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COMMITTEE REPORTS AND MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS - CONSIDERATION 
Committee 

The Chairman of Committees (Hon George Cash) in the chair. 
Standing Committee on Procedure and Privileges - Eighth Report - Matters Referred to the Committee and 

Other Miscellaneous Matters 
Resumed from 23 August. 
Consideration of the report postponed until the next sitting, on motion by Hon Kim Chance (Leader of the 
House). 

TAFE Funding - Statement by Minister for Education and Training - Motion 
Resumed from 23 August on the following motion moved by Hon Norman Moore (Leader of the Opposition) - 

That the statement be noted. 
Hon PETER COLLIER:  I would just like to conclude a few comments I made.  I made most of my substantive 
comments on this ministerial statement last week.  This ministerial statement accuses the federal government of 
intruding into states’ rights with regard to the skills area.  Although I acknowledge that the federal government 
has certainly moved into that area, without fail and particularly since World War II, I also recognise that the 
federal government has also contributed in the area of skills.  In the last comments that I made I looked at federal 
government skills initiatives within Western Australia, and I would like to conclude with a recognition of the 
federal government’s skills initiatives nationally.  Firstly, the Australian government is providing $10.8 billion 
over the next four years in the area of skills training.  Since 1995-96, the number of public vocational and 
technical education students has increased by 26 per cent to more than 1.64 million people.  The Australian 
government is providing an additional 167 000 places over the 2005-08 period.  There are now 389 000 
Australian apprentices in training; that is a 151 per cent increase since 1996.  Completed apprenticeships rose to 
138 700 in the 12 months to December 2005.  In that period, 25 technical colleges were established across 24 
regions at a cost of $343.6 million.  In addition, apprentices were provided with a tool kit worth up to $800.  The 
federal government extended the living away from home allowance to third-year apprentices who have moved 
away from home; provided an additional $106.7 million for Australian apprenticeship centres; provided 
$10.6 million over four years to extend incentives for employers of higher level apprentices in key growth areas; 
and provided an extra $6 million for the national skills shortage strategy. 

The federal government certainly is taking a number of initiatives in the area of skills training, and that should be 
noted.  In conclusion, as I said, the ministerial statement deals with the erosion of states’ rights.  I concur with 
that, although, as I said last week, the minister needs to look at the Labor Party’s national platform, which calls 
for a national approach to education and skills training. 

With regard to industrial relations, the ministerial statement alludes to the fact that the federal government is 
insisting that Australian workplace agreements be included in the funding agreement.  That seems to be a 
concern for the minister.  At the same time, as I mentioned last week, the third last paragraph of the ministerial 
statement says that although signing the agreement obliges the state government to offer Australian workplace 
agreements, it will be open to TAFE employees to decide whether they wish to take up the offer of an AWA or 
benefit from the replacement certified agreement.  I do not think one could argue with that. 

I do not agree with the commonwealth’s intrusion into states’ rights, but I acknowledge the federal government’s 
initiatives with regard to training. 

Question put and passed. 

Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review - Sixth Report - Inquiry into the Agreement of 
the Council of Australian Governments on September 27 2005 Relating to Strengthening Counter-Terrorism 

Laws 

Resumed from 30 November 2005. 

Motion 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  I move -  

That the report be noted. 

It was the intention of the standing committee to be proactive in providing the chamber with information about 
an ongoing issue of the day; namely, our Parliament having to deal with matters arising from a COAG agreement 
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relating to strengthening counter-terrorism laws.  Indeed, as recently as last week we dealt with legislation in the 
form of the Terrorism (Preventative Detention) Bill.  Our committee was of the view that, because it takes a 
while to look into these matters and consider the options, it was best to be proactive.  I hope the chamber found 
the report useful.  I think it was a worthwhile exercise.  It made information, including copies of agreements and 
documents and other matters, available to members ahead of the game.  I think that is a good thing.  I would like 
to thank the committee staff who assisted in preparing this timely report. 

Question put and passed. 

Darkan School Bus Incident - Statement by Parliamentary Secretary 

Resumed from 30 August 2005. 

