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COMMITTEE REPORTS AND MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS - CONSIDERATION 
Committee 

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Hon Louise Pratt) in the chair. 

Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission - Sixth Report - Examination of the 
2004-2005 Annual Report of the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission - Motion 

Resumed from 18 October on the following motion moved by Hon Ray Halligan - 

That the report be noted. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  When we were last considering reports and ministerial statements, I was explaining to 
members about the sixth report of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission, 
“Examination of the 2004-2005 Annual Report of the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime 
Commission”.  I provided excerpts from that report to the point on page 4, headed “General Comments”.  The 
report states at paragraph 1.7 - 

Other topics the Committee recommends being included in the Parliamentary Inspector’s annual reports 
include: 

a. Frequency of meetings between the Parliamentary Inspector and the Commissioner 
and Executive Director of the CCC; 

As members might understand, the parliamentary inspector is the go-between or umbilical cord between 
Parliament, to which the joint standing committee is of course subordinate, and the Corruption and Crime 
Commission.  It is important that we are aware of the frequency of the meetings, to satisfy ourselves that the 
parliamentary inspector is in fact inspecting the commission as frequently as we believe should be the case.  
Paragraph 1.7 continues - 

b. Reporting to the Committee and to Parliament - the number and nature of reports to 
the Committee and to Parliament throughout the reporting period; 

That is self-explanatory.  It is important that members of Parliament understand that these committees are not 
only in place but also undertaking the work expected by the house and that we are in position to be able to report 
back to the house on the work that has been done.  The joint standing committee asked the parliamentary 
inspector to include in his parliamentary report conflicts of interest.  Members may recall - this will arise shortly 
when we consider the seventh report - that there is not only one parliamentary inspector but also a second, 
acting, parliamentary inspector.  The reason for having that second person is that our current parliamentary 
inspector, Malcolm McCusker, is a prominent Queen’s Counsel and must undertake an enormous amount of 
private work.  As a result of that private work, he may very well find himself in a position of conflict with issues 
before the CCC, in which case he has to call on somebody else - in this case our acting parliamentary inspector - 
to undertake the role that he would otherwise have taken.  It is important again that this chamber, and indeed 
Parliament, is made aware of the number of times that this occurs.  Therefore, the joint standing committee asked 
the parliamentary inspector to include the numbers of times that conflicts of interest arose during the reporting 
period. 

The joint standing committee has held a number of public hearings with the parliamentary inspector, so the 
information provided by the parliamentary inspector is not in camera but open to the public.  This is the 
openness and accountability that the joint standing committee seeks to ensure, hopefully to the satisfaction of 
members of this chamber, that nothing can be hidden.  Questions are asked of a nature that the parliamentary 
inspector is obliged to answer.  The questions and the answers are recorded by Hansard and, therefore, become 
available to the general public.  In this way, we believe that the joint standing committee is undertaking the role 
expected of it by the Parliament in trying to ensure not only that the work of the commission is undertaken in a 
satisfactory manner, but also that the auditor, if I may call him that, in the form of the parliamentary inspector, is 
undertaking his role in identifying whether the commission doing the work expected of it by this Parliament.  I 
do not think there is any more that I can say about the sixth report of the joint standing committee.  Included in 
the report is the transcript of that public hearing held on 19 October of last year, which will indicate to members 
the types of questions that are asked and the responses provided.   

I recommend that members read that report.  If members believe that there are any issues that need to be 
followed up, they should bring it to the attention of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime 
Commission.  In that way, openness and accountability will be seen to be working. 

Question put and passed. 
Sharing the Fish 06 Conference - Statement by Minister for Fisheries 
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Resumed from 17 November 2005.  

Motion 
Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  I move -  

That the statement be noted. 

This statement was made on 17 November 2005, and a lot of things have happened since then.  One was the 
Sharing the Fish 06 Conference, which dealt with allocation issues in fisheries management and which was held 
at the Esplanade Hotel in Fremantle from 26 February to 2 March.  I had the pleasure of attending that 
conference.  It was certainly illuminating to listen to speakers from all around the world talk about the 
difficulties they faced with sustainability and the environment.  Many face similar difficulties to those faced by 
the Australian fishing industry.  The debate about the worrying trends in wild capture continue, because some of 
the international marine guidelines between nations are not always observed in international waters, as one 
would expect in the context of the long-term sustainability of the fishing industry.   

