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MARKETING OF EGGS AMENDMENT BILL 2004 
Third Reading 

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn - Parliamentary Secretary) [10.10 am]:  I move - 

That the Bill be now read a third time. 

MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood) [10.11 am]:  I welcome the opportunity to speak once again on this 
legislation, having overnight had the opportunity to speak with more people involved in the industry.  My 
criticism of the Government on this legislation is that there has been discussion on a package for this industry for 
more than 12 months, and the Government has decided at the eleventh hour that it will take on board the issue of 
national competition policy and National Competition Council payments to the State, using those payments as a 
compensation measure for the egg industry.  There has been a helter-skelter process in the past few days, 
because the National Competition Council told the State Government that it had until 30 June to get this 
legislation through the Parliament.  That is in about six days time.  This legislation must be passed through this 
House and transmitted to the other place.  We all know that there is a delay of at least a week between the second 
reading of a Bill in the House and debate on that Bill.  We also know that at the end of next week the six-week 
winter recess commences.  This legislation will not be passed by 30 June.  It will probably not be finally passed 
until August or September.  I understand that, in the meantime, the Government is negotiating with the National 
Competition Council for approval to go beyond 30 June, so that it can still receive the $3.76 million per annum 
national competition policy payments.  Members must ask themselves whether, if there had been no national 
competition policy payments, the Government would still have a compensation package for the industry.  The 
simple answer is no.  This has really been a cynical, mercenary exercise to put together a package.  I do not see a 
problem with trying to get money from the Commonwealth into this State.  It is interesting that the package the 
Government is offering the industry is almost exactly the equivalent of three years of national competition policy 
payments.  This Government is not putting its hand in its pocket at all to compensate big producers in Western 
Australia.  It has just been one tawdry exercise. 

The transitional advisory committee has held 13 meetings over the past 12 months.  However the Government is 
bringing legislation into the Parliament without agreement with the industry on a compensation package or the 
setting up of the new corporate body known as NEWCO.  What will be the structure of that company?  Will it be 
share based, delivery based or a combination of both?  All these things are still unresolved.  The legislation 
provides for regulations to deal with those matters, but an efficient Government would have had all of those 
issues resolved before bringing the legislation into the Parliament.  I can count; the Government has the 
numbers.  I know that two beats one.  However, this legislation will be passed leaving the Government holding 
the whip hand, with the ability to tell the industry whatever it wants.  It can screw the industry any way it wants 
to.  That is a disgrace.  Twelve months ago this industry was valued at $56 million.  The components of that 
$56 million included $10 million worth of assets of Golden Egg Farms, which was set up many years ago and 
corporatised under the previous Government.  There is also the $16 million net public benefit ascertained by the 
Government’s review of the industry.  This really should have complied with national competition policy 
anyway.  That makes a total of $26 million, and the rest of the value of the industry was based on the value of 
the hen licences that were being transferred and traded before August last year.  With 107 producers and a total 
of 1.2 million birds, each valued at roughly $30 for licensing purposes, that brings the total to $56 million.  In 
more recent times bird licences have been exchanged for a sum closer to $15 each, so it can be said that the 
industry is still worth $15 million in today’s terms. 

The package provided by the Government for the industry is $8.75 million cash, along with the transfer of the 
assets of Golden Egg Farms to the new company, NEWCO.  The value of those assets is about $10 million.  The 
Government will also waive the stamp duty on the transfer.  Transferring those assets is a good move.  There is 
the question of who paid for those assets.  Were they paid for by the consumers of Western Australia?  I suggest 
that those assets were paid for in the first place by the egg producers of Western Australia.  That was recognised 
under the old Marketing of Eggs Act 1945.  A 1954 amendment to that Act inserted section 38A, which reads - 

In the event of the Board being wound up, the proceeds of the Board’s assets remaining after the 
Board’s liabilities and the expenses of the winding up have been met, shall be applied in such manner as 
the Governor directs, and is hereby authorised to direct, for the benefit of the egg industry of the State. 