Motion 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I move -  

That the statement be noted. 

I have read the statement carefully and I hope the Minister for Education and Training will be able to respond to 
a question I have about the information that was provided.  It indicates that this was an extremely rare 
circumstance and that there were probably explanations for the children being left on the bus.  According to the 
statement, the local school bus advisory committee in Darkan had made some recommendations about how 
school bus services could be better managed to look after younger children.  The statement indicated that these 
recommendations would be looked at on a system-wide basis.  Can the minister indicate whether that has 
happened and what are the recommendations? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I am happy to provide a response.  This was indeed a very sad incident on the 
school bus at Darkan.  Darkan District High School is served by four school buses and 104 students access that 
service.  On the morning of Thursday, 25 August, the driver of a Darkan District High School bus delivered her 
passengers to the school.  Each Tuesday and Thursday the bus continues around the oval to deliver the 
kindergarten students to their separate site, but on this occasion the driver forgot she had kindergarten students 
on board and unfortunately drove straight on.  Usually the kindergarten teacher and an assistant meet the bus 
students, which they did on this day.  Because there had been quite a lot of absenteeism due to winter illnesses - 
almost half the students were absent - the teacher was not alerted to any problem when the bus did not stop and 
assumed the students were all too ill to attend school. 

The bus driver returned to the bus at 2.45 pm to find students on board.  She took the students to the kindergarten 
where the teacher toileted them and gave them a drink.  The deputy principal was informed and he notified the 
parents of the three students concerned.  One parent was already at the school.  He also notified the principal.  
Leaving students on a school bus is something we do not want to put any parent through again; indeed, we would 
not want any student to be put through that again.  Certainly we would not want the bus driver to be put through 
that again. 

It was indeed a set of very unfortunate circumstances.  Obviously everybody is very keen that this outcome 
should not be repeated.  In response to that incident on 25 August 2005, the Department of Education and 
Training worked collaboratively with the Public Transport Authority to investigate and to take steps to ensure 
the incident did not recur.  Recommendations were developed for application across the state and locally in 
Darkan to ensure that was the case.  These recommendations included a range of strategies and I am happy to 
advise the chamber about them. 

First, a directive was implemented that school bus drivers check that all seats are empty before locking and 
leaving the bus, which is probably commonsense but did not happen on that occasion.  All rural bus drivers now 
carry a list of passengers and they check the students as they board and exit the bus.  The recommendations also 
included encouraging younger students, especially kindergarten and preprimary school students, to sit as close to 
the front of the bus as possible so that they can be better identified and shepherded out at their stops.  Sometimes 
these young ones are pretty small and if they are misbehaving or whatever, it may be a little hard to find out 
where they are and what they are doing.  The strategies also make sure that buses continue to stop at 
kindergartens regardless of the students on the bus and that teachers are advised that students are absent on that 
day.  Bus services are now making kindergarten stops the first on the journey list.  That is another key strategy.  
Relevant staff training has been undertaken in the meantime to ensure a continuing high level of understanding 
of incident reporting.  Also, all students have been counselled about what action to take if they find themselves 
faced with the same situation.  For example, they have been taught that they have to toot the horn in the bus to 
attract the attention of an adult.  Obviously, the children in this case did not know how to identify the bus horn.  
That is something that may have been taken for granted by the adults.  They had probably heard the car horn 
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being tooted on numerous occasions but, really, I cannot remember the number of times I heard a bus horn 
tooted in the five years I was catching the school bus and in 12 years of using public transport on and off.  We 
cannot assume that the things we take for granted as adults have been learnt or can be understood by very young 
children.  Counselling was offered at the time to all affected students and parents, but only one request for the 
service was made.  Ongoing counselling services have been offered should they be needed. 