According to tabled paper 1046, the Minister for Fisheries went to a conference in Norway.  It is a place that I 
also had the pleasure of visiting some years ago.  I took a group of my colleagues, who all had fishing grounds 
within their coastal electorates.  The Minister for Fisheries at the time, Monty House, wholeheartedly agreed 
with me that Dr Peter Rogers should accompany us on the trip. 

It was an eye-opener for all of us to see the degree of sophistication in Norwegian salmon farming.  We were 
also able to visit Lofoten Island off the coast of Norway, and finished up inside the Arctic Circle.  We met the 
former Norwegian Minister of Fisheries and Coastal Affairs.  He explained that he had formed a company with 
two of Norway’s best scientists to examine the genetics of raising fish, be it halibut, cod or salmon.  He had 
cunningly taken the two best officers from the Norwegian Ministry of Fisheries and Coastal Affairs to join him 
in this venture.  He explained that the government had the goal of regionalising Norway.  One of the ways in 
which this was achieved was through capitalising on the fjords and the general conditions in Norway, which 
made farming of seafoods a very viable opportunity.  The deep water of the fjords provides depth beneath the 
bottom of the fishing nets, which allows for flowthrough of nutrients.  The waters are also quite sheltered.  
Norway is, of course, a small country, and the government ensured that the entire country was connected with 
electrical power.  Electrical pylons with high-voltage wires can be seen even in heavily vegetated landscapes.  
Electrical power is provided to the water’s edge and beyond, through cables, to the islands.  The government was 
therefore able to provide electrical power to remote fish farms.  Our visit was most interesting.   

Dr Peter Rogers was very interested in the way in which the Norwegians managed the food supply - fishmeal - to 
the fish farmers.  They were allocated a certain amount.  To get the full benefit of the food conversion, fish 
farmers had to do it right.  If they were able to prove that they could do things the right way, they were given a 
bigger allocation of fish food to enable them to increase their tonnages.  The processing is very sophisticated, 
even on Lofoten Island.  The fish is processed there, loaded onto refrigerated semitrailers and transported by 
ferry to the mainland.  The Norwegians distribute fish into other countries in Europe within 24 hours.  It 
demonstrated to all of us, including Dr Rogers, that Australia was a long, long way behind in the area of fish 
farming.   

It was fascinating to observe the halibut.  They do not swim vertically; they swim horizontally.  I made a sick 
joke about being able to pack more halibut in a pen because they could be layered and stacked up.  It was quite 
funny to see them going around on their side.  The halibut is quite a sought-after fish in Europe.  The salmon 
industry in Norway has really come a long way.  It experienced an odd problem recently when the percentage of 
canola in fishmeal was increased; it actually tainted the flesh of the salmon.  A couple of refrigerated semitrailers 
full of the canola-affected salmon were rejected in Europe, because people did not like the taint of the canola oil.  
There was nothing wrong with the fish; people were simply not accustomed to the effect.  The fishing industry 
also made use of white lupins in fishmeal.  When we returned, we submitted a report to the then Premier, 
Richard Court.  He got very excited about it and rushed out to the grains conference at Burswood Casino and 
began to talk up lupins as a wonderful addition to fishmeal.  In fact, that is correct.  I think there are tremendous 
opportunities. 

Western Australia has pristine coastal waters, but the problem is that we do not have sheltered pristine waters.  
Our howling south-westerlies and prevailing winds of all sorts mean that surface sea pens are easily damaged.  
We do not have sheltered water.  If we did, a lot of our farmed seafood would be raised domestically in those 
areas.  In the long term, there is the prospect that the fishing industry will use submerged sea pens.  It requires a 
very high capital outlay, but it is viable, and I would like to think that, in a few years, there will be a trial of 
submerged sea pens off the coast of Western Australia.  It may take a long time.  Down the track, the world will 
have to live on farmed seafood.  The wild catch is disappearing and fishing grounds are being closed.  China 
produces 23 million tonnes of seafood, which is approximately a quarter of the world’s total wild fish capture; 
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that is only to feed the Chinese people.  I would like to think that if Western Australia is really dinkum about 
becoming a leader in the production of seafood, there will be a lot more investment.  The problem is that the 
people who would like to run projects and get some sort of fish farming industry under way find it very difficult 
to attract risk investment.  The story is that once people are successful, bankers are knocking doors down 
wanting to become part of the scene.  

