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ECONOMICS AND INDUSTRY STANDING COMMITTEE 
Second Report - Annual Report 2004-05 

MS J.A. RADISICH (Swan Hills) [10.16 am]:  I present for tabling the second report of the Economics and 
Industry Standing Committee, entitled “Annual Report 2004-2005”. 

[See paper 706.]  

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I am pleased to take this opportunity to speak to the first annual report of the Economics 
and Industry Standing Committee of the Thirty-seventh Parliament.  It is a great opportunity to be a part of this 
committee.  We certainly are following in the footsteps of the fine committee of the Thirty-sixth Parliament that 
preceded us.  I take this opportunity also to acknowledge my colleague the member for Riverton, who served as 
chair of the committee in the previous Parliament and who led a committee that undertook a wide variety of 
inquiries that resulted in a number of reports and recommendations that have proved to be very worthwhile.   

The portfolio jurisdiction of the committee has changed since the last incarnation of the committee.  We no 
longer have environment; however, we cover 19 portfolios within our area of jurisdiction.  That provides the 
committee with a great breadth of opportunity to study, reflect on and inquire into various goings-on within the 
state and within state departments.  In particular, we have responsibility for all the areas of regional interest, 
including regional development commissions and so forth.  That is appropriate, and it is also of great interest to 
the committee, as four of the five permanent members of the committee come from regional and rural Western 
Australia.  The deputy chair of the committee is the member for Greenough.  My other colleagues on the 
committee are the members for Collie, Mandurah and Vasse. I certainly enjoy working with those members, 
because they provide great debate and great company at committee meetings.   

I think it would be fair to say that the Economics and Industry Standing Committee has been, if not the most 
active committee since its inception, certainly one of the great active committees of the current Parliament.  We 
have undertaken a number of briefings in areas within our portfolio responsibilities and in areas that are of great 
interest to committee members, including from the Department of Industry and Resources, the Department of 
Fisheries, the Tourism Council of Western Australia and Tourism Western Australia.  I thank all the people who 
have taken the time to talk to the committee and to answer our questions and assist us with our inquiries, thereby 
enabling us to gain a better knowledge of the work that goes on in those areas and to perhaps make further 
inquiries into these matters.   

In particular I want to reflect on a site visit that the committee undertook some weeks ago to the International 
Tourism Expo that was held at the Perth Convention Exhibition Centre.  I am sure everyone who went to that 
expo would agree that that was a sight to behold, because representatives from the state’s tourism industry 
gathered with buyers and the media.  It was a hub of activity that showcased not only Western Australia, but also 
other parts of Australia.  We should all welcome the fact that Perth now has the ability to host exhibitions of this 
magnitude.  I also commend the Minister for Tourism for his involvement in that outstanding convention.   

I again refer to my parliamentary colleagues on the committee.  One thing that should be noted is that two of the 
committee’s five members are new members of Parliament.  Four of the five committee members are new to the 
Economics and Industry Standing Committee.  The member for Collie was previously a member of the 
Economics and Industry Standing Committee and, therefore, provides follow-on knowledge.  The rest of us have 
had experience in other committees, such as the Public Accounts Committee.  We bring our procedural 
experience to the new Economics and Industry Standing Committee.   

The committee has had 11 deliberative meetings between April, when it was commissioned, and 30 June 2005, 
which is a reasonable number.  As I mentioned, we have been considerably active, particularly in light of the 
referral to our committee of the inquiry into the production and marketing of foodstuffs.  The committee has 
already tabled in the Legislative Assembly one report about that inquiry; another will be tabled soon.  A final 
report is due in March.  However, as we have previously stated to the house, our best endeavours will ensure that 
it is tabled as early as possible.   

