last year for the years up to 2007-08.  That is how it was structured.  I will give the member 
an idea of where that comes from.  There was $18.7 million from the sale of AlintaGas.  

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  It was sold about four years ago.  

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Thank goodness the previous Government did not spend all the money.  

Mr W.J. McNEE:   We retired a lot of debt.  Think about the interest bill on your railway.  

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  It is funny that the member for Moore should mention that, because one of his colleagues 
said to me today that that money from the sale of AlintaGas would have been spent on the Perth to Mandurah 
railway via Armadale.  

Mr W.J. McNEE:  We would have built it in a sensible way; not like this Government - it is doing crazy things.  

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  The money would not have been spent on salinity; it would not have been spent in the 
country.  It would have been spent on the Perth to Mandurah railway.  The railway would not have been debt 
funded; it would have been cash funded, and that money would have come from the sale of AlintaGas.  

The CHAIRMAN:  The  parliamentary secretary is moving away from the question.  

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I am glad the member for Moore raised it.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The parliamentary secretary knows that even under the previous Government, the 
Commonwealth claimed that not all the projects being proposed were new projects.  There is a temptation on the 
part of Governments to propose projects that are really saving departments money, rather than using new money.  
I am not in favour of the Commonwealth either, but we really need to be honest about this and make sure the 
projects are able to be accredited before we allocate the money, otherwise we are just playing silly buggers, to 
use the farming vernacular.  

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  The member for Warren-Blackwood is quite right in the objective he is seeking.  We are all 
seeking the same objective.  He cannot, however, dismiss the fact that the warehousing by the Government of 
that AlintaGas money so that it could be spent on salinity measures was a good thing.  I know that neither side of 
politics really cares in the end about where the money comes from, as long as it goes into salinity.  Outside this 
Chamber, all of us would agree that the Commonwealth’s attitude to the way in which that joint funding was 
structured was not a good thing.  We were trying get the money on the ground and into projects that will help 
look after the bush and help the people who live in the bush.  I know it appears to be biased, coming from the 
Government, but the idea of warehousing that money was a very good one for Western Australia.   

I will continue on from where I had reached in detailing the expenditure.  That $31.4 million has been committed 
by the State Government to the National Action Plan for Salinity and Water Quality for the period up to 2007-
08.  Of that, $18.7 million has come from the sale of AlintaGas; $6 million has been allocated to the catchment 
demonstration initiative; $4 million, as the member already knows, is allocated to the engineering evaluation 
initiative about drainage; $1.2 million is allocated to regional land care coordinators; and $1.5 million has been 
allocated to administration.  Over the next four years, as I have pointed out, $32.2 million will be committed to 
the State Government’s plantation forests, and $15 million will be for the recovery of -  

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Is that accreditable?  

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  They are; these are the state government initiatives.  Another $15 million has been allocated 
for the recovery of the Collie River and the Wellington Reservoir, and $79.4 million has been allocated to the 
implementation of accredited regional natural resource management policies.  I did raise this before when I was 
answering the question of the member for Wagin.  Part of the expenditure in 2004-05 out to 2007-08 is about 
implementing accredited regional strategies; that is, structuring it in such a way that the proposals coming 
forward from the NRM groups can be accredited by the Commonwealth and therefore attract that funding.  

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I have seen the Avon document.  It was about that thick, and I went to sleep about halfway 
through it.  

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  It is actually there.  That is the whole point of estimates, as the member for Warren-
Blackwood knows.  It gives members the opportunity to go to the line items and ask what is actually in them.  I 
am giving the member that information now.  The amounts allocated are $14 million for 2005-06; $32 million 
for 2006-07; and $33.4 million for 2007-08.  These are the amounts in the $79.4 million that will meet 
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commonwealth requirements, which are being put forward by groups as regional strategies.  To identify some of 
those things, I will ask Mr Hartley to provide some specific information.  

[8.40 pm] 

Mr LONGSON:  Before I pass to Mr Hartley, I interject that the increase in the out years is shown in the forward 
estimates on page 221 of the Budget Statements.  This really amounts to an increase by the State Government 
through the agriculture portfolio of $14 million in 2005-06, $32 million in 2006-07, and $33.4 million in 2007-
08.  That is the translation of the real increases to be applied to this area.  I refer to David Hartley, the executive 
director of agriculture resource management, to provide additional information on project details.  