We are a long way past this incident.  On reflection, the incident should have been avoided and, as I have already 
said, we do not want to see it happen again.  The only benefit we can gain from the incident is that we can learn  
from it and put in place measures to ensure that it is avoided in future.  I thank the Department of Education and 
Training and the Public Transport Authority, because they have recognised the importance of this issue and the 
need to make sure that we get it right.  The way in which both of those agencies have worked collaboratively to 
get a positive outcome for the future is encouraging. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  A year ago today, I asked a question of the minister about this issue.  I stood today 
in question time in an attempt to get a couple of questions up, but I was unsuccessful.  The Darkan inquiry, led 
by Ms Workman, was to make some recommendations, and the minister has provided the committee with some 
of those.  From what the minister has said, it appears that the recommendations place a fairly big responsibility 
on very small children and on the bus drivers.  I am interested to know whether, as education minister, she might 
have considered a more commonsense approach. All the kindergartens now have telephones, and most parents 
have telephones.  I would have thought the minister would seek some recommendation that parents of small 
children travelling by bus -  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Do they have telephones? 
Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Yes, they do, and they always have had.  I do not know how many kindergartens the 
minister has visited.  The number of country children travelling to kindergarten by bus is very low.  I had my 
own child on a bus some years ago in a country area.  The parents of such children should ring the kindergarten 
and inform the teacher if the child is to be absent, and the teacher would then know.  It is a bit precarious to rely 
on the bus contractors to teach little children to sound a horn.  In this case, these children were left on a bus for 
many hours without access to water or a toilet, and they have probably been affected for a long time.  I would 
like the minister to do me the courtesy of listening to the proposal I am putting; that is, that country parents 
whose children travel on buses to kindergartens and preprimaries be requested to telephone the centre at nine 
o’clock, or whenever, and let the teacher know that the child will not be travelling to kindergarten on that day.  
This is a common practice in many schools in the city to protect children who may get waylaid on the way to 
school.  It is not really enough to say that little children have been taught to sound the horn, or for the bus drivers 
to have full responsibility.  It is part of the parent-teacher relationship.  A simple phone call could inform the 
teacher that the child is not on the bus.  When my children caught the school bus, they would often be playing in 
the bush when the school bus arrived.  They could be at the bus stop 20 minutes or half an hour before the school 
bus arrived, having a great time.  Whose responsibility is it then if the bus driver does not see the little 
kindergarten children in the bush or at the shelter playing hide and seek, and the big kids have not told the bus 
driver there is another kid, perhaps a brother or sister, not on the bus?  It is not acceptable to put all the 
responsibility on the bus driver or the little kids.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Why didn’t you guys do something when you were in government? 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  The minister keeps harking back to that.  Talk about the grumbler and a grizzler!  
She is the Minister for Education and Training.   

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Hon Barbara Scott has never been a minister in any government. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  She is very unlikely ever to be, even if I live for 16 lifetimes.  

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  The minister hits below the belt; she only knows how to play the man.  I am talking 
about the issue and offering her a very commonsense practical solution.  I am not prepared to accept that little 
kids of three and a half or four and a half years of age could be left at the other end of the bus trip in the middle 
of the bush.  What happens if the school does not know whether the child has even left home?  We often shared 
lifts picking up children.  For the safety of the children, I do not think the minister has scrutinised these 
recommendations sufficiently.  I would like to know - I will put it in the form of a question tomorrow - what 
Ms Workman discussed with the bus committee in Darkan, and what were considered to be reasonable 
recommendations.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  You can always ask a question. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I will do so; I intended to do it today. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  You might even ask a sensible question, for a change.  That would be very refreshing. 
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Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I have a sensible question ready, and this is an opportunity to ask the minister to 
grab a brain and take a commonsense approach to this issue and not place the responsibility just on the bus 
drivers.  She is evading her responsibility very cleverly and taking the side door out.  She misses the target with a 
left-footer, and blames somebody else.  She does not put the responsibility on the school, of which she is in 
charge, or work with the parents.  As far back as when my children were at kindergarten, if they were not 
attending, I would ring the teacher.  If there are not telephones in all the new kindergartens, there ought to be.  
These children are still really little babies.  If one kid is left in the bush all day at a bus stop at the back of 
Bencubbin or wherever, will it still be the bus driver’s responsibility?  Whose responsibility is it?  If the minister 
can answer that, she will have come up with a sensible resolution.  I am not satisfied with the explanation the 
minister has given. 

Question put and passed. 

Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review - Seventh Report - Annual Report 2005 

Resumed from 1 December 2005.  

Motion 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  I move -  

That the report be noted.  

Report 7 deals with the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review’s work in the first year 
of the thirty-seventh Parliament.  The committee, which I have the very great honour of chairing, is populated by 
some of the finest members in the house - Hon Donna Faragher, Hon Sheila Mills and Hon Matt Benson-
Lidholm.  

Hon Bruce Donaldson interjected.  

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  I think that praise and encouragement are useful development tools, so I hope 
Hon Bruce Donaldson does not pull me up too sharply! 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich interjected.  

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Hon Louise Pratt):  I thought the minister was trying to give the call back to 
Hon Simon O’Brien.  He has the call.  

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Chair.  In addition to my indication that I am very happy 
to serve with those colleagues on the committee, I also record on behalf of those colleagues our appreciation of 
the staff who served us in 2005 and indeed those who provide such excellent support today.  

In this report, the committee noted the tabling of a number of reports into standing order 230A regarding referral 
of uniform legislation reporting time frames.  The committee reported for the first time on the Queensland 
Consumer Credit (Firefighter’s Benefit Fund) Amendment Regulation (No. 1) 2005.  I can say only that unless 
one was a firefighter in Queensland with a particular interest in the benefit fund, that was one of the most tedious 
matters to ever have to report into.  This is the type of work that committees sometimes have to do.  The 
committee reported also on the Standard Time Bill 2005, which also sounds a bit tedious but which I found very 
interesting and enjoyable.  The committee reported on the Trade Measurement Bill 2005 and the Trade 
Measurement Administration Bill 2005, the Defamation Bill 2005 and the Road Traffic Amendment Bill 2005.  
The committee has some fairly tight time frames set by the house.  The committee reported on the Road Traffic 
Amendment Bill 2005 on 15 November 2005, as reported in its annual report, and the legislation still lies on the 
notice paper waiting to be dealt with. 

Hon Donna Faragher:  Outrageous! 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  It is outrageous mismanagement by this government.  These bills are introduced with 
much fanfare and media hype and they are thrown into the Legislative Assembly.  I will not say that the 
Legislative Assembly digests them, because the bills go through the system a lot more quickly in that place than 
in this place - perhaps they are aided by the use of castor oil!  When the bills come into this place, they are 
referred automatically to the Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review Committee because, to its credit, this 
place has evolving procedures in place that work very well.  The committee then does all that is required of it 
and provides a report.  In this case the committee reported on the Road Traffic Amendment Bill 2005 on 
15 November 2005.  At this rate we will be celebrating the anniversary of that report before the legislation is 
dealt with.  To refresh members’ memories, I will ask Hon Peter Collier, who is managing this bill on behalf of 
the opposition, when the debate on the bill began.  If our committee reported on 15 November, the chances are 
that we are about to celebrate its first anniversary. 
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Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  What is the name of it? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  It is the Road Traffic Amendment Bill 2005.  It might be about to celebrate, or even 
have celebrated, its first anniversary of being received by this place.  It is a good job it is not a bank cheque, 
otherwise it might have expired.  We will deal with that in due course. 

The committee reported also on the agreement of the Council of Australian Governments regarding counter-
terrorism laws.  I spoke about that a few minutes ago when the Committee of the Whole agreed to note that 
report.  The Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review Committee dealt with a few other matters, and they are 
discussed in the report.  That is a reasonable body of work when members consider the time the committee spent 
on that work since its inception on 17 August 2005.  This report was completed and tabled on 1 December.  I do 
not think that is a bad effort for three-and-a-half months’ work.  It proves the substance of my earlier remarks 
that it is a good committee with a good cooperative membership that is well served by a very professional and 
well-organised team of advisory and other support staff. 

Question put and passed. 

Former Clerk of the Legislative Council - Alleged Misappropriation of Public Funds - Statement by President 

Resumed from 31 August 2005. 

Point of Order 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  In the event that nothing is done with a ministerial statement - that is, if no member 
moves a motion to it - does it drop off the notice paper automatically?  I do not think this matter needs to be 
considered at all, but I do not want it to stay on the agenda.  If no member moves a motion, will it lapse? 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Hon Louise Pratt):  It will lapse. 

