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Division 12: Agriculture, $135 870 000 - 
Mr McRae, Chairman. 

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

Dr G. Robertson, Director General, Department of Agriculture. 

Mr M. Marsh, Department of Agriculture. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr McRae):  The question is that in respect of division 12 appropriation be recommended. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  On page 225 under the purchase of outputs I notice that the budget has gone from the actual 
for 2000-01, $146 million, down to $130 million, and that is a huge decrease.  Can you tell me how many 
employees will be lost in the process with that amount of decrease and how many FTEs do we currently have? 

Mr LOGAN:  How many FTEs do we currently have? 

Mr BRADSHAW:  Yes, as well as will be lost under the new budget arrangement. 

Dr ROBERTSON:  The actual FTEs were for the last financial year 1 702 and the estimate is 120 of those in fact 
are not within the organisation at the moment. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  What do you mean 120?  Is that what you are going to lose, do you mean? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  The issue is that the intent of the budget was made known back in early April and so any 
adjustment that needed to occur with the Department of Agriculture has already occurred, so there is no future 
scenario of job losses or losses of people. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  Generally there are specific jobs for specific areas and out of those 120 who have 
disappeared are there ones that need to be filled because there is a need for those still or has that been covered? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  I think within the context of the budget, members are aware of the priority and assurance 
dividend and that resulted in a reduction of services, but in the main the majority of reductions in activities 
within the organisation took place in non-recurrent items or items that did not result in us not doing things that 
really should have been done. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  Is the 1 704 the current number of employees in the agriculture department or is that what it 
was prior to the 120 reduction? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  That is what it was prior to the reduction. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  On page 228, the question of outputs, there is a seven and a half per cent reduction in the 
budget.  How could that be justified when the cost of outputs increased by $13.5 million? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  Chairman, there are a number of issues in the budget that are a non-recurrent item that 
actually increase the budget allocation on a one-off basis.  The reduction in service delivery is related to what is 
known as the base appropriation of the organisation and in addition, as the members have been discussing earlier 
today, there are issues such as the capital user charge and those sorts of things that have come into the total 
budget that were not there previously. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  It does not answer the question, though.  You have had a 7.5  per cent reduction in costs. 

The CHAIRMAN:  A supplementary to the Leader of the National Party? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  How do you balance that with a 13 and a half million dollar increase in outputs? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  That is the total cost of outputs and I think the figure is on page 245.  245 is a summary of 
the total cost of services which is basically the total cost of those outputs and you will note that there is a number 
of items in there such as capital user charge which, for example, is a figure of $11.45 million which was not 
brought into account in the budget in previous years, so they are the types of things that make this year's total 
cost of services difficult to compare with the total cost of services from the previous year's budget, or from any 
previous year's budget. 

[8.20 pm] 

Mr TRENORDEN:  They have certainly done that on various certificates.  I will agree with you there. 

Mr MARSH:  With a different system as well, an accrual system. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  That is right, a different system. 

Ms RADISICH:  Parliamentary Secretary, I refer to page 230, identifying new market opportunities.  You might 
be aware that recently one of the major grape buyers in my electorate has told 40 local producers, that they will 
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not be buying your produce this year.  You would be aware as well of the importance of the viticulture industry 
within the State and with my region particularly.  I was wondering if the department of agriculture was intending 
on playing any particular role in helping to identify new market opportunities for viticulturists and grape growers 
in this state in the coming year. 

Mr LOGAN:  In terms of the viticulture there is a further increase in assistance for the viticulture industry.  

Mr OMODEI:  Where is that shown? 

Mr LOGAN:  In viticulture.  I will take you to that in just two seconds.  But in terms of how it applies to Swan 
Hills and the Swan Valley viticulture, Mr Robertson, do you have any further technical information? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  The viticulture industry, both the table and the wine grapes, is quite a significant expenditure 
and we will be spending $750 000 this year on the viticulture industry and that is focused in a couple of main 
areas.  A particular one is continuing to develop the management practices to ensure that we have a quality wine 
product because, as the member will be aware, the quality into the marketplace is very strong and quality grapes 
are in strong demand but the lower end the market, as you have indicated, is certainly weeping.   

We certainly have been working for a number of years with the industry but we are increasing it this year with 
regard to water use efficiency in vineyards because that has an impact both on how many vines you can grow 
and on the quality of those.  The other issue which is particularly relevant to the Swan area is that we will be 
doing further work with the hopeful release of a new table grape variety called Red Crimson, which is a seedless 
grape, which will be well suited to the Swan Valley and it will be under commercial trial next year. 

As further information on that, last year in fact the export of table grapes from Western Australia topped 
1 200 tonnes which is very close to a record grape export in Western Australia which was really only surpassed 
about 30 years ago.  Even when the industry was a big industry 30 years ago it was thought that a thousand 
tonnes was the top so that industry which is working from your area right down through to south of Margaret 
River is contributing strongly at the moment. 