Mr HARTLEY:  The National Action Plan on Salinity and Water Quality had two very important changes to the 
way natural resource management is delivered.  First, a highly regional strategic approach was adopted in that 
the commonwealth based the program on accreditation of regional strategies.  It said that no more individual 
project funding would be provided.  Regional strategies would be accredited by the State and federal 
Governments.  The second change was the empowerment of community groups, which were given the 
responsibility under the bilateral agreement with the Commonwealth to decide priorities in their areas.  The 
groups are empowered to outline the assets of concern and priority projects.  That is why it is a little difficult to 
be prescriptive about what the projects will be at this stage.  The allocation of the majority of the funding - some 
$80 million of our funding, plus $80 million from the Commonwealth - will be determined by the regional 
priorities as outlined by regional groups.  However, some specific projects have been referred to.  The 
Commonwealth gave us a credit of $6 million for the catchment demonstration initiatives.  The engineering 
evaluation initiative is getting under way.  Unfortunately, it was a little slow because we waited until the 
Commonwealth signed the bilateral agreement in September to double the money available for activities.  The 
projects are under way.   

In addition, we propose the recovery of the Collie catchment, which will be a significant achievement if we can 
turn around a major water supply in the south west.  It will have enormous benefits for agriculture in particular 
with 68 gigalitres of water converted from 700 parts saline to below 500 parts salt.  It will be a significant benefit 
to agriculture.  Also, the plantation forestry project has already been described.  We are in the final stages of 
negotiations with the Commonwealth on both those projects.  We are significantly confident that Collie will be 
approved and accredited.  The Commonwealth is in the process of making us an offer on the plantation project at 
the moment.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Does the Collie catchment project include diverting the east Collie River to the mine voids?   

Mr HARTLEY:  Yes, it does.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  It will require environmental protection approval, and I doubt the department will get it.   

Mr HARTLEY:  In our negotiations with the Commonwealth, we have avoided being too prescriptive about 
what we will do.  The Commonwealth supports community priorities; that is, there must be major community 
input into the process.  The diversion of the east Collie River into a mine void has been a major plank to 
improving local water quality, including plantations and some proposed underground pumping.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The truth of the matter is that we would do it anyway.  If it can be swung, good.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  The member for Warren-Blackwood would be aware of the recent announcement of the 
decrease in salinity in the Denmark River as an example.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  It does not mean a row of beans when it comes to water and combating salinity - 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  It is the first time in Australia, as the member knows - 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  It is a wonderful -  

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  - that a project has shown that continuing increases in salinity can be reversed.  I am not 
saying our Government did it.  

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  It took 30 years.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Exactly.  It involved the plantation of forests in a high rainfall area.  Whether that can be 
achieved also in low rainfall areas, particularly in the wheatbelt, is yet to be seen.   

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  I have a couple of questions relating to biosecurity, which is referred to on page 224.  My 
first question relates to the second dot point, which highlights the significant economic and social impacts of 
animal diseases such as foot-and-mouth and bovine spongioform encephalopathy, or BSE.  Will the 
parliamentary secretary outline what has been done to manage these threats? 
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Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Regarding biosecurity, this program relates to issues identified with BSE and foot-and-mouth 
disease as experienced in the United Kingdom.  A lesson learnt from the UK experience related to the speed at 
which Governments and their environment, health and agriculture departments responded to outbreaks there.  
Significant parliamentary investigation took place into the way both the Government and departments in the UK 
handled the BSE and foot-and-mouth disease.  Many reports castigated heavily the way, and the speed in which, 
it was handled.  Lessons learned from that experience have flowed around the world to other Governments and 
other agricultural departments to ensure it will not occur in other jurisdictions; that is particularly the case in 
Australia.  A trial run exercise was recently conducted, organised by the Commonwealth in conjunction with the 
States, to see how quickly State Governments in coordination with their commonwealth counterpart could 
respond to a possible outbreak of either of those diseases.  The trial indicated that Western Australia in particular 
could respond very quickly.  We have a good infrastructure in place to be able to deal with a rapid outbreak of 
either of those diseases.  Further expenditure is needed for upgrading systems so response times can be shortened 
so such a crisis can be dealt with in a rapid manner.  To that end, money is available in the budget and the three 
out years with an additional $300 000 for 2004-05, an additional $600 000 for 2005-05, an additional 
$1.05 million in 2006-07 and an additional $2 million in 2007-08.  I ask the executive director to give the 
member for Girrawheen an overview of the trial and what is needed in this area.  

[8.50 pm] 