Committee Resumed 

Consideration of statement lapsed. 

Standing Committee on Public Administration - First Report - Annual Report 2005 

Resumed from 1 December 2005. 

Motion 

Hon BARRY HOUSE:  I move - 

That the report be noted. 

This is an annual report of the Standing Committee on Public Administration.  The reason it has taken this 
format is that previously committees reported in a sessional report all the bits and pieces that they addressed; 
however, in June 2003, the government changed the system so that the Governor would not prorogue Parliament 
annually.  Therefore, the committee’s reporting practices have evolved to a system whereby the committee 
reports on major issues and inquiries separately.  However, the committee will be submitting an annual report. 

This report covered a three-month period of activity from 17 August 2005, when the committee was re-
established in the current Parliament, through to the end of the year.  It includes some of the activity of the 
former Standing Committee on Public Administration and Finance.  The membership of the committee 
comprises Hon Ed Dermer, Hon Vince Catania, Hon Helen Morton and Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm.  That is a 
fine bunch of members.  We were very well served in the staffing of the committee at the time by Anne Turner 
and Jan Paniperis.  Some personnel changes have since taken place.  The committee considered a range of 
matters in that time.  It is worth noting that no whole-of-committee travel was undertaken in the reporting period.  
However, on an individual basis, two staff members of the former Public Administration and Finance Committee 
attended the eighth Biennial Conference of the Australasian Council of Public Accounts Committees in Brisbane 
from 6 February to 8 February 2005.  Members will recall that there was other pressing business being 
conducted during February 2005 that meant members were not too keen to travel at that stage.  Hon Helen 
Morton, as the committee chairman’s delegate, attended the annual conference of the Australasian Study of 
Parliament Group held in Sydney between 7 and 8 October 2005.  The theme was “Parliament and 
Accountability in the 21st Century: The Role of Parliamentary Oversight Committees”.  That was a very 
worthwhile exercise for Hon Helen Morton and the committee. 

Part of the committee’s brief is consultation with independent statutory office holders.  During a three-month 
period the committee held a series of private briefings - they were not hearings - with the Parliamentary 
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Commissioner for Administrative Investigations, which is the Ombudsman; the Auditor General; the Public 
Sector Standards Commissioner; the Information Commissioner; and the Inspector of Custodial Services.  The 
committee members found the briefings beneficial.  The independent parliamentary statutory office holders 
found them very beneficial also, because I believe they feel that they often work in a vacuum.  They are very 
pleased when a sector of Parliament - in particular a parliamentary committee - takes particular notice of their 
work.  In this regard, the committee made a decision to work more closely with the independent statutory office 
holders by following up the reports that they present to Parliament from time to time.  Some of them present a 
vast array of reports.  The committee necessarily must be selective in what it will follow up. 

Last year the committee commenced an inquiry into the Auditor General’s follow-up performance examination 
of “Life Matters: Management of Deliberate Self-Harm in Young People”.  The Auditor General’s initial 
performance examination in 2001 compared the care given in hospital emergency departments and community 
health services with medical guidelines.  The follow-up performance examination by the Auditor General in 
October 2005 found that the Department of Health had made limited progress addressing the 2001 
recommendations.  The committee decided that that was an inquiry worth pursuing.  We are now in the final 
stages of that inquiry.  In fact, we are deliberating on our report as we speak.  We had a meeting earlier today, 
and during tonight’s dinner break we will have another meeting to finalise the report.   