We all know that the Governor would take advice from the Government of the day, and those assets would have 
been transferred to the egg producers.  There is no doubt about that, so let us not forget that Golden Egg Farms 
belongs to the farmers.  NEWCO, the new company to be set up, belongs to the farmers.  What will be the 
structure of NEWCO?  I put it to the Parliament that we need to ensure that all the egg producers in Western 
Australia have access to NEWCO; otherwise a large corporate entity, with the backing of statute over a number 
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of years, will be a dominant player in the market.  The small farmers around the State should be given the 
opportunity to be part of NEWCO, no matter what its structure is.  I would suggest that, rather than have the 
major players in the industry dominate the new structure, that new structure should be based partly on delivery 
and partly on volume of hens or licensing levels.  I am sure that the growers will indicate their very clear 
preference to the Government.  It is not as if the Government has not had enough time to resolve this issue.  The 
industry was very keen for the transition period to last until 2007.  However, since then, as all these issues have 
been discussed, the industry has been adjusting itself, and having regard to the National Competition Council 
requirement to have this issue dealt with sooner rather later, the industry is satisfied that the deadline for the 
expiry of the legislation should be 31 December 2005.  The Government knew that.  It chose to take the national 
competition policy payments, even though the industry proved the net public benefit test.  It is now up to the 
industry.  The discussions between the industry and the Government have been amicable.  Those matters I 
mentioned of compensation, the structure of the new company and how it will operate should have been resolved 
before this legislation was introduced into Parliament.  Members of this side of the House will oppose this 
legislation based purely on that.  The legislation was incomplete when it was introduced into Parliament.   

Yesterday when I asked the parliamentary secretary what the Government would do if the State did not receive 
the national competition policy payments, he replied that the Government would revisit the matter.  Things have 
been put in train; yet if the State does not receive those funds, the industry could be deregulated without an 
appropriate package having been put in place.  It is a cynical exercise by this Government.   

It is interesting to note that very few Country Labor (WA) members have been sitting in the Chamber during the 
debate on this very important industry to Western Australia.  The industry provides an important commodity; it 
is one of the staple foods.  Not one of them has taken part in the debate.  No Country Labor members have said 
whether they are concerned about the deregulation of the egg industry or whether they have concerns about the 
compensation or the company.  I should think it would have been a simple exercise for Country Labor members 
to have made a reasoned statement about and perhaps provided some support for the egg industry and its 
professionalism.  They could have mentioned Golden Egg Farms, which is an excellent facility.  It produces 
more than one million eggs a day and it has some of the best sanitary guidelines and practices in the world.   

Western Australia supplies eggs and egg products to countries all over the world and to the eastern States.  In 
their wisdom, the eastern States deregulated their egg industries years ago.  That is understandable, given that 
they are highly populated States and are close together.  It is interesting that sometimes the eastern States must 
rely on Western Australia for their supply of eggs.  Western Australia’s egg industry has been far-sighted enough 
to acquire interests in the egg industry in the eastern States.  This foothold in the eastern States has allowed the 
Western Australian egg industry to better position its marketing.   
I understand that Golden Egg Farms is in surplus, which is very good.  It would be a very brave Government that 
would deregulate Golden Egg Farms and take away its assets, including the cash it has accumulated.  I would 
like to hear the Government make an unequivocal statement that there is no doubt that the assets of Golden Egg 
Farms belong to the egg producers of Western Australia.  That would be a simple statement to make.  I would 
like the Government to say also that it fully supports Golden Egg Farms and will give it fair and adequate 
compensation.  The industry is worth $56 million, and $10 million is held in assets in Golden Egg Farms.  That 
is patently obvious.  The industry has shown a net public benefit.  Is the Government not prepared to pay the full 
value of this industry?  The industry should be worth at least $20 million.  The egg farmers will tell the 
Government exactly what they think it is worth.  This poor cash-strapped Government has just received huge 
windfall gains through the goods and services tax and stamp duty taxes in Western Australia and has boosted its 
coffers by borrowing another $5.2 billion over the past three years.  If it is so tough for the Government to find 
another $5 million or $10 million, it should spread the financial burden over two financial years.  We are told 
that the poor State of Western Australia is booming.  I believe the State will grow and prosper despite the 
Government, no matter which side is in power.  Do not give me that rot that the Labor Party is producing all the 
right policies to make sure that this economy booms; it will boom anyway.   
The important message to be sent to the Government is that when it introduces legislation into the Parliament, it 
should make sure it is complete.  It should make sure it has dotted the i’s and crossed the t’s.  The Government 
should have made sure that the industry’s requirements, which it has expressed to the Government over the past 
12 months and over 13 meetings with the transitional advisory committee, had been decided on before the 
legislation was introduced.  I believe this legislation, once passed through this House, will put the egg producers 
in Western Australia in a very poor bargaining position.  The Government has been negligent in allowing the 
legislation to be introduced into this place without being properly prepared.  I ask the parliamentary secretary to 
ensure that, during this legislation’s passage between the Legislative Assembly and the Legislative Council, 
those matters to which I have referred are decided to the satisfaction of the Western Australian egg producing 
industry.  It is very important that that be done.   
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I have had representations from a number of people who have purchased egg licences in the past three or four 
years.  Some have spent in excess of $1 million.  Some of them paid up to $40 a bird for their licence.  Already 
they have seen the value of their businesses halved as a result of the Government moving towards deregulation.  
Admittedly, the move towards deregulation has the support of the industry.  It is very hard to know what will 
happen four or five years after deregulation - one would need a crystal ball.   