The inquiry into the production and marketing of foodstuffs has received quite a lot of media attention.  We are 
working on all aspects of our terms of reference, which have been made very clear.  We have already stated in 
Parliament that we are prioritising the labelling aspect of the inquiry and that we hope to table an interim report 
soon.  It is disappointing for me as Chairperson of the Economics and Industry Standing Committee to read 
media commentary about the committee that is not true.  Some reporting about this issue has been accurate; 
however, some of it has been inaccurate.  Unfortunately, that inaccurate reporting reflects on committee 
members and is not helpful, to put it mildly.  Nonetheless, we will continue to do the job that we have been given 
and we will continue to do it within the rules of the operation of committees as set out by the standing orders of 
the Legislative Assembly.   
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Another matter I particularly wanted to raise is the way that Legislative Assembly committees are funded and 
organised.  I have referred to this issue in my foreword to the committee’s report.  The fact that funding 
allocation for committees is essentially hidden within the global budget of Parliament greatly frustrates the work 
of committees and is not a transparent or accountable practice.  As a chairperson and someone who is 
responsible for leading the work of a standing committee of the Legislative Assembly, I believe that we must 
improve the way we budget and fund committees.  At the very least, the overall line item for committee work 
should be made clear.  Perhaps we could drill down one step further and identify line items on an annual or per-
term basis for each committee.  That would provide a sounder framework.  No department or division in the 
private sector says, “Here’s your job; this is what you’re charged to do.  However, every time you want to do 
something you need to talk to or write to us.  We might say yes or we might say no.”  The real world does not 
work like that and neither should Parliament.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  That is a good suggestion.   

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  Aspersions have already been cast over some of the financial operations of the 
Parliament, particularly those in the Legislative Council.  We must take steps to do the best we can to immunise 
ourselves against such aspersions in the future and to ensure that we have responsibility for and control of our 
work.  Committees should be able to work in an unfettered way, albeit within the appropriate parameters and 
restrictions as negotiated with the Speaker, the President and senior parliamentary staff.  As Chairperson of the 
Economics and Industry Standing Committee, I have suggested that we refine the budgetary process.  I am 
certainly not asking in any way, shape or form for some kind of carte blanche funding arrangement.  Rather, I 
want everyone to recognise the scope of the work that committees do and have done for many years.  Moreover, 
committees should be given flexibility and autonomy when charged with work and they should be able to design 
their own work and undertake that work in an unfettered manner.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  I wish you good luck.   

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I thank the member for Hillarys; I will need it!  

It goes without saying that I thank the other four permanent members of the committee, including the member 
for Vasse, who is sometimes trying.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  He says good things about you!  

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I think I was sufficiently vague.  The member for Vasse always challenges issues and 
continually raises different perspectives of the matters at hand, which is an important part of the investigative 
process of committee work.   

I would also like to acknowledge the two coopted members who are participating in the inquiry into the 
production and marketing of foodstuffs; that is, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, the member for Warren-
Blackwood, and the member for Stirling, who recently accompanied me when I visited his electorate in Denmark 
to undertake committee work.  I thank them for their contributions and look forward to their input as we progress 
through that inquiry.  

Finally, I thank the committee’s principal research officer, Dr Karen Hall, and researcher, Jovita Hogan, for 
allowing the committee to operate as efficiently as possible.  The volume of work they have undertaken in the 
short time the committee has been in operation has been extremely extensive.  They have engaged in detailed 
research, liaised with the inquiry’s many submitters and organised the committee’s 11 briefings.  The list of the 
scope of their work goes on.  I thank them and warn them in advance that there is a heck of a lot more where that 
came from!   

MR G.A. WOODHAMS (Greenough) [10.28 am]:  I rise to speak in support of my colleague the member for 
Swan Hills and the Economics and Industry Standing Committee.  I endorse her comments, particularly those 
about funding requirements and arrangements for standing committees.  I believe that the general feeling in this 
house is that there are better ways to finance Legislative Assembly committees.  I would also like to 
acknowledge my colleagues on the committee.  The committee’s inquiry into the production and marketing of 
foodstuffs is progressing efficiently and with great determination because the electorates of all committee 
members are being impacted upon fairly dramatically by the labelling issue.  It is an issue that is very close and 
dear to our hearts.  As this house would acknowledge, and certainly it has been indicated in this house, the 
Nationals, in particular, are very keen for the committee to achieve a positive outcome for Western Australia.   

The support offered to the committee by the principal research officer, Dr Karen Hall, and also the 
administrative officer, Jovita Hogan, is exceptional.  As a new member to this Parliament and as a person serving 
for the first time on a standing committee, it has been a positive experience.  As I said, the support offered by Dr 
Hall and Ms Hogan is exceptional.  I put on record that all the members of the committee are working towards 
what I would describe as a totally supported outcome in this inquiry.   



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 18 August 2005] 

 p4249b-4251a 
Ms Jaye Radisich; Mr Grant Woodhams 

 [3] 

 


