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Division 12, Agriculture, $135 870 000; Division 13, Agriculture Protection Board, $2 286 000; Division 14, 
Rural Business Development Corporation, $160 000; Division 15, Fisheries, $26 127 000; Division 16, Mid 
West Development Commission, $1 511 000; Division 17, Wheatbelt Development Commission, $1 294 
000; Division 18, Great Southern Development Commission, $1 687 000 - 
Mr Andrews, Chairman. 

Mr F.M. Logan, Parliamentary Secretary, Agriculture, Forestry, Fisheries and the Mid West. 

Mr B. Manning, Chief Executive Officer, Great Southern Regional Development Commission. 

Mr D.J. Singe, Chief Executive Officer, Wheatbelt Regional Development Commission. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr Andrews):  A quorum is present.  This estimates committee will be reported by 
contractors to the Hansard office.  The daily proof Hansard will be published at 8.30 am tomorrow.  Members 
should not raise questions about matters of general concern which do not have an item of expenditure in the 
consolidated fund.  The estimates committee's consideration of the estimates will be restricted to discussion of 
those items for which a vote of money is proposed.  We are dealing with estimates of expenditure and that 
should be the prime focus of this committee.  While there is scope for members to examine many matters, 
questions need to be clearly related to the matters of expenditure.  For example, members are free to pursue 
performance indicators which are included in the Budget Statements while there remains a clear link between the 
questions and the estimates. 

It will assist in the Committee's examination if questions and answers are kept brief, without unnecessarily 
omitting material information.  It is the intention of the chairman to ensure that as many questions as possible are 
asked and answered and that both questions and answers are short and to the point.   

The minister may agree to provide supplementary information to the Committee rather than asking that the 
question be put on notice for the next sitting week.  For the purpose of following up the provision of this 
information, I ask the minister - in this case, the parliamentary secretary - to clearly indicate to the Committee 
which supplementary information he agrees to provide.  If supplementary information is to be provided, I seek 
the parliamentary secretary's cooperation in ensuring that it is delivered to the committee Clerk by 12 October 
2001 so members may see it before the report and the third reading stages.  If the supplementary information 
cannot be provided within that time, written advice is required of the day by which the information will be made 
available.  Details in relation to supplementary information have been provided to both members and advisers 
and, accordingly, I ask the parliamentary secretary to cooperate with those requirements.   

I caution members that if the parliamentary secretary asks that a matter be put on notice, it is up to the member to 
lodge the question on notice with the Clerk's office.  Only supplementary information which the minister agrees 
to provide will be sought by 12 October 2001.  It will also greatly assist Hansard staff if, when referring to the 
program statements, volumes or the consolidated fund estimates, members give the page number, item, program 
and amount in the preface to their question.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  Mr Chairman, before you get going I want to move a motion.  I want to move that this 
committee be adjourned until a Minister of the Crown is present to answer the questions posed by the members 
of the committee.  In 15 years of attending these committees, I have never seen a situation where the executive 
member has not attended a committee meeting.  No reflection on you personally but in terms of the process of 
the administration of this place, it is a distinct lack of accountability not having someone who is from the 
executive and who is capable of answering questions relating to executive action of the government.  I move the 
motion. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I need to seek some advice on that.  Leader of the National Party, in chapter 21, estimates 
committee's standing order 224 states - 

Each estimates committee will consist of a chairman, three members appointed by the Leader of the 
House and three members appointed by the Leader of the Opposition and the minister or parliamentary 
secretary responsible in the Assembly for the department. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I am aware of that, Mr Chairman.  I am still moving that the committee adjourn. 

Mr LOGAN:  Mr Chair, can I speak against that? 

The CHAIRMAN:  The parliamentary secretary. 

Mr LOGAN:  Mr Chair, I think the Leader of the National Party is well aware of the structure of the executive 
under the current government; that is, the minister responsible for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries is in the 
upper House.  That is not an unusual situation where ministers are sought from the upper House to be part of the 
executive.  It occurred in the previous Government and as many governments as I think most people around this 
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table in this room can remember.  It therefore follows on from the fact that the executive is chosen from both 
Houses of Parliament that when estimates committees such as we have here today are required to go through the 
budgetary process, the ministerial responsibility tends to rest with the minister in the upper House.   