Mr LONGSON:  The operation, called Project Minuter, was run last year as a precaution exercise.  It showed a 
number of things needed to be tightened up.  It is pleasing that the Government has seen fit to increase the 
budget by up to $2 million in the out years, as requested, to put the State in a state of readiness in the 
unfortunate, but highly probably, incident that one day will occur in an outbreak of either of those diseases or 
other exotic diseases.  We are spending quite a bit of time complying with the requirements of our customers, 
including the surveillance of abattoirs for what are called “downer” cows in the United States; that is, cows that 
shows signs of abnormal sickness.  We have a system operating to ensure that vets and farmers report such 
animals.  There is enforcement of our ban on feeding meat products to ruminant animals.  There is quite a bit of 
surveillance and follow up on those activities.  The national livestock identification system has come into being.  
The idea is to have electronic tags on all cattle, other than for exemptions with particular reasons such as in 
pastoral areas in which cattle present a low risk and will go straight to abattoirs or live export.  Those sorts of 
expenditures are covered in the budget.  Admittedly, there is a $1 rebate scheme for producers to access 
electronic ear tags for cattle.  That is largely funded from the cattle industry compensation fund, which is a joint 
industry and government fund. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  I have a question on biosecurity.  I assure the member for Warren-Blackwood that I will then 
be silent for the rest of the evening. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I was expecting another question from the member. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  The parliamentary secretary is going to get it now.  I refer to the third dot point at page 224, 
which talks about strategic biosecurity preparedness programs to reduce the potential impacts of pest and disease 
incursions.  It states that the programs are becoming increasingly important.  Some of the diseases are listed.  We 
will need to include offshore tests to evaluate for major diseases and pests.  The pests identified include Hessian 
fly, Russian wheat aphid and karnal bunt.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Does the member know what karnal bunt is? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  I certainly do, member for Warren-Blackwood.  I have a copy of the wheat industry 
biosecurity plan of July 2002, which notes that there has been a low level of surveillance for karnal bunt in the 
sampling of grain receivals.  In July 2002 the risk was assessed as being relatively low.  Given the observations 
in the budget papers, has the parliamentary secretary reassessed the threat of karnal bunt? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  At this point is it possible for me to phone a friend? 

The CHAIRMAN:  You may have a lifeline! 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Maybe I can go for a 50-50!  I will be able to answer this question because I know the 
member for Girrawheen has a particular fascination with karnal bunt.  I am glad that she did not get the first 
letters of this particular disease around the wrong way! 

The CHAIRMAN:  No spoonerisms around here! 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  That is the word I was looking for.  I know that karnal bunt is a hot topic with the member.  
As the member would have gleaned from the report, the disease does not exist in Western Australia; it is a 
disease that afflicts wheat.  It came to prominence in February this year when the Pakistani authorities rejected a 
shipment of wheat from Western Australia.  In fact, it came from Geraldton.  I am not too sure whether the tests 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 19 May 2004] 

 p288b-303a 
Mr Terry Waldron; Mr Fran Logan; Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Bill McNee; Chairman; Ms Margaret Quirk; Mr John 

Bowler; Mr Shane Hill 

 [10] 

by the Department of Agriculture can identify which farm the wheat came from or whether it was one of the 
farms owned by the member for Moore.  Regardless of whose farm it came from, we know that some diseases 
were identified in that shipment which, to an untrained eye, would have been picked up as karnal bunt.  In fact, it 
was not; it was a disease that looked similar under a microscope.  Karnal bunt has not been recorded in Western 
Australia.  That has been proven to the Pakistani authorities and the problem has been overcome.   

Mr LONGSON:  That is the end of the karnal bunt incident and I hope we will not have another case of mistaken 
identification.  We are very pleased it has been resolved.  However, it raises a general question.  We are now 
looking at a national biosecurity framework with our federal and state colleagues.  One of the things discussed at 
the primary industry ministerial council today was the need to have in place an appropriate framework on how to 
deal with incursions, whether they threaten plants or animals.  That includes how we physically deal with 
incidents and who is responsible and who pays etc.  That will be worked up over the next year or so with 
industry to get a standard framework in place be they agricultural pests and diseases or environmental pests and 
diseases.  Quite a bit of work will be going on to get the framework in place.  Hopefully, we will not have too 
many more of these incidents. 

Mr W.J. McNEE:  I refer to the tenth dot point at page 222, which refers to quality assurance.  It is almost in line 
with the sheep issue and karnal bunt.  I tell the parliamentary secretary that I will back the Australians every 
time.  There was nothing wrong with those sheep.  It was just that some prince did not get his pay off.  Bearing 
in mind the Pan Pharmaceuticals Ltd disaster, is quality assurance not just another burden on producers that 
guarantees nothing?  I understand that the Americans are backing away from it a bit now.  I have visited farms in 
England and Europe and I have never seen such untidy farms.  A lot of them are just scrap heaps.  I was not very 
impressed by the standard of tidiness of the farms.  Now people are required to record everything.  If we needed 
a national motif, it should be a huge bundle of red tape!  In addition to the recording there are costs.  They are 
absolutely ridiculous.  I will not be in farming for much longer but I would have thought that any young farmer 
today would be more interested in how much money he puts into the bank.  This just creates extra costs but it 
does not put any more money in the bank.  People can argue that the market might not have bought that grain but 
I suggest that what consumers want is the cheapest possible commodity they can get.  Talk about quality 
assurance.  I was in a fruit shop the other day and walked past a counter that had organic fruit.  It should not be 
fed to pigs!  Why is the department pushing this burden instead of doing what it would have done in the old 
days, which was to defend the cockies?  I would like the parliamentary secretary to comment. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I will give a general comment because it was really a general question. 