Mr OMODEI:  Supplementary question on that issue.  Parliamentary Secretary, following up on the comment 
made by the member for Swan Hills the Margaret River district has one consultant in particular at the moment 
that has 4 000 tonnes of wine grapes for sale with no obvious taker for those grapes.  I note the director general 
is talking about table grapes.  I think you were talking, member for Swan Hills, about wine grapes as well, I 
presume, because of no other major companies producing the number of growers in the Swan Valley. 

Director general, are you saying then that these growers will be encouraged to go to table grape production rather 
than staying in wine grapes?  I think we are talking about significant tonnage of grapes in this situation, not only 
in Swan Valley but also in Margaret River and in other areas.  I think it is probably a result of the oversupply of 
grapes and quality for sure and I just wonder whether the department is capable of turning that around and even 
if they do, they turn them into high quality grapes, it is still an oversupply situation. 
Dr ROBERTSON:  I was not suggesting at all, and I apologise if I was misleading, that we would be suggesting 
people change from wine grapes to table grapes because the volumes involved are totally different. 
Ms RADISICH:  And they would not be very happy about that. 
Dr ROBERTSON:  The wine industry in Western Australia has a very real challenge over the next three years in 
terms of managing the use and export of the new production that is going to come on-stream and I think it has to 
more than double its exports each year over the next several years.  The real issue about that is the quality of the 
grapes and making certain that they meet the premium requirements.  I think at this stage it is too early to say 
that there is going to be grapes not sold this year.  We are seeing a bit of negotiation positions and in fact also 
unfortunately we are probably going to see a reduction in yield in total production this year above what was 
expected a few weeks ago because of the lack of water in some areas.  The industry is fully aware and we are 
certainly working with the industry and part of that $750 000 will be working in the industry to assist it to 
enhance its market position as quickly as it can. 
Mr LOGAN:  Before we go on, Mr Chair, I did say I would get back to the member for Warren-Blackwood in 
terms of the specific line item where it deals with the wine industry.  I take you to the sixth dot point down on 
page 233, member for Warren-Blackwood, and that outlines the major initiatives in the wine industry for 2001-
02 with a key budget commitment of $470 000 which is actually stated elsewhere in the budget; the wine 
industry for vine improvement and improved management systems.  Sorry, third dot point down in major 
initiatives for 2001-02, page 233. 

Ms RADISICH:  Which dash? 

Mr OMODEI:  I cannot find it. 
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The CHAIRMAN:  We are at page 233, we are at the last dot point presented on that page. 

Ms RADISICH:  And which dash? 

The CHAIRMAN:  Dot point beginning, "Use research development and extension to enhance productivity of 
agriculture, food and fibre industries". 

Mr OMODEI:  Where does it say something about wine? 
Ms RADISICH:  Is it in relation to horticultural exports? 
Mr MARSH:  It is generally about the agricultural activities including new varieties and dairy extension. 
Mr OMODEI:  Well done. 
The CHAIRMAN:  Member for Warren-Blackwood, you took a supplementary as a follow-up to the member for 
Swan Hills and I had you down for the next call.  Was that your question? 
Mr OMODEI:  No.  My next question was going to be in relation to the number of FTE losses of 120.  I presume 
that relates to the reduction of the budget and the priority dividend, for example, assurance dividend.  Obviously 
these people are providing services to people in agriculture.  Is this a way of the Government privatising the 
agricultural department in a de facto fashion?  Let me qualify that by saying there are a lot of very good people 
in the agriculture department who finish up as consultants providing exactly the same service as they  were 
previously in the department.  I just wonder what your view is by the Government shrinking the budget for 
agriculture.  Is it pushing people that normally would be working for the agricultural department out into the 
private sector?  De facto privatisation.  Perfect description I think. 

Mr LOGAN:  The answer to that is no and as the member for Warren-Blackwood would quite rightly 
understand, that is a policy issue.  It does not relate to a line item in the budget and is certainly not something 
that I am going to be involved in discussing, but the straight answer is - 
Mr OMODEI:  There are still 120 - 
Mr LOGAN:  No, of course there is not.  No. 
Mr OMODEI:  I bet you my bottom dollars that those guys pop up providing services to people in agriculture at 
a greater cost than before. 
Mr BRADSHAW:  Thank you, Mr Chairman.  I probably have a series of questions so if you do not mind just 
being tolerant.  Page 243 under capital works program, down at the bottom, the last paragraph, it says - 

The completion of a regional strategic plan to identify capital works required to support poor regional 
business activities: a number of regional accommodation projects are in the planning phase including - 

and it goes on, "and Waroona."  Could you please let me know what is happening at Waroona, Parliamentary 
Secretary? 

[8.30 pm] 

Mr LOGAN:  As you are aware, and I will get Dr Robertson to go through this in detail, we discussed before this 
estimates committee started that the offices of Harvey and Pinjarra are to be amalgamated into the new office in 
Waroona.  That is a result of the condition of the offices and the amount of office space that was available for 
those officers in both Harvey and Pinjarra and basically the efficiencies that can be created for the department 
and the services they can provide by the relocation of those services to Waroona.  There was a commitment from 
Agriculture that their services actually will not in fact decrease.  There will be no loss of services in that 
amalgamation.  Mr Robertson could probably give you a far more detailed description of it, but that is basically 
the answer.   