It then falls to the person who has legislative responsibility for that minister in the Legislative Assembly and in 
this case it falls to the parliamentary secretary to carry out those wishes.  I know Mr Trenorden, the member for 
Avon, has not said it is a personal rebuke but he has broken my heart with this resolution he has put forward 
because the Executive Council has issued an edict giving the parliamentary secretary, being me, responsibility to 
carry out the legislative functions for the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries in the Legislative 
Assembly.  This is part of those functions.  That has been signed off by the Governor.   

As you pointed out to the member, it is clearly recognised in order number 224 of the estimates committee's 
standing orders, where it clearly indicates in 224(c) the minister or parliamentary secretary responsible in the 
Assembly for the department.  That happens to be me in this case and I believe that your ruling was correct.  I 
put it to you, Mr Chair, that you rule that motion out of order because it is not in keeping with standing orders.  

The CHAIRMAN:  What I have decided to do is to put the motion before the Committee.  The motion is that the 
committee do now adjourn.  Those in favour by a show of hands say aye?  Those against?  The noes have it.   

Mr LOGAN:  Mr Chair, I would ask that the member move that the procedure for dealing with the estimates 
committee covering the responsibility of agriculture, forestry and fisheries be dealt with in the following order:  
divisions 16, 17 and 18 dealing with the regional development commissions be dealt with now, following on 
with agriculture, followed by fisheries. 

Mr OMODEI:  Forestry? 

Mr LOGAN:  Forestry is not a division of these budget papers and therefore is not dealt with at estimates 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Parliamentary Secretary, your motion is to deal with divisions 16, 17 and 18 first.  Is that 
correct? 

Mr LOGAN:  Yes. 

Mr OMODEI:  Mr Chairman, I think there is an entry on forestry.   

Mr LOGAN:  There is an entry in the budget papers for forestry, Mr Chair, but it is not a divisional item and 
therefore does not come up for scrutiny as part of this budget estimates process. 

Mr OMODEI:  How do you work that out? 

Mr LOGAN:  It is not a division.   
The CHAIRMAN:  Parliamentary Secretary, can you indicate to us what page that is on? 
[7.10 pm]   
Mr LOGAN:  Page 297  
Mr OMODEI:  Mr Chairman, under the works program, I understand from the discussions we had with the 
minister for the environment, there should be line items in relation to transfers of funds for forest products to the 
environment, you may recall, and in relation to fire control.  There are other matters under issues and trends and 
plans for next year.  What do you call them - major achievements and major initiatives.  There should be 
something there under forest products.  Surely there is an appropriation for Forest Products Commission. 
Mr LOGAN:  This says so.  Mr Chair, FPC is not CF funded so therefore it does not require an appropriation 
order from this Committee for it to go forward and therefore does not form part of the Estimates Committee. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I disagree with you totally.  Allocation of the budget in any way, shape or form is the 
process of Estimates Committee.  There is clear allocation on page 297. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I just want to seek some advice on this for a moment. 

Mr LOGAN:  Mr Chair, the Forest Products Commission, as the members at this end of the table are certainly 
well aware because they were involved in the process of it, is a government trading enterprise and we were 
advised today by Treasury that as it is not part of the appropriation Bill, then it does not form part of the 
Estimates Committee analysis. 

Mr OMODEI:  Mr Chairman, I beg to differ.  If the budget for the Forest Products Commission is reliant on 
income from commercial activity within the Forest Products Commission and the government has not yet set the 
volumes of timber that they intend to harvest in the next financial year, then how can you say that the Forest 
Products Commission budget can be met? 
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Mr TRENORDEN:  Chairman, if I make the point, it does not really matter what the parliamentary secretary has 
said.  It is irrelevant.  There is an allocation in the budget papers from the budget.  It is a capital item, no 
question about that at all, but that has always been a part of the estimates process and it is there to be debated.  
No question about that at all. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  As I said, it forms part of the State's salinity strategy.  I should imagine that has a budget 
allocation somewhere so it seems to me it certainly should be debated tonight or open to scrutiny tonight. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I have a proposal, members; that we deal with divisions 16, 17 and 18 while I seek further 
advice on that. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Yes, I suggest you do, Mr Chairman; no question at all.  I am not trying to be fancy.  This 
has always been the situation: capital items are available to be debated in the estimates process. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Leader of the National Party, are you happy that we deal with 16 first? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Yes, we may as well get on with the work, Mr Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I will seek further advice on that. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Yes, not a problem. 
 