Mr W.J. McNEE:  It is not that general on farms.  Spraying contractors tell me that it takes people five minutes 
in the paddock just to do the recording.  Has anybody tried to sell a sheep lately?  I got the form the other day.  It 
requires the drivers licence number of the truck driver.  What the hell has that got to do with me selling sheep?  
It asks when they were last shorn.  Any stockman worth anything can tell how long it has been since a sheep was 
shorn just by looking at it.  He would not know the date, but he would know within the week.  What a load of 
rubbish!  There is too much of that sort of nonsense.  While we are busy filling in forms, the world will pass us 
by. 

[9.00 pm] 

The CHAIRMAN:  I think the parliamentary secretary got the gist of the question. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I got the gist of the question, and that primarily is about the red tape that seems to be tying up 
farmers. 

Mr W.J. McNEE:  Why are you defending it? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I point out to the member for Moore that this is not restricted to just farming.  The member 
knows that.  He can look to any industry -  

Mr W.J. McNEE:  Look at Pan Pharmaceuticals Ltd.  It was quality assured, apparently. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  We can look to any industry nowadays, particularly those that are in global markets.  They 
are required to meet more and more stringent quality assurance requirements.  The member might say that that is 
a load of rubbish, and that is not what is required; it is just the Government, multinational organisations or 
buyers tying up farmers further in red tape, and putting more and more obligations on the farmer, the producer or 
the manufacturer to fill in more paperwork, which slows down their processes.  When I have talked to buyers, 
exporters and multinational organisations, they have told me, in response to what the member has just said, that 
that is what the consumer is demanding. 
[Mr D.A. Templeman took the Chair.] 
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Mr W.J. McNEE:  The consumer would not know anything about it.  If the parliamentary secretary went into his 
electorate and said to somebody, “What is a quality assured company?”, that person would not know.  People 
would not have a clue.  Ask them. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I will give the member for Moore an example in the agricultural area.  Two organisations 
that sell food commercially are Woolworths and Coles.  Woolworths identifies its product as being from the 
fresh food people; correct?  That is the way Woolworths sells its product.  It says to the general public, 
particularly when it comes to agricultural produce, that it provides the highest quality, freshest products that 
people can buy in Australia. 

Mr W.J. McNEE:  Which it screws the guts out of the grower for; make no mistake. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN:  That is the way Woolworths markets its product.  People go to buy that - 
Mr W.J. McNEE:  Coles screws the guts out of anybody it can find.  I do not take much notice of Coles. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I say to the member for Moore that I am using an agricultural example to put this in 
perspective.  That is the way Woolworths markets its product to the general public.  Obviously, it works, because 
people purchase Woolworths’ products.  I will go further up the supply chain to give the member an idea of how 
sophisticated things are becoming.  In this case, it is about the sophistication of identifying particular strains of 
grain and separating disease-ridden grain, and having a supply chain that will identify exactly where the grain 
came from, should there be a problem with the sheep or cattle at the end of the day. 
Mr W.J. McNEE:  That is just - 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Hang on.  Let me finish, because it is important. 
Mr W.J. McNEE:  I know it is important. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN:  The example that I am giving could apply to the dot point identified by the member.  The 
minister and I attended the opening of a fresh food wholesale warehouse in my electorate.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Is it Old Valley Pty Ltd? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN:  No, Costa’s Pty Ltd, which is a major eastern states-based logistics company that started in 
farming and producing vegetables and fruit.  It has now gone into the logistics of providing fresh cold fruit to the 
major supermarket chains.  That warehouse in my electorate is huge.  It is like going onto the set of a Mad Max 
movie.  The people who drive the forklifts have electronic equipment on their arm; the computer is on their arm.  
On the front of the forklifts are computers.  All of the boxes that contain apples, pears, cauliflowers or other sorts 
of vegetables and fruit have bar codes on them.  When the store manager, who may be in Collie or in the north 
west, telephones, or sends an e-mail nowadays, and says that he wants six boxes of apples and seven boxes of 
bananas - 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  We actually live in agricultural areas.  We are involved in agriculture.  We know these 
things are happening. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Order, members!   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Yes, I know.  However, the one thing that the member for Warren-Blackwood does not do - 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Stop yapping and answer the question so that we can get on with the next question. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: - is get out of his cave and go into the other areas.  You do not know about those areas, 
smarty pants. 

The CHAIRMAN:  The parliamentary secretary will come to order.  Members, I need to highlight to you that 
with 55 minutes to go, we still have a number of divisions to cover.  It is not helpful if there is argument or 
debate across the Chamber and our deliberations deteriorate.  Members, I highlight that with 55 minutes to go 
and a number of divisions to deal with, we need to move on.  Will the parliamentary secretary bring his 
comments to a conclusion so we can move on? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  The point I am making - this is a good example of it - is that I see examples of quality 
assurance and sophistication in delivery in my electorate 24 hours a day.  In the logistics of supplying fruit and 
vegetables, quality assurance is demanded.  Members might say that it is a load of rubbish and we should not 
comply with that. 