A good thing about the statutory marketing of agricultural products is that they are underpinned by statute, which 
means the producers get paid.  In the free market, if a high-flyer sets himself up, brings in profits and then sets 
the company up to fail under some type of company structure - it happens every day - it is always the little 
person who gets hurt.   

Another matter that the industry faces is that in 2008 the egg producers will have to increase the size of the 
birdcages because of an agreement by the Australian and New Zealand body that deals with agricultural matters.  
In 1998 the industry was told that it would be given 10 years, after which the size of the birdcages would have to 
increase.  Those costs to the industry will be massive.  The industry will face deregulation and a reduction in the 
price of eggs to the producer.  My view is that the price of eggs will not reduce for the consumer.  We have seen 
what has happened in the milk industry.  The egg farmers will get paid far less for their product.  The industry 
will still receive some profit, and in the end the major retailers will play everybody off against each other and 
reap the benefits.  International shareholders, not necessarily Western Australians, will profit from the 
deregulation of the egg industry.  On that basis, this legislation is very important.  After deregulation and 
following the downward spiral in the price paid for eggs, the farmers will have to re-cage all their chickens at an 
average price of $250 000 a farmer.  We could see a diminution in the number of egg producers in Western 
Australia.   

I cannot overstate the importance of having these businesses.  I know that the majority of the larger egg 
producers are located reasonably close to the metropolitan area.  However, those businesses are the lifeblood of 
the smaller towns around the State.  I spoke to a person from Narrogin and a lady from Margaret River recently.  
They own large businesses that employ a large number of people.  The spin-off to small towns and economies 
from those businesses is vitally important.  The Government must be made aware of that.  It is very important 
that the Government not scrimp and save on this issue.  Those farmers deserve fair compensation for the hard 
work they have contributed over a long time.   

I ask the parliamentary secretary to ensure that the minister is made aware of the concerns that members on this 
side of the House have about the way in which this legislation has been introduced into this Parliament.  If all 
those matters were to be resolved, I would expect the Bill to be supported in the Legislative Council.  The 
Government has a month or so to sort out this issue.  I am sure that the coalition will voice the egg producers’ 
response to this legislation.  I think that I have covered all the areas that I wanted to cover.  The Opposition is 
opposing this legislation only because it was incomplete when it was introduced into the House.   

MR B.K. MASTERS (Vasse) [10.30 am]:  A few moments ago a group of primary schoolchildren was in the 
public gallery.  It is a pity that those children have left, because I might have asked them how many of them live 
in houses that have chook runs in the backyard.  The answer probably would have been very few, yet when I 
look at the members in the Chamber, particularly the members for Warren-Blackwood, Murray-Wellington and 
Eyre, I am sure that as children they would have had chooks in their backyard. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  I used to have chooks until last year.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  The foxes got mine.   

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  Yes, a lot of eggs would have been produced domestically for domestic consumption.  
Occasionally mum or dad would have grabbed a chook for the dinner table and off would go the head.  As a 
result of such an experience, I realised what running round like a headless chook meant, so I know what the 
Government looks like when it is not fully in control of its actions.  Times have changed, and now very few 
people keep chooks in their backyards.  Therefore, the importance of the domestic egg industry to Western 
Australia has increased.  I have mentioned that it was not uncommon to occasionally take a chook from the 
backyard run and prepare it for the dinner table.  I can remember in the late 1950s and the early 1960s that 
having a chook on the dinner table was a special treat and very unusual.   