I will not go into any more detail because I know the minister will be able to expand on what I have said; he was 
there.  I think that something like 60 per cent of the seafood going through Sydney now is farmed seafood, and 
that is replicated all around the world.  When Hon Murray Criddle, Hon Sheila Mills and I went to the European 
Seafood Expo in Brussels we saw the amount of farmed seafood that was on display in one way or another; it 
was massive.  The packaging and marketing of some of that product really blows one’s mind away.  We saw 
some of the machinery that is used whereby a salmon is fed in at one end and it comes out the other end exactly 
as people want it, with no pin bones or anything.  It really is state-of-the-art.  It is catering for a market.  I saw 
some red claw lobsters - the tails were a bit smaller - packaged in two or three pieces, which would be ideal for 
two people to use in making a salad.  That is capturing the market.  Unfortunately packaging some of our 
lobsters whole would not be too good because I am sure they would rip a few holes in the plastic.  Packaging and 
marketing have come a long way.  I know the minister would have seen what we saw and learnt what we learnt.  
I am sure that even greater steps have been taken since we visited. 

Hon JON FORD:  I appreciate the comments of Hon Bruce Donaldson.  It was a very interesting trip and 
certainly contributed to my early education in the fisheries portfolio in Western Australia.  It allowed me to gain 
an overseas perspective on what is seen as sustainable, compare matters such as environmental impacts and 
investment and also discuss jurisdictional issues.  I am very glad that we do not have those jurisdictional issues.  
The lessons the Europeans have learnt and are currently learning can be and are being applied by the 
Commonwealth, Western Australian, Northern Territory and Queensland governments in dealing with the 
jurisdictional issues we have with our nearest northern neighbour, Indonesia. 

The trip consisted of a number of visits.  We first went to the United Kingdom and met our Agent General.  We 
also met the British Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs and discussed its sustainable fisheries 
program, and the Department for Education and Skills.  We went to Norway, and as well as going to the fourth 
World Recreational Fishing Conference, we met the Norwegian Ministry of Local Government and Regional 
Development and the Ministry of Fisheries and Coastal Affairs, which was very interesting.  I took the 
opportunity to look at skills issues to see if there were experiences with skills shortages in Norway and the UK 
similar to some that were emerging in Western Australia with the onset of the boom. 

It was an interesting meeting with our Agent General, who told me that it was most important for us to maintain 
a continuous market presence in Europe.  Europe is a very hard market to crack, and once one has gained access 
to the market, it is a very easy market to lose.  The Agent General encouraged me to go to the next Brussels 
seafood expo, but unfortunately I was not able to do so although a number of members of this house, including 
Hon Bruce Donaldson, did go.  Perhaps down the track there will be an opportunity for me and Hon Murray 
Criddle to attend.   

Hon Murray Criddle:  I am sure you will encourage me to go to other expos. 

Hon JON FORD:  That was a very important expo to go to because the Western Australian industry was 
recognised for its environmental management.  It was good that representatives from this Parliament were there. 

The Agent General urged us to encourage industry to increase its market share.  He saw possibilities, particularly 
with fin fish.  Our major market over there, which is really only a minor part of our industry, is rock lobster.  The 
Agent General saw a major opportunity to get fresh fin fish to Europe.  When one goes to a market over there 
and sees tommy rough, which in my view is a rubbish fish and something one would use for rock lobster bait, 
selling for about 60 pounds for an average 10-kilogram fish, one begins to see the value of some of the fish that 
we have.  One of the things that one notices in the European markets is that there is nowhere near the variety of 
fish that there is here.  We are very spoilt, especially in Western Australia, and literally have a smorgasbord of 
fish.  Some of that is due to the cold environment.  Cold fish certainly have a different flavour and attraction.  It 
also limits the species, particularly the demersal fish.  Another aspect is that many fish species have been fished 
out.  There was a jurisdictional issue and unfortunately by the time that mess had been sorted out, about 30 per 
cent of fish species had been lost.  The Europeans talk about sustainability and say that they are doing a good 
job.  They are happy that 70 per cent of fish species have survived!  It is a sad reflection on what went on, but it 
also reflects the challenges. 