Mr W.J. McNEE:  Just ask old Mary Murphy whether she wants something cheap or whether she is prepared to 
pay for it. 

The CHAIRMAN:  The member for Wagin has the next question. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  I am sorry; I was getting carried away.  I must bring myself back to where I should be. 
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The CHAIRMAN:  I think we all need to bring ourselves back. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  I refer to the first dot point under major achievements on page 241, which states that the 
industry and the State jointly funded a bedstraw eradication program.  The reason I want to ask a question about 
this matter is that I have been pretty close to the bedstraw issue in Darkan, which is in my electorate.  I 
congratulate the guys on the ground there from the Department of Agriculture, who did a terrific job; that is, 
John Glauert in Katanning and Graham Blacklock - I cannot remember the name of the chap from Albany.  They 
have acted very well on this issue.  I want to point that out.  It is important that bedstraw is controlled and 
eradicated.  I wonder how much will be allocated for the program in 2004-05.  Will the parliamentary secretary 
tell me how the eradication of the bedstraw at Darkan is going? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I will go straight to the guts of the member for Wagin’s question.  In 2003-04, the amount 
allocated for bedstraw eradication was $91 500.  For the forthcoming year, that amount will increase to 
$212 500.  That is because, as the member has pointed out, bedstraw is a vicious weed in the cropping system.  It 
is found primarily in South Australia.  My understanding is that the infestations have been on the Eyre Peninsula.  
They have become particularly serious.  Bedstraw has also been found now in Western Australia, as the member 
pointed out.  In particular, it has been found on three properties, which have been placed under quarantine 
restrictions to prevent the further spread of seed.  Some financial assistance is being provided to landholders who 
incur extra direct costs as a result of the eradication program.  In total, 40 properties have been surveyed for 
infestation so far.  Further surveillance for bedstraw will occur in the next three to five years.  The Department of 
Agriculture is on top of this matter, and the infestations that have occurred so far have been identified and 
isolated.  Other properties in the surrounding area have been examined to ensure that the infestation does not 
spread.  We want to ensure that the Department of Agriculture is funded to control it in the out years.  That is the 
reason that the amount has been increased by more than $100 000 for the forthcoming financial year. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  That is good, because it is very important. 

Mr S.R. HILL:  I refer the parliamentary secretary to the major achievements for 2003-04 on page 232.  What 
progress is being made on the reform of commonwealth-state drought management administration - exceptional 
circumstances - and was this matter discussed by the minister today in Adelaide? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Probably the best person to answer that is Mr Longson, who was at the Primary Industries 
Ministerial Council meeting in South Australia today.  

[9.10 pm] 

Mr LONGSON:  There was widespread discussion today about the exceptional circumstances policy reform that 
the federal minister has undertaken to progress.  The member may be aware that a round-table discussion was 
held on 14 April to which ministers from all jurisdictions and industry leaders, including members of the WA 
Farmers Federation and the Pastoralists and Graziers Association of Western Australia were invited.  A number 
of key principles resulted from that meeting, which probably are not a surprise to many people who have been 
dealing with dry season exceptional circumstances over the years.  A decision was made today to form a working 
group over the next two months to consider the options that could be put in place to improve the business 
support mechanisms that are available to the agricultural industry through EC.  It is early days yet.  The 
committee was given until July to develop some proposals.  Obviously, the Governments will share those 
proposals with industry and seek its agreement or views on which of the options are preferable.  There was 
general approval at today’s meeting of the current EC system.  In other words, there was agreement for the 
guidelines that were set down in 1992 that there be a continuation of welfare support mechanisms; that business 
support would continue and that it should be expanded to all industry rather than be industry specific; that the 
committee should consider new mechanisms on how business support could be provided; and on how drought 
declarations could be made earlier in the process.  A number of improvements are still to come.  The sticking 
point is that the Commonwealth Government wants the committee to be funded 50-50 with the States.  That 
issue is still on the table.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I refer to the sinister plot by the member for Girrawheen - 