Mr J.J.M. Bowler:  It was a luxury. 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  I thank the member for Eyre.  Interestingly, my father as an animal nutritionist was one of 
the people who worked to produce chicken pellets in Western Australia.  The development of a storable, easily 
transportable chicken pellet allowed the large egg and chicken meat producers to develop in Western Australia.  
Since the mid to late 1960s to today there has been an incredible increase in the amount of chicken meat eaten in 
Western Australia, and I think Australia as a whole.  There has been a significant drop in other forms of meat 
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consumption.  For example, I am sure that the statistics will show that the consumption of red meat products has 
dropped significantly over the past 40 years.  The lesson from the two little stories I have told is that because 
times change it is important that this legislation be supported.  I am indicating my support for the Marketing of 
Eggs Amendment Bill 2004. 

Having said that, however, I share the concerns put forward by the opposition spokesperson on agriculture, the 
member for Warren-Blackwood.  The national competition policy was created under the prime ministership of 
Paul Keating, a Labor Prime Minister, and signed off by all State Governments in about 1995 or 1996.  Those 
signing it included quite a number of Liberal State Governments.  Therefore, the principles of the national 
competition policy have been accepted by all Governments of Australia.  As a matter of principle we should be 
supporting the intent of the Bill.  The member for Warren-Blackwood mentioned in passing the problems of the 
dairy industry.  The reason I am prepared to support this legislation today is that if the dairy industry were able 
to control the marketing of its milk products through a farmer-owned or producer-owned cooperative, I believe 
that 90 per cent of the industry’s problems would either disappear or would be able to be solved in a fairly short 
space of time. 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler:  A bit like unions. 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  Perhaps the member for Eyre will explain what he meant by that. 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler:  They get together for the total benefit of the members. 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  The difference is that I am talking about a voluntary gathering together of people with a 
common interest.  I understand that Labor Party policy is to make union membership something that is perhaps 
not quite as voluntary.   

Mr J.J.M. Bowler:  Every union in Western Australia has voluntary membership. 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  I know what the law states, but I also know what people like Joe McDonald and some of 
the other union heavies in the State would like to see enshrined in legislation. 

A producer-owned cooperative that will own all the commercially produced eggs in Western Australia and have 
the sole marketing rights for the sale and distribution of those WA produced eggs, would be a very significant 
step forward.  For that primary reason, I am prepared to support the legislation.  The industry may have some 
concerns about the action that the Government is taking.  My electorate has only one producer.  I have been in 
contact with him and provided information about the Government’s legislation.  I have had no feedback from 
that egg producer or from the industry in general, so I am assuming that the industry is saying to the Government 
that the legislation is not perfect but it is prepared to work with the Government to achieve common outcomes 
and goals.  That is a good thing.  I am sure that the parliamentary secretary and the Government will not be 
going down the path of deliberately trying to incur the wrath of the 107 egg producing businesses in Western 
Australia. 

I will make a comment that needs to be passed on to the Government because the lesson from the dairy industry 
deregulation still has not been learnt.  The dairy industry was deregulated on 1 July 2000.  One of the motivating 
fears behind the push to deregulate was that the eastern States producers of milk, in particular those in Victoria, 
would be able otherwise to flood their milk into Western Australia at costs below the cost of production.  Fearing 
that would happen, the Western Australian dairy industry was offered a significant restructuring package by the 
federal Government and a smaller restructuring package and other assistance by the State Government.  The 
dairy farming industry chose by a margin of only 58 to 42 per cent, I am sorry to say, to accept dairy industry 
deregulation.  Come deregulation, there was no major flooding of eastern States milk products into Western 
Australia, but because the power of the industry had been transferred from the farmers to retailers such as Coles 
Myer and Woolworths, and to a lesser degree to milk processing companies, the result was, and still is, that the 
price for milk being paid to dairy farmers in Western Australia was far too low.  For most farmers the price was 
at or only slightly above the cost of production.  The message I am trying to pass on through the parliamentary 
secretary is that one of the key players in the proper management of the dairy industry deregulation as at 1 July 
2000 should have been the Australian Competition and Consumer Commission.  It should have been waving a 
large flag and carrying a big stick.  It should have been saying to the dairy industry right around Australia that if 
anyone involved in the milk producing, processing or consuming industries in Australia was carrying out 
untoward activity, the ACCC would be there to oversee what happened and to make sure that fairness applied in 
all cases, so that nothing immoral, illegal or unjust occurred to impact negatively on the industry. 