The committee also considered a series of other issues without taking them to a full inquiry status.  One of those 
involved the City of Belmont’s local government public question time.  The issue was handballed to our 
committee by the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation.  On behalf of the Springs Private 
Landowners Group, Mr Peter Stewart questioned whether the City of Belmont’s operations were adhering to 
procedure.  In a nutshell, the group was concerned that the City of Belmont was not allowing members of the 
public to ask questions at agenda briefing forums.  In Mr Stewart’s view, the forums were de facto council 
meetings and, therefore, subject to the same statutory requirements for public question time as ordinary council 
meetings, under section 5.24 of the Local Government Act.  Rather than compiling a separate report, the 
committee resolved to include work on this issue in its annual report.  We followed up the issue by assessing the 
views of the City of Belmont, the Department of Local Government and Regional Development and the Western 
Australian Local Government Association.  From our inquiries we concluded that the City of Belmont was not 
breaching section 5.24 of the Local Government Act.  We were not convinced that the forums were effectively 
council meetings.  We acknowledged that Mr Stewart may have gained the impression that they were council 
meetings, given that the application of parts of the City of Belmont’s standing orders local law are applied to the 
forums.  This inadvertently gave the forums the appearance of being council meetings.  Mr Stewart was quite 
adamant that because the forums were conducted according to certain sections of the City of Belmont’s standing 
orders, public question time should be allowed during the educational forums.  We did not completely agree with 
him on that matter.  The committee is satisfied that the forums are educative forums, because they perform an 
educational function for councillors and staff.  The matter of whether public question time should be mandatory 
at forums of that nature is a different issue.  Nevertheless, the committee received from the City of Belmont an 
undertaking that it will seek to amend its local law to make allowances for that type of situation.  Our committee 
will merely keep a watching brief on that situation if and when anything further arises.  If members are interested 
in following that issue further, particularly local members, all correspondence relating to the City of Belmont 
issue is contained as an appendix to the report.   

The report concludes by briefly summarising the committee’s plans for 2006.  It indicates that we have revisited 
and packaged an inquiry on water governance to complete the work that was initiated by a previous committee 
of this Parliament.  Members may recall that report coming before the house earlier this year.  That inquiry is 
under way.  We will also continue to monitor the various independent parliamentary statutory office holders’ 
reports to Parliament.  If the committee identifies an issue of significance, like the one it has currently identified 
as a result of two of the Auditor General’s reports on the Department of Health’s activities relating to deliberate 
self-harm, we will pursue them.  That is a broad overview.  I thank the members and staff who were involved in 
the report.  The committee is continuing to do some worthwhile work in the areas outlined in the report.   

Hon ED DERMER:  I will briefly comment on the annual report of the Standing Committee on Public 
Administration for 2005.  I certainly join with the chairman in thanking the members and staff of the committee 
for their very able assistance.  As described by the chairman, it is obvious that the Standing Committee on Public 
Administration covers the broad ambit of government.  We have developed a constructive relationship with the 
independent statutory office holders.  We have regular and informal discussions with them and we consider their 
reports.  Quite often the extent of our investigation is to seek a response from the ministers or departments that 
have been the subject of a report and ask them what they intend to do to address the recommendations that have 
been made in the report.  The correspondence that we receive is almost always made public.  If members have 
taken particular interest in the report of a statutory office holder and would like to examine an issue further, they 
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may wish to inquire what the committee has done with that issue.  An inquiry may go no further than an 
exchange of correspondence.  However, that documentation is available and informative.  I would like to think 
that we encourage enhancement within the various agencies because of the interest we take as a committee.  I 
will not repeat the areas covered by my colleague Hon Barry House because he covered them thoroughly.  The 
report speaks for itself.  We are hoping that the systematic approach we are taking will be productive during the 
remainder of the Parliament.   

Question put and passed.  

E.G. Green and Sons Pty Ltd - Government’s Assistance Package - Statement by Minister for Agriculture and 
Forestry 

Resumed from 15 September 2005.   

Motion 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  I move - 

That the statement be noted. 