The CHAIRMAN:  Could the member provide a reference number for this sinister plot?   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I refer to the significant issues and trends on pages 222 and 224 of the Budget Statements.  
The sixth dot point on page 222 regards the development of the food and fibre industry.  It states that the use of 
new food and fibre production technologies is a major driver for change.  How does the parliamentary secretary 
reconcile that statement with output 1 on page 225 that shows there will be a funding cut of $24 million to the 
development of the food and fibre industry?  I refer also to biosecurity under significant issues and trends.  The 
member for Girrawheen asked a question about this.  The budget says there is a greater need for biosecurity as a 
result of increased international and interstate trade and agriterrorism.  How does the parliamentary secretary 
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reconcile that with outputs 1 and 3 on page 225 that show a cut to biosecurity of $11.82 million?  I note the 
parliamentary secretary’s diligence in sitting late tonight.  He must be a sucker for punishment.  It seems as 
though the Government’s rhetoric on agriculture is not matched in the budget.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I will refer to the detail and give the member an explanation.  The reduction the member 
identified in output 3 on page 225 - 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I referred to outputs 1 and 3.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I will work backwards in answering the question.  I refer to biosecurity, which is output 3.  
As the member indicated, it appears there has been a reduction in the budget from $63.945 million to 
$52.125 million.  I will give the member an indication of why that figure has decreased.  Funding for some 
specific projects to which the member for Girrawheen referred has increased, which I have already identified.  
With regard to the overall budget and the reduction in the forward estimates, there was a reduction of 
$1.5 million for skeleton weed activities.  That is because that those funds have been transferred over -  

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  To where?   

Mr LONGSON:  To the skeleton weed committee.   
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Have they been transferred to farmers?   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  The program on which money was expended on the imported red fire ants is winding down, 
which I mentioned in an answer to a previous question.  Funding for that program is now $1.3 million.  There 
was a reduction of $700 000 as a result of a one-off external funded carryover for the sterile male Mediterranean 
fly project.   
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  You have about $7 million to go.  Keep going.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  The work that was done by Western Australia on the barrier and also general biosecurity has 
transferred to the Australian Quarantine and Inspection Service funding.  That funding of $4.5 million ceased in 
2004-05.  There is a reduction of $3.4 million in carryover funding from 2003-04, which is not available in 
2004-05.  That totals $11.8 million for biosecurity.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  That is a fair number to play on.  What about output 1?   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  The member for Warren-Blackwood identified a reduction of $24.809 million.  The 
carryover funding that was not available in 2004-05 totals $4.9 million.  An external carryover funding - that was 
an internal carryover funding -  

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Say that again.  Are you saying the Government spent more than that?   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I will go through it so that the member can identify what information he is after.  Internal 
carryover funding that is not available is $4.9 million and external carryover funding that is not available is 
$10.6 million.  As the member knows, the dairy assistance scheme ceases in 2004-05.  Therefore, $1.7 million in 
funding has ceased.  Enterprise Grains Australia funding arrangements in 2004-05 were not finalised because of 
the preparation of the budget papers.  Budget papers negotiations are progressing and the current funding 
arrangements of $5.4 million are expected to continue.  The reduction -  

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  What was that?   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Enterprise Grains Australia funding arrangements.  A reduction of industry funding research 
activities relating to the Grains Research and Development Corporation, Cooperative Research Centres 
Association and dairy research cooperative totals $1.1 million.  Funding for the PRDTF is expected to be 
reduced in 2004-05 by an estimated $1.1 million.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  What is that.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  That is the plant research development trust fund.  Mr Longson will go through those points I 
have identified.   

Mr LONGSON:  It might save time if I provide the member with some details outside of this committee.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  If Mr Longson is prepared to provide that as supplementary information, I would be more 
than happy to do that.   

The CHAIRMAN:  In that case, will the member state the supplementary information he requires?   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I require supplementary information on food and fibre industry development and biosecurity 
reductions under outputs 1 and 3.   
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Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I agree to provide that information.   

[Supplementary Information No B25.]  

[9.20 pm] 

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  I refer to the final dot point on page 222, which relates to quality assurance.  I refer in 
particular to the Cormo Express incident.  What is being done to ensure that such an incident does not happen 
again?   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I will provide a general overview of livestock exports with specific reference to the Cormo 
Express.  I should put on the record the number of live exports we are dealing with and the work that Australia 
and Western Australia has done with other countries around the world to ensure that livestock exports meet 
certain requirements.  Some agencies in Australia, such as the RSPCA, are critical of livestock exports and the 
way in which live sheep and cattle exports are treated.  We should put on the record the type of work Australia 
and Western Australia is doing to overcome those criticisms and meet international standards on the protection 
of animals, and to have those animals treated with respect.   

A number of cattle and sheep are exported from Australia.  A total of 374 062 live cattle were exported from 
Australia in 2003-04.  Of those, 187 399 came from Western Australia.  The export value to Western Australia 
was $96 million out of a total export value to Australia of $238 million.  The figures for the export of live sheep 
for this financial year are not yet finalised because we are not yet at the end of the financial year.  Australia has 
currently exported 2.148 million sheep, of which 1.4 million were exported from Western Australia.  The value 
to Western Australia from the export of those sheep was $100.353 million out of a total for Australia of 
$152.376 million. 

Mr W.J. McNEE:  It would be interesting to know how many died and how many die in fields from natural 
causes.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I do not have those figures.  I am sure Mr Longson will talk about the Cormo Express 
incident.  It is important to put on the record the type of work done particularly by the export industry and the 
Department of Agriculture to assist other countries. 