The reality is that after dairy industry deregulation, the processing companies and the supermarket retailers got 
into bed together and contrived in my view to so lower the price for milk paid to dairy farmers that it became 
almost an unviable industry.  Prices over the past four years have very slowly come back.  I think that is as a 
result of a realisation by processing companies and supermarket chains that they must have viable farmers 
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producing milk in order for them to survive and be as competitive as they need to be.  Therefore, the message 
coming from the deregulation of the egg industry is that this Government should tell the Australian Competition 
and Consumer Commission that it wants it to maintain some sort of supervisory watch over the egg industry 
once it is deregulated this year or the next.  Even if the Government does that, there is still an onus or a 
requirement on the shoulders of the ACCC to provide sufficient staff and funds to make sure it monitors what 
happens in the egg industry in WA in not just the first three months after deregulation, but also the following 
three, four or five years to ensure that equity and fairness is applied at all stages of whatever changes might 
occur within the egg industry.   

As a matter of principle, my philosophy is to support free markets, dry economics and so on.  Having said that, 
however, every country around the world that has a free market economy also has controls on those free markets 
to make sure that no-one is able to abuse the privileges provided by free markets.  Hence, I believe that the 
ACCC and this State Government need to continue to maintain a watching brief on the egg industry in the years 
following deregulation.  With that one warning or one request for action, I am prepared to offer my support for 
this legislation.   

MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon - Leader of the National Party) [10.41 am]:  I am keen to get involved in this 
third reading debate because it is important to put things in context, even though a couple of other speakers have 
done so, as the Leader of the National Party.   

Unfortunately, there is a long history behind what happens when industries are deregulated.  We ought to learn 
from the considerable pain that occurred with the deregulation of the dairy industry.  It was very hypocritical of 
members opposite to bring this Bill into this place in this form.  The legislation that came into this place to 
deregulate the dairy industry, which caused enormous pain, came into this House in a far more complete form 
than this Bill.  We would probably support this legislation if we knew of its full ramifications.  However, we will 
not support this legislation because it will create pain for not only the egg producer, but also everybody else 
involved in that process, including the consumer.  Until we know precisely what the ramifications of this 
legislation will be, it should not be in this House; it is as simple as that.  There has been too much pain.  We will 
not be supporting this Bill because we do not fully know what we are meant to be supporting.  The parliamentary 
secretary may know of the probable consequences of this Bill, having dealt with people in the industry away 
from this place and so forth, but we do not.  In all frankness, it is unreasonable that the Government should be 
asking us to support the Bill at this stage.   

Getting back to some of the arguments, I suspect that most people in this House have had more than enough of 
national competition policy.  At the beginning of the process, when we talked about structures like airlines, 
railway lines, ports, industrial relations and a raft of issues, it was a very important debate. 

Mr F.M. Logan:  When we came to the agricultural sector, you did not like it.   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  There were some issues early on in the agricultural sector - 

Mr F.M. Logan:  It is all right for everybody else, but when it comes to your constituents, you do not want it.   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  It is very interesting to hear that the government member who is meant to be 
supporting the agricultural industry in this House is arguing against that industry.  It is very important to have the 
right attitude, which brings me back to this wonderful organisation, Country Labor (WA) - 

Mr F.M. Logan interjected.   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The member and people like him came into this House - 