This ministerial statement was given by the then Minister for Agriculture and Forestry some 12 months ago.  It 
relates to a package put forward by the government to assist the troubled E.G. Green and Sons’ Harvey Beef.  
Harvey Beef is a household name.  E.G. Green and Sons is also a household name.  We have been saddened by 
the rumours about E.G. Green and Sons.  We felt it would weather the storm but it did not eventuate.  There was 
a real concern throughout the cattle industry because E.G. Green and Sons slaughtered about 190 000 head of 
cattle in 2004-05, 42 per cent of all the cattle slaughtered in Western Australia and 90 per cent of the beef 
exported from Western Australia.  It amounted to $150 million in export earnings to the state.  On 12 August, 
about a month before this ministerial statement about the package put forward by the government, E.G. Green 
and Sons closed its plant, seeking a capital injection to enable it to consider options to restructure its business.  
Unfortunately, one week later it went into voluntary administration, with Mr Martin Jones of Ferrier Hodgson 
appointed as administrator.  A lot of water has gone under the bridge since then.  Very importantly, it has been 
successful.  The Minister for Agriculture and Food will be able to bring us up to date.  I understand that all the 
creditors will be getting 100 per cent of their money.   

Hon Kim Chance:  Plus interest.   

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  Yes, plus interest.  The minister’s statement reads - 

The government continues to be confident that Harvey Beef will remain an important beef processor in 
the Harvey region, and we have acted promptly to ensure that displaced workers can find new 
employment as soon as possible.   

That has happened.  It has restructured quite a bit.  I think Elders came to the party with $20 million.   

Hon Anthony Fels:  I think it bought $20 million of the debt.   

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  Whatever happened and where it went from there, I do not know.  Thank 
heavens the result was very successful.  It certainly gave confidence back to the cattle industry and to exporters.  
The government gave $1.55 million to the Department of Education and Training to ensure that many of the 
abattoir workers would be able to gain new employment opportunities.  The government also loaned the 
administrator $1.8 million to ensure that redundancy payments are paid to displaced staff this week.  E.G. Green 
and Sons had to lay off a few staff and come back to a five-day operation with only one shift.  This seemed to 
happen a lot longer than 12 months ago.  On 30 August 2006 we see that Harvey Beef is operating pretty 
successfully.  It was a good news story at the end of the day, but there were some very nervous people involved.  
A lot of cattle producers were owed considerable sums of money.  There were a lot of other creditors.  It looked 
a bit shaky.  The end result is one of those good news stories in which voluntary administration has taken place, 
and it has been successful.  At the end of the day, the creditors have been repaid, with interest, as the minister 
said.  Maybe the minister can bring us up to date with anything else that has happened in the past few months.   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I thank Hon Bruce Donaldson for accurately portraying what has happened and for his 
comments on the restructuring of this very important business.  It is important not only to the beef industry but 
also to the region.  Harvey is a pretty special area.  We often use that term but in this case it is absolutely 
warranted.  The meat industry is generally characterised by a fairly transient, sometimes unstable, work force - a 
work force that is similarly characterised by a shortage of skills.  The highly transient nature of the work force 
has exacerbated that traditionally across the industry.  The Harvey abattoir never had those problems.  It had a 
local work force, a very loyal work force and a unionised work force.  The management of Harvey Beef set new 
standards of occupational health and safety.  These days workers’ compensation is a performance-based measure 
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in that the premiums are established on claims.  Harvey Beef drove down the abattoir workers’ compensation 
premiums, which are commonly 14 per cent of payroll, below the general industry normal rate, not the meat 
industry normal rate, to around two per cent of payroll.  That was a spectacular achievement, achieved by both 
management and labour.  It was a special place.   

We had discussions with various people who indicated that they would be bidding for the business, and they 
asked what the government was looking for out of this.  One of the first things we told them was that we wanted 
them to accept that one of the real assets of this business was its labour force and it needed to be dealt with with 
respect and value as an asset.  To the great credit of the companies that presented at that stage, every one of them 
recognised that.  They could see that this was a very special community and that its work force was a part of the 
community. 
It would have been easy for the government to intervene.  I was actually called on to make some judgments 
about whether that would be proper.  The case for intervention was actually strong.  Even though government 
intervention in business is a distorting element, in this case government intervention was warranted.  We could 
have built a powerful case on that.  On the other hand, the meat industry is highly competitive and super 
sensitive to distortion of the marketplace.  We had to be extremely careful.  Saying that no deals would be done 
for anyone was ultimately appreciated by all the bidders.   

Progress reported and leave granted to sit again, pursuant to sessional orders. 
Sitting suspended from 5.59 to 7.30 pm  

 