I agree with the Agent General that our industry should be pushing its market opportunities in Europe because 
we are very reliant on the Asian market.  If we can diversify, we will mitigate against the threat of one market 
collapsing.  However, some process issues need to be dealt with, particularly with rock lobster, and the industry 
is looking at how it wants to structure itself.  Processors will argue that the current system of management does 
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not allow them to react to supplying the Chinese New Year market and wedding seasons.  That is because that 
market moves backwards and forwards from year to year and the Western Australian fisheries have a number of 
closures that at times match up with those seasons.  From the government’s perspective, sustainability is the 
most important consideration.  Industry has to work out what it wants and which markets it wants to push into.  
In relation to the intermittent supply issue, industry is adjusting the way it does business, targeting its markets 
and diversifying the product.  Australia is now leading the world in technology relating to the agricultural grow-
out of crustaceans.  We now have a debate about rights to puerulus and it is an important debate.   
Aquaculture will open up a heap of opportunities, particularly in the new European markets, and it will also take 
the pressure off the wild stock.  Wild stock and aquaculture can work, not in competition, but in harmony with 
each other to take full advantage of these opportunities.  The agent general also talked about perhaps industry 
and/or government, or in partnership, putting a permanent marketing person into the Western Australian 
European office.  At this stage industry is more interested in the Asian market.  It is content with what it is doing 
with the current markets and considers that in diversifying its market there are more opportunities in a growing 
Chinese market and also the American market.  Industry is dealing with it in its way and it is something that the 
industry and government will deal with in the future.   
I met with Mr Lindsay Harris, head of the Sea Fisheries Conservation Division, and Mr Anthony Hynes, from 
the Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs, which is the United Kingdom’s fisheries department.  
They talked about a ₤540 million industry, which employs more than 1 200 people in the UK.  The main point of 
discussion was jurisdictional issues.  They were interested in domestic jurisdictional issues and the notion of 
integrated fisheries management.  They had not contemplated a shared resource perspective between domestic 
recreational fishers - a tourism system - and a commercial system in which the whole catch is allocated and 
divided between the industries.  They were tweaking up their interjurisdictional issues and were very keen to see 
how we go.  The Western Australian initiative, which I understand was an initiative of the previous Court 
government and has been carried on by this government, is leading the world in an attempt at that sort of 
management.  It is my firm view that it is the way to go, but it has significant challenges.  At that stage the UK 
was about to take over its six-monthly stint at the European Union presidency, so these people had their minds 
firmly focused on that and how they might manage the interjurisdictional issues.   
I was interested in how we might manage our fisheries in the future with Indonesia, as perhaps a solution to what 
is currently occurring in the north of Australia, within Indonesian and Australian waters.  Perhaps, in amongst 
that mix, that may be a solution down the track to the over-exploitation of our side of the divide.  When I 
listened to the issues these people have had and still have from an interjurisdictional mix, I recognised that it is a 
very difficult job.  They talked about small changes to agreements taking 10 to 15 years to get on the agenda, and 
there is no guarantee of an outcome.  They try to get these changes on the agenda to match up with favourable 
jurisdictions whose turn it is for the European Union presidency.  That carries some weight.  Nevertheless, they 
strive to deal with that.   
I also had a chat with Mr Stephen Marston, who is the director of the skills group of the Department of 
Education and Skills, on skills shortages.  It was a discouraging meeting.  I actually left the meeting feeling sorry 
for him.  He talked about six million adults in the UK having no qualifications, 26 per cent of adults not having 
undertaken any learning in the past three years, and more than seven million adults with serious basic skill needs 
in literacy, numeracy and basic IT.  He compared that with the huge number of opportunities that are available 
and an ageing work force, particularly in the oil, gas and manufacturing sectors.  He said that a section of the 
community was continuing a rollercoaster ride of welfare dependency.  People have grown up with no 
motivation to do anything but to join the welfare queue.  I have heard similar comments about our skills 
shortages at ministerial councils.  Great Britain is no different from Australia in that respect.  I heard similar 
comments in Norway.  At that stage, both Norway and the UK were eyeing off ways to introduce skilled 
migration.  Norway is actually reducing the restriction on people being granted permanency and becoming 
citizens.  It has a slightly different issue.  Its young people want to go not into labouring jobs, but into highly 
skilled management positions.  They are not interested in hands-on technical jobs.   
We met with the Norwegian Ministry of Local Government and Regional Development.  I cannot pronounce the 
name of the person with whom we met.  We had an interesting conversation along the lines of how to engage 
young, unemployed people, particularly in the regions, and marry up those skills through school and into the 