Mr F.M. Logan:  Whose federal minister is actually doing it?  It is the Liberal Party’s minister! 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr D.A. Templeman):  Order, members!  I will not allow conversations to be held 
across the Chamber.  The Leader of the National Party has the call and will continue his remarks.   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I thought I was being quite civilised, but I am happy to get uncivilised right now and 
move on from that process.  I will tell the member who is doing it; his Government is doing it!  National 
competition was brought in by a good conservative fellow called Paul Keating, who is about as conservative as 
Stalin!  The fact is that national competition policy is Labor Party policy.  Labor introduced it and has been 
driving it right the way through the process.  The Labor Party, as the Western Australian Government, has the 
responsibility of bringing this legislation to this House.  This Government could ignore it and say that it will not 
do this, in the public interest; it has that option.  This Government has already done that once when it got down 
to the so-called Labor Party’s voters.  It has done it twice in fact.  I seem to recall the issues about retail trading 
hours and liquor licensing.  What did the Government do in those instances?  Did it follow national competition 
policy?  What do I hear?  Absolutely nothing, because it did not suit the Government in those two cases, but it 
suits it in this case.  The parliamentary secretary should not be hypocritical and tell me that we are adopting our 
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position because of our constituency.  We are, but it is more than just our constituency that is involved; it gets 
down to the retailer as well.  Bills like this affect the whole community, not just the egg producers.  When I walk 
down the supermarket aisle and pick half a dozen eggs off the shelf, most times I do not take the time to check 
the date on which they were laid.  In many cases, those eggs have been in the process for two to three weeks.  Do 
any consumers who pick up a dozen eggs and put it in their basket know when those eggs were laid?  I do not.  
Do you check that, Mr Acting Speaker?  No, you do not.  I could ask if you do the shopping, Mr Acting Speaker, 
but I will not.  I actually do the shopping; as a single male, I happen to be one of those strange individuals who 
likes to cook, so I like to buy my own ingredients.  However, the fact is that the time the eggs are in the process 
is important.  The same happened in the debate about the dairy industry.  We dramatically brought down the 
price of milk to the producer but not to the consumer.  The consumer is yet to see any benefit out of the dairy 
deregulation.  The same thing will happen here.  This process will bring down the cost of the production of eggs; 
there is no question about it.  However, can the parliamentary secretary tell me whether it will bring down the 
price of eggs in the supermarket?  

Mr F.M. Logan:  Do you know the price of eggs here compared with the price in other States?  We have already 
had this debate in the House.   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  That does not matter a damn - 

Mr F.M. Logan:  If I want to talk about fluctuations in prices, what do I compare that with?  

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  That point is irrelevant.  The fact is that the cost of a parcel of goods bought in 
Northam is cheaper than a parcel of goods bought in Mandurah.  Supermarkets do not price their commodities 
across all their supermarkets.  One of the great values in supermarkets having computers is that they can price 
their goods according to the market in which they are sold.  They judge that your market, Mr Acting Speaker 
(Mr D.A. Templeman), will pay more for its goods than my market.  They have all the statistics, as we do, about 
which area is wealthier.  Your area, Mr Acting Speaker, happens to be wealthier than mine, believe it or not.  
Therefore, if a person buys a parcel of goods, including eggs, in Mandurah, he will find that the eggs are dearer 
there than in Northam.  Comparing the price of eggs in the eastern States with the price of eggs in Western 
Australia is irrelevant.  Fuel could cost 98c a litre in Perth, but it costs a lot more in Coral Bay.  It could be said 
that is an average across the State, but it really depends on where it is sold, even by the major chains.  That takes 
me back to the parliamentary secretary’s position.  He supports the major chains, such as Coles and Woolworths, 
taking control of all of these industries.  He has pushed hard for that.  We will all pay the price for that.  Western 
Australia has gone wrong on national competition policy.  I have made two separate visits to the United States 
Department of Justice, Washington.  It is interesting to note the similarities in the structure of competition law in 
the United States, Canada and Australia; however, there is a difference in its application.  As we all know, 
General Grant became President of the United States after he stopped slaughtering the southerners in the 
American Civil War.  One thing he did for which he is remembered was to bring into the courts in the United 
States the definition of competition.  The American definition of competition is the number of players in a 
market.  The definition of competition in Australia and Canada is the price within a market.  We are at the wrong 
end of that game.  Price is illusionary; it changes overnight.  We are allowing Coles and Woolworths to bulk 
purchase commodities in this nation.  However, Western Australia is better off than the eastern States, where 
major chains hold 82 per cent of the market.  I am not sure of the exact figure in Western Australia, but I believe 
it is about 68 per cent. 