Mr W.J. McNEE:  The parliamentary secretary referred to a figure of 60 per cent, which is listed in the Budget 
Statements as the percentage of live animal exports.  Does that mean that 60 per cent of the Australian product is 
from Western Australia?   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Yes.  Western Australia is a massive component.   

Mr W.J. McNEE:  I think the parliamentary secretary mentioned the figure in the top line of $3.8 billion.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  To put that into perspective, I will outline the work Western Australia and Australia is doing 
overseas with the recipients of sheep and cattle on how they deal with the slaughter of those animals.  In 
collaboration with Egyptian authorities Australia has greatly improved stock handling, processing and hygiene as 
part of a more than $200 000 investment to upgrade the Basateen abattoir.  Having seen the benefits of the 
Australian investment, Egypt has made an investment of one million Egyptian pounds, which equates to 
$A250 000, to further advance that project.  In Jordan, Australia has demonstrated the benefit of electronic pre-
slaughtering stunning.  This technique has been adopted in the Jordanian abattoir. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Parliamentary secretary, the greenies will not be reading this so you can wind up.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  It is important to put this on the record, member for Warren-Blackwood, because people 
forget or do not know about it.  In the Middle East generally, Australian funding and support has assisted in the 
modification or building of feedlots for Australian livestock in the United Arab Emirates, Jordan, Egypt, Kuwait, 
Saudi Arabia, Bahrain, Qatar, Oman and Eritrea.  Those are the things that do not get a run in the Press, because 
they are not sexy issues and are not what people want to know about.  They do not know what happens to the 
sheep once they get off the boat at the other end.  It is important, given that this is a public forum, to put those 
items on the record to show that Australia is ensuring that recipient countries also care for the live animals that 
are transported to them.  I ask Mr Longson to comment on the Cormo Express incident.   

Mr LONGSON:  I am sure members have the information on the Cormo Express incident.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  We would like to spend a bit of time on the Agriculture Protection Board division if we 
could.   

The CHAIRMAN:  We have five divisions to get through.  I ask the director to briefly provide a response.   
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Mr LONGSON:  I will briefly comment on the Cormo Express incident.  Members are probably well aware of 
the background to that.  It was extensively covered in the Press.  Although it is a federal Government 
responsibility, it was pleasing that the benefits of trade relations that have been built up with the Middle East and 
that area meant that the minister and Henry Steingiesser, who is our Executive Director of Trade and 
Development, were able to put contacts together which ultimately resulted in the Eritrea solution to the Cormo 
Express incident.  We were again advised at the Primary Industries Ministerial Council meeting today that the 
federal Government is moving to establish emergency yard situations in the Middle East, so that if there were 
ever another incident or dispute between a purchaser and a shipper, the livestock could be quickly disembarked 
and dealt with.   

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  I refer to the major policy decisions on page 225.  The first line item refers to animal 
biosecurity and shows that $300 000 has been allocated in 2004-05.  What initiative will this allocation fund, and 
does it include funding to eradicate wild dogs?   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  On the detail of this line item I will hand over to Mr Charles Thorn.   

Mr THORN:  The biosecurity increase is not associated with wild dog activities.  As was stated earlier it is 
associated with our preparedness to deal with emergency animal diseases, such as making sure we have a 
veterinary presence, surveillance etc in that activity.  It does not directly apply to that.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Does Johne’s disease come under that?   

Mr THORN:  The wild dog issue might be more appropriately discussed in the other division.   

Mr W.J. McNEE:  I have a raft of questions I would like to ask the parliamentary secretary.  I refer to the debate 
on genetically modified products.  I understand the Government’s position on that.   

The CHAIRMAN:  I need the member to refer to a line item. 

Mr W.J. McNEE:  I am sorry.  I refer to the third dot point on page 223.  I thought the Government showed timid 
leadership.  I am not blaming any departmental people; that is not the problem at all.  It is the Government.  I 
was surprised that there was not a bit more leading of the argument by departmental people.  That would have 
happened in days gone by because they are trusted.  In my view, the people I mix with have always given advice 
that is genuine and without bias.  If Mary Murphy wants cheap food that is quality assured and all the rest of it, 
she has to understand that she has to pay for it.  Producers have to pay bank interest and all the rest of it and they 
have to run a profitable business.  It might well be that this country will have to face up to the issue of 
genetically modified products.  It might well be that GM products have something to do with the solution to 
salinity.  Perhaps we can find something that will turn some of the useless saline plants into palatable sheep 
food; that would be a start.  Perhaps we could learn to grow wheat, barley grass or whatever by using GM 
technology. 

[9.30 pm] 

The CHAIRMAN:  Member, I need to have a question. 