positions that are available in the oil and gas industries and government sector.  We also discussed how to top up 
the skills shortages, primarily because of its ageing work force and a change in its economy.  The Norwegian oil 
and gas sector in the North Sea undergoes changes in its production environment.  It has similar challenges to 
ours.  The Australian government and state governments are responding to the same issues in a similar manner.  
Obviously we talk to each other at an international level, and we are trying to deal with the problem.  It is 
interesting to note in that context, that internationally we are competing for skills.  There is a big market out 
there and we are trying to attract people to Australia.  The countries we visited experience exactly the same 
issues.   
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It was interesting that the World Recreational Fishing Conference was a conference not from a recreational 
fishing perspective, but was for scientists.  Although a few recreational people attended, some seven or eight 
senior fisher staff from Australian jurisdictions mixed it with scientists and fishing managers from around the 
world, including the United States and Europe.  I was bemused.  My vision of the conference was completely 
different from the reality.  I had a vision of people wearing fly-fishing hats and carrying fly-fishing rods, but the 
majority who attended were scientists.  That gave me an insight into the shortage of world-class venues for 
fishing managers and fishing scientists to get together and exchange information.  It was a very rewarding 
experience.  Similar issues discussed at that world conference were moved into Western Australia’s own Sharing 
the Fish conference, and many people at that conference also attended the Sharing the Fish conference.  I will not 
go into all the details of the conference, but some very important points came out of it.  One was fishing 
allocations and the differing versions of an integrated fisheries management.  The most important topic that was 
discussed was sanctuary zones and their value from both the recreational and conservation perspectives.  The 
main argument seemed to centre around two streams of thought.  One was whether to have small sanctuary zones 
dotted along the coastline or great big sanctuary zones taking in huge biospheres.  The trouble with a huge model 
is that the ocean, unlike national parks, which are land based, is a three-dimensional environment.  How do we 
protect pelagic fish like herrings, for instance, that have a long range?  They are born in South Australian waters, 
come all the way to waters near Perth and go back again to South Australia.  On that side the main argument that 
came through and, coupled with the argument that has occurred a year or so later, seems to have been won over 
is that sanctuary zones are an important part of the total marine management, not an end in themselves.  There 
has to be a reason for sanctuary zones and they must be incorporated in the total management package for a 
specific fishery, and not just something that we slap in because it makes us feel good. 
Hon Bruce Donaldson:  Unfortunately, a few people believe that is the way. 
Hon JON FORD:  Yes, I am well aware of that.  It is much more important to have a fully integrated 
management system than sanctuary zones.  We could have sanctuary zones but we would not achieve anything if 
we did not have a good management regime. 
Another important point was about just how lucky Western Australia is.  I attended a liming presentation in 
Norway.  At that stage Norway was spending $US16 million per annum liming its rivers and lakes as a result of 
acid rain.  There is such a high level of acidity in Norway’s rivers, creeks and ponds that most commercial fin 
fish and pelagic species cannot survive.  Therefore, to drop the acid level, Norway virtually dumps thousands of 
tonnes of lime into its rivers and lakes.  Another way to drop the acid level is to put plants on the side of major 
watercourses, which actually do the mixing and put the alkaline water back into these rivers.  Norway needs to 
do that to sustain the aquaculture for salmon, as Hon Bruce Donaldson referred to.  Therefore, as a result of this 
huge problem that was not really Norway’s issue but something that came out of industry in Europe, particularly 
Eastern Bloc countries, Norway will now pay the price for evermore.  Norway is examining ways of mitigating 
the cost and other ways to deal with this acid rain fallout. 
Another issue that came out of the visit was aquaculture, which Hon Bruce Donaldson talked about.  The 
problem with aquaculture is the inability of industry to attract investment from the commercial sector, which of 
course is a problem in Western Australia.  Norway dealt with that by providing government-sponsored training 
of commercial banking people to help them understand the problem so that they could make a considered 
judgment of the risks involved in investing in aquaculture.  Instead of just saying no to this issue, they also put 
their hand on industry and said they would fully support industry.  Norway also carried out a whole coastal 
assessment of suitable sites.  That is something that I believe Western Australia needs to do.  I have asked the 
Department of Fisheries to consider how we might examine all the environmental assessments and other 
government requirements, both commonwealth and state, and identify pre-approved areas that would be suitable 
for different types of aquaculture.  We do not have the amount of sheltered waters that Norway has, as 
Hon Bruce Donaldson said, but we certainly have enough for it to be a significant part of our economy.  Another 
interesting aspect is that Norway appointed its department of fisheries as the lead agency over every other 
department, including the departments of planning and environment.  I do not know whether I would actually get 
away with that here. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Don’t go all megalo on us! 

