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PIG, POTATO AND POULTRY INDUSTRIES (COMPENSATION LEGISLATION) REPEAL BILL 
2003 

Second Reading 

Resumed from 20 November 2003. 

MR R.A. AINSWORTH (Roe) [2.56 pm]:  I will make a very brief presentation on this Bill.  At the outset, I 
indicate the National Party’s support for this legislation.  As members will know, a range of compensation Acts 
for various agricultural products have been put in place over many years to provide some protection for 
industries when major outbreaks of disease occur or other serious problems that threaten the entire industry arise.  
They provide a funding mechanism to pay compensation to individual producers who otherwise would have 
been faced with an absolutely horrendous cost in lost production, yet who have provided a service to their fellow 
producers by having their livestock, trees, or whatever the problem was, destroyed to get rid of the disease or 
pest.   

Compensation schemes in various guises have been around for many years.  However, this legislation seeks to 
amalgamate three existing compensation Acts - the Pig Industry Compensation Act 1942, the Potato Growing 
Industry Trust Fund Act 1947 and the Poultry Industry (Trust Fund) Act 1948 - into one fund under the auspices 
of the Agricultural Produce Commission.  The commission was set up about 10 years ago to provide producers 
with the legal framework to collect funds for the very purpose that I have mentioned.  It has been claimed at 
times that some of the current methods of raising levies are not acceptable at law, and that if the collection 
mechanisms are not changed, as this Bill seeks to do, but are left in place, they could be subject to challenge in 
the courts under the Commonwealth Constitution.  This is housekeeping legislation.  It is not introducing 
anything new.  It is tidying up a series of ad hoc arrangements that have been put in place to respond to certain 
situations at different times in the past.  It brings them under the one umbrella and legitimises any of the 
functions required in collecting funds.  Therefore, it is a very straightforward piece of legislation that the 
National Party has pleasure in supporting.   
MR J.L. BRADSHAW (Murray-Wellington) [2.58 pm]:  On behalf of the Liberal Party, I also support this 
legislation.  It needs to be put in place.  There have been various schemes for compensation when there has been 
devastation in various industries.  For example, over the years compensation has been paid to producers whose 
cattle contracted brucellosis or other diseases and needed to be destroyed.  A similar scheme has been in place in 
the horticultural industry.  Originally, it was a voluntary fund, but it was not voluntary for certain people.  Some 
years ago legislation was introduced to tighten up the Act and make it compulsory for all groups to contribute to 
a fund to provide for compensation, should it be needed.    
A few years ago in Dwellingup, apple trees were attacked by codling moth.  The Government of the day, and I 
think the Agricultural Produce Commission Board, said at the time that if the apple growers had to pull out their 
trees they would be compensated for the cost of replanting and loss of income.  However, controversy continued 
for several years over whether their funding was adequate and whether they would be compensated for non-
productive years.  A system should be in place to provide surety about how compensation is paid.  Many of the 
apple producers in Dwellingup in my electorate were very unhappy with the way the compensation was 
administered.  Consequently, disputes arose between the people running the scheme and the apple growers, who 
were badly affected because they lost their income for several years until new apple trees grew.  One grower 
who became disillusioned with the situation sold his place in Dwellingup and moved to Manjimup.  
The Liberal Party supports the principle of the Bill and hopes it will be implemented quickly to enable adequate 
compensation and surety of payments to people whose crops or livestock are adversely affected by disease or 
trauma.  

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn - Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries) 
[3.05 pm]:  I thank the members for Roe and Murray-Wellington, representing the National and Liberal Parties 
respectively, for their support.  They have had a copy of the second reading speech and the Bill for a significant 
period and are aware of the Bill’s contents.  They have outlined clearly how they see the Bill operating.  As is 
pointed out in the second reading speech, the aim of the Bill is to repeal the compensation legislation that applied 
to the pig, potato and poultry industries developed in 1942, 1947 and 1948 and to abolish the committees that 
managed and administered the funds.  It will place the administration of the funds with the Agricultural Produce 
Commission, and committees within the commission will undertake the work that was previously done by the 
various industry committees that will be abolished.  I thank members opposite for their support and for allowing 
this Bill to be passed without extensive debate.  
Question put and passed. 
Bill read a second time. 
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Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading. 

Third Reading 
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr F.M. Logan (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Agriculture, 
Forestry and Fisheries), and transmitted to the Council. 
 