Mr W.J. McNEE:  I want to know the Government’s view on this.  Are we just going to bury our heads in the 
sand on this issue?  There has been an emotional argument from both sides, and, frankly, I do not know the 
answer, and neither do a lot of people who I talk to, but they are interested and are looking for some sort of 
leadership.  That must come from the Government and from this department.  We have to get the hype out of the 
issue and get down to the real facts.  Will a proper cost-benefit analysis be done and all those sorts of things?   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  That is more of a policy question than a line item question dealing directly with the budget.  
In terms of the Government’s direction with respect to GM foods, that is a question that should be directed to the 
minister.  I will not answer in terms of setting policy for Government because I am not the minister; I am the 
parliamentary secretary.  However, I will deal with comments raised by the member about GM products.  From 
my perspective, as parliamentary secretary and as a Western Australian, what the minister did by putting a five-
year ban on the introduction of GM products in Western Australia has been proved correct.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I do not know about that.  The member for Moore is saying that the department should have 
been leading the debate as an independent organisation.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  As the member knows, we have aired this debate quite extensively in the Legislative 
Assembly with the Genetically Modified Crops Free Areas Bill.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  We hardly touched on it.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  That is not my fault.  The member had the opportunity to speak for as long as he liked on the 
Bill.  I must admit that the member’s former colleague the member for Vasse did an extensive amount of 
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research into this issue and mounted an extensive argument because he was the Opposition’s spokesperson for 
the environment.  He mounted an extensive series of points about the direction of GM technology.  We debated 
that Bill at length.  If the member wants further information about the problems, fears and concerns associated 
with GM foods, particularly GM plants, he need go no further then the British parliamentary report into the 
matter.  That was done as a result of trials that Monsanto and Bayer undertook in the -  

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The British parliamentary report?   

Mr W.J. McNEE:  That is a long way from here.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Hang on, members must refer to that information.  Monsanto has decided to get out of GM 
research on wheat because of the results of the British parliamentary report that indicated that at the end of the 
day there was no ability to control the release of pollens and the transfer of GM products from one paddock to 
the next.  Monsanto recognised, at the end of extensive investigation by top British scientists, that in the long run 
it was not able to control the distribution of pollen from GM products.  As a result, it went to the British 
Parliament and said that it should not approve the release for commercial activity of GM food seeds, for which it 
was not finding a market in Europe anyway - an issue that does apply to Western Australia.  Monsanto has now 
made the decision to get out of all GM research on wheat.  The decision made by the minister in Western 
Australia and his case for arguing against further trials was to ensure that WA grain producers protect their 
markets in Europe and North Asia, which are demanding non-GM food.   

The CHAIRMAN:  I think the parliamentary secretary has answered the question.  I am conscious of the time.  
We have 25 minutes to go before we must vote on all of these divisions.  I have the member for Warren-
Blackwood listed to ask the remaining question.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I was going to raise a question about output performance measures and the reduction in the 
number of man-hours on food, fibre and agricultural resource management.  However, I will pass over that 
question and refer to page 245 and new works under the capital works program.  I see that the new headquarters 
has a capital works budget of $11 million out of $25 million.  Is that intended to proceed, and what is the status 
of the integrated research facility that has been mooted for Murdoch University?  Will that proposal, if it comes 
to fruition, impact on those figures?  Nothing is mentioned in this budget that I can see about the integrated 
research facility.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I will defer that question to Mr Longson.   

Mr LONGSON:  The budget shows an amount, as the member correctly pointed out, of $11 million in 2004-05 
and $14 million in 2005-06.  They are the only amounts currently in the budget.  It was foreshadowed last year 
that there was $26 million in total when the Premier made an announcement in July 2003 about the relocation of 
the South Perth headquarters of the department and the development of the institute.  It is true to say that that is 
capital funding available to start the project.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  To start which project?  The redevelopment of South Perth -  

The CHAIRMAN:  I ask that members ask questions via the parliamentary secretary.   

Mr LONGSON:  It is for starting the development of the institute and the consequent relocation from South 
Perth of the department’s current research and development facilities and its other activities on that site.  We are 
still developing our first estimates of the total amount required because the planning for the institute is still in 
progress.  We are expecting to report to the minister by the end of June on what that output plan might look like, 
and then we will be able to come up with the full cost of the relocation and redevelopment.  Some years ago we 
did some planning that, in today’s dollars, showed the figure for just redeveloping the South Perth site where we 
currently are to be about $92.5 million.  We are looking at what will be needed to develop the institute by way of 
buildings, the detailed planning for which will occur in 2004-05.  The Government has provided ample capital 
expenditure if the building program is to commence then.  Obviously, there will have to be further provisions in 
further budgets to complete the project.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Could we have a further briefing on that sometime in the future, parliamentary secretary?   
Mr F.M. LOGAN:  We will arrange that.   
The CHAIRMAN:  That is not supplementary information.   
The appropriation was recommended.  
[9.40 pm] 
 