Hon Bruce Donaldson:  It would be a good idea: a one-stop shop. 

Hon JON FORD:  With the handle that my Department of Fisheries has on it, I agree.  I must say that, from a 
personal perspective, there was certainly value in this trip for me, my senior staffer who was with me at the time, 
and also Dr Peter Rogers who was there.  Many of the issues that we discussed there and many of the ideas that 
we examined were either being implemented or already included in the consideration of other initiatives.  I 
therefore believe the trip was worth the expense to Western Australian taxpayers and, hopefully, will be paid 
back in spades through the implementation of these ideas. 
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Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  I thank the minister for outlining his trip.  I have no problem at all with ministers 
going on trips to find out the relevant issues to their portfolios, and I am sure it is a valuable way to go about it.  
By the minister’s comments, it appears that he covered quite a range of areas.  However, I recently had 
communication from some members of the fishing industry, particularly the lobster industry, about the lack of 
people with skills to enter the industry.  They referred mainly to deckhands and to Indonesian and Filipino 
people in the fishing industry who could come to Western Australia and assist the industry.  I know the problem.  
Perhaps the Minister for Fisheries knows also that abattoirs similarly have a major problem getting staff.  Those 
sorts of people could come to WA, and in my view should come to WA, to assist those industries in the short 
term.  The Minister for Education and Training is sitting right alongside the Minister for Fisheries.  She is 
assisting people in getting their skills up to speed, perhaps in the longer term; however, we have an immediate 
problem.  I would be very interested in the Minister for Fisheries’ comments on possibly approaching the 
commonwealth government to bring some of those people to WA.  The Indonesians are helping us fish in the 
north, much to our chagrin.  We do not want them there fishing our fish, but perhaps their skills could be used in 
WA.  That was one question that a constituent asked me to pass on to the Minister for Fisheries, and I would be 
very interested to hear his comments in that regard.  Perhaps the minister could afford me with an answer to that 
query if he thinks that bringing these people to WA is a viable option. 

Another area that I want to touch on is the process of aquaculture, which Hon Bruce Donaldson and I have had a 
fair bit to do with over time.  We talk about investors coming to WA, but the process for getting investment 
ticked off is very slow.  In some places - the Northern Territory is one such place - the process happens very 
quickly compared with other jurisdictions.  That is certainly an area in which investors look for a quick yes or a 
quick no, so that they know where they stand with having investment money available and being able to spend it.  
There is an issue in that.  The minister does not have to answer that question, but I would be interested to know 
whether a process has been put in place that would hasten the way in which applications for approvals are 
concluded. 

I refer to the environmental stewardship council certificate.  I remember that the main issue that was talked about 
when we met in Brussels was the cost of that certificate to our industry compared with the advantage that there 
was in it.  That is one of the issues that we must be well and truly cognisant of in our industries in Western 
Australia.  Whether we talk about integrated fisheries management or sanctuaries, or whether we just talk about 
gaining environmental stewardship council recognition, we must be well and truly aware that if the industry is to 
put money into that side of the equation, it must be able to reap the benefits.  That is one of the areas in which 
industry is now starting to question the value of gaining that certificate.  We must bear that in mind from an 
industry point of view.  I know that it is all very well for environmentalists to talk about the advantages of 
having that certificate in place, but if they will not pay and the fishermen must pay, the fishermen must be able to 
see some advantage in it. 
I was interested in the minister’s comments about liming the waterways.  I wonder whether there was any 
suggestion that that might be applicable to the Swan and Canning Rivers in Western Australia, and whether the 
minister has had any discussions with the Department of Environment and Conservation since he returned about 
applying that in Western Australia.  I do not know anything about it, but I just wondered whether the minister 
gained any value from that trip with reference to Western Australia.  The minister knows that this chamber 
recently passed the Swan and Canning Rivers Management Bill 2005.  Maybe there is some value in that, 
because we are certainly talking about an audit of flows into the river from agriculture and whether that caused 
any damage.  I just wonder whether the minister gained any valuable information on his trip that would be 
applicable to that situation. 
I refer to the regions and local government.  I understand from the minister’s comments that the local 
government issues were to do with employment and perhaps keeping people in the regions, which is one of the 
major issues in Western Australia.  I am concerned that there have been a couple of seriously dry years in the 
country.  I am not a pessimist under any circumstances, but some of the younger people in those areas feel that 
maybe there is greener pasture just over the fence, so to speak.  Industries such as the mining industry are paying 
very well, whereas the agricultural industry is perhaps struggling a bit.  We need to do all that we can to keep 
those younger people in the regional areas.  It is their skills that will take us into the future.  We are certainly 
having difficulty maintaining agricultural workers, and that will not improve in the near future because of our 
wonderful mining industry.  Nobody is complaining about that.  It has been exceptionally good.  However, we 
need to remember that it may rain next year, and we will need people to put in a crop, strip it and so on.  
Therefore, I wonder whether that was one of the discussions that the minister had.  I understand from the 
minister’s remarks that there was some discussion with local government about that. 