Mr P.D. Omodei interjected. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Yes, because there are some independent producers in the Western Australian market.  
We should value those independent producers because they give Western Australian consumers an opportunity 
to benefit from competition.  However, deregulating trading hours and so on will give that benefit to the major 
chains.  Western Australia is a tiny market of a total of two million people, with about 1.4 million in the 
metropolitan area.  It is a very small market.  The balance between an open market and regulation is a very 
important issue.  The egg marketing industry is prepared to go down the deregulation route.  That is fine and we 
will support it if that is what the industry wants.  However, we are saying that the Government should bring into 
the Parliament a package, so that we know where we stand and what we are voting for.  That is all we are saying.  
We do not have that opportunity in this place.  It is an important point because this legislation will bring pain.  In 
all legislation there are winners and losers.  All of us in this Chamber should be able to say to the losers when 
they approach us that we knew what the outcome would be when we voted.  We cannot say that sitting in this 
place; therefore, we cannot support the legislation.  It is not a complicated argument.  As our spokesperson said, 
the legislation might be dealt with in a different manner in the other place and if the Government does produce a 
package, we will support it.  We will support it as long as we know what we are voting for.  Even the 
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parliamentary secretary, who has been a bit angry at times, sitting in this place cannot tell me that he knows the 
full package; we do not and I suggest he does not.   

Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I know about the pressures of this place.  We sit only a certain number of days a year, 
as does the other place, and there is an election coming up.  I agree that it would be a good thing to have this 
matter cleared up before the election.  Although it is not necessarily an election issue, we have a responsibility to 
know what we are voting on and the simple fact is that we do not. 

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn - Parliamentary Secretary) [10.54 am]:  The Leader of the National Party said 
that he wanted to know what he is voting for.  I will reiterate what we are voting for.  We are voting for a Bill 
that contains a number of transitionary clauses and a clause that allows for the expiry of the Marketing of Eggs 
Act 1945 on 31 December 2005, which is 18 months away.  That is basically what the Bill does.  We believe that 
the two issues that have been highlighted, in a very longwinded way, by the Opposition at the third reading stage 
will be resolved.  One issue is the adjustment package for the industry, so that the industry can move from a 
central market to a deregulated market.  That issue will be resolved with the industry.  The industry is obviously 
not happy with the money that has been put on the table so far, and it has counteroffered a set amount that is 
under discussion.  However, we believe that issue will be resolved very shortly, and certainly within 18 months. 

The second issue is the structure to replace Golden Egg Farms, which is the central receiving point in Palmyra 
for processing and marketing eggs.  The structure to replace Golden Egg Farms will be a grower-owned 
structure.  Those are the only two issues outstanding, and the only two issues highlighted by the Opposition for 
its not supporting the Bill because they have not been resolved or included in the Bill.  I have pointed out to the 
Opposition ad nauseam that those issues can be resolved by regulation to the Marketing of Eggs Act, and we 
have accounted for that by including it in this Bill before the House.  The Opposition’s issues, therefore, will be 
resolved in a structured manner that is governed by statute.  I cannot see why the Opposition has such a problem 
with this Bill that it will move to not support it.  It is a ridiculous proposition. 

I will not go on any further, as I answered all the issues in this third reading debate that were raised in the second 
reading and consideration in detail stages.  I believe the Bill is structured in such a way that it will give surety to 
the industry.  I believe the two outstanding matters - the assistance package and its value - will be resolved.  I 
believe the issue of the structure of the grower-owned company will be resolved in the 18-month period left to 
run after the passage of this Bill and before the expiry of the Act that governs the central marketing of eggs in 
Western Australia.  The Government has placed on record an assurance to members opposite and the industry 
that it will not enact the legislation to get rid of the Marketing of Eggs Act until these matters are resolved.  In 
response to the issue raised by the member for Warren-Blackwood about an assurance to growers on the 
ownership and transfer of Golden Egg Farms’ assets, I pointed out to him during the consideration in detail that 
the minister has given an assurance in writing to each grower.  I do not know exactly what more the member 
wants.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  What assurance was that? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  It was an assurance about the transfer of assets of Golden Egg Farms, which the member 
raised. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Yes, in relation to stamp duty. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I pointed out to the member for Warren-Blackwood that it was also addressed in a letter.  I 
do not know exactly what the member for Warren-Blackwood wants.  The minister has put an assurance in 
writing to the growers. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  I have not seen all the minister’s letters. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  The member for Warren-Blackwood should ask the industry and the minister for a copy of 
the letter.  I do not know what more the minister can do.   

Once again, I believe the legislation covers all the issues raised by members opposite.  I believe that the issues 
they have raised to justify not supporting this Bill are purely political and amount to political grandstanding.  

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council.   
 