From the local government point of view, I wonder also whether the minister spoke about the structure of local 
government and whether there was a move towards reducing the number of local governments in various areas.  
We hear that that has happened in Victoria.  I know that the areas are totally different and that the context is 
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different.  However, in Western Australia a lot of people are talking about amalgamating local governments.  On 
the management side, from the point of view of plant being used by various local government authorities, it 
would be interesting to know whether that sort of structure is in place anywhere else.  Those discussions are 
happening now.  However, I believe it would be really good if a template were devised that may be applicable to 
an area in which there were perhaps three or four smaller shires that could interchange accountants, chief 
executive officers, machinery and so forth for the benefit of the whole region.  Personally, I do not like to see 
any local governments go, but perhaps there is an opportunity for local governments to use their finances to the 
best advantage.  I wondered whether there had been any constructive dialogue about that issue. 
I will bring my comments back to where I started.  I would be interested to know whether the minister has 
furthered the idea of bringing into Western Australia skilled deckhands for the lobster industry.  We know that 
pressure is being placed on the processing industry.  Quite a few joint ventures have been formed in recent times.  
I think there were 16 processors not many years ago, and now there are only four or five.  There is a great deal of 
pressure on that side of the industry.  It will face a challenge regarding the number of farm fisheries in the world.  
That was underlined to me in Brussels.  The processing industry in Western Australia presents things very well, 
as the minister knows.  However, there will be enormous competition in the world market from the farm fishery, 
but it will also impact on the wild fishery and the product from that fishery.  We need to be well and truly aware 
of that.  I have spoken to some people about it.  I do not know that they are as concerned as I am about it.  
However, it is their future that is on the line, and I would like consideration to be given to that issue. 
I thank the chamber for giving me this opportunity to speak on this matter.  As I said, I have no problem 
whatsoever with ministers going overseas.  The minister might even allow a few backbenchers to go overseas 
also so that we can learn and pass the message on to our regions. 
Hon JON FORD:  Yes, indeed, I have looked at this issue and I had discussions about employing foreign people 
as deckhands and to work on vessels.  There are a couple of issues related to that.  One seems to be the skills 
competency levels.  It has emerged that the current approach to the way in which we train people is working 
against our domestic opportunities also.  For instance, does a person need to have tertiary entrance examination 
level English to work as a deckhand?  Of course, most people would say that he does not, but he needs to have a 
basic understanding of English.  I suppose if people from the industry overwhelmingly came to me - I will attend 
the Western Australian Fishing Industry Council annual general meeting on Friday - with a proposition and said 
that this is where they really want to go, I would seriously look at it.  I have met with the Indonesian 
Ambassador, and he has put a formal proposition to me.  In two weeks, there will be a northern heads of fisheries 
meeting with the commonwealth, and an Indonesian official will be present.  I am sure that issue will be raised.   
One of the issues which came from the industry and which interested me was that of a primary industries 
traineeship.  That would include the fishing and agricultural industries.  In the area of agriculture, it would 
include harvesting and dogging - all those jobs which tend to be seasonal and for which people could be trained.  
There could be a certified course that would allow people to have a career in the primary industries and to move 
around as the seasons progress, and to perhaps develop in one of the streams that they like.  I have talked to the 
Minister for Education and Training about this.  Indeed, I have been approached by BHP Billiton Ltd, which has 
an idea and similar views about using its stations.  It has mining leases over those stations, but of course it runs 
its stations as proper pastoral leases. 
Progress reported and leave granted to sit again, pursuant to sessional orders. 

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm   
 