Dr ROBERTSON:  The capital works at Waroona specifically will be the purchase of a site from Western Power 
which currently had an office building and other facilities on it for approximately $200 000 and further 
expenditure of about $110 000 in refurbishing that building. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  When was the decision made to relocate? 

The CHAIRMAN:  I just remind you to direct your question to the parliamentary secretary and if the 
parliamentary secretary decides to defer to an adviser -  

Mr LOGAN:  Mr Chair, he did, and I defer to -  

Mr BRADSHAW:  Yes.  I did ask the parliamentary secretary.  I again direct my question to the parliamentary 
secretary, which is a supplementary.  When was the decision made to relocate the Pinjarra and Harvey offices to 
Waroona? 
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Dr ROBERTSON:  The decision to do it was made approximately a week ago.  However, it has been part of the 
strategic asset planning for the south west region for at least 12 months.  We have had a series of very short 
leases at Pinjarra - an office that was expected to be a temporary location; indeed the lease was only a two-year 
lease - as we were dealing with meeting ministerial conditions for the Peel-Harvey project which included the 
Dawesville Cut.  The office there is not a satisfactory habitation for anyone, let alone government staff.   

We have been looking at that and we also have been looking at the issues of Harvey and the state of the office 
there and what might be the best locations in the district, but the decision was only taken within the last week or 
so.  I cannot remember exactly which day.   

Mr LOGAN:  Staff were advised on 10 September. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  Through you, Mr Parliamentary Secretary - another supplementary.  Was there a 
presumption that this would occur and you have funded in this budget the allocation to go ahead with that plan? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  It was certainly in there as one of the items that we were considering.    

Mr BRADSHAW:  You presumed that it was going to happen before a decision was made.   

Dr ROBERTSON:  It was certainly in the contingency planning for the budget.   

Mr MARSH:  Within the long-term budgeting of the capital works program for agriculture, there is an item 
called regional accommodation.  This funding item has been standing now for about five years.  Part of that 
allocation is for these office redevelopments.  Waroona, Broome and Jerramungup are part of that whole 
process - the smaller offices.  It is a longstanding commitment. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  Another supplementary to the parliamentary secretary.  Is the parliamentary secretary aware 
that the director general is under the misunderstanding that Waroona is the centre of agricultural activity in this 
region, and where does that evidence or information come from? 

Mr LOGAN:  I will ask the director general to answer that question but I assure you he is under no 
misapprehension.  I think the answer given by both the director general and Mr Marsh is that it has been as a 
result of quite careful consideration over a period of 18 months.    

Dr ROBERTSON:  Waroona and Pinjarra are not the centres on a state-wide basis of significant agricultural 
production at all.  A lot of it is taken up with other activities, particularly at the Pinjarra end.  The issue that we 
have had is the location and juxtaposition of Harvey and Bunbury.  The two offices were far too close together 
and they did not provide an adequate distance for us to have the full complement of services that we want.  As 
the minister would be aware, for some considerable time we have not had development officers or research 
officers in beef or dairy at Harvey, or horticulture, because it was seen as more efficient to deliver those services 
from Bunbury.   

We had people involved working at Pinjarra who have been in fact virtually totally involved in the Peel-Harvey 
ministerial conditions which have now gone for 10 years and are very close to being finalised.  The judgment 
was made that we could provide a much better complementary service to that in Bunbury by locating it further 
from Bunbury - that is, at Waroona.  We will be placing staff at Waroona who are able to deliver to the two main 
industries in the area - that is, the beef and the dairy industry.  We will also be placing staff there who can deliver 
an emerging horticultural industry which is very hard to justify at either Harvey or Pinjarra.   

Mr BRADSHAW:  Was there input from staff or management at the Pinjarra or Harvey offices before the 
decision was made? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  There has been discussion with staff at Pinjarra and Harvey over the full 12 months of the 
strategic planning for resources in the south west region.  They were fully aware of discussions and options. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  I would take you to task.  They do not necessarily agree with the decision that has been 
made.  I am not sure that their input would have been to support.  Another supplementary, thanks, Mr Chairman.    

The CHAIRMAN:  Number 7.   

Mr BRADSHAW:  Is the parliamentary secretary aware that 16 out of the 18 employees currently employed at 
Pinjarra and Harvey will have to travel an extra 60 kilometres per day to work - and that is a cost and time - at 
around $150 a week, which some are saying they cannot afford under the circumstances. 

Mr LOGAN:  I presume, member for Murray-Wellington, that is on the basis of the total round trip.   

Mr BRADSHAW:  Yes, 60 kilometres extra.  It is 30 kilometres from Harvey to Waroona and it is 30 kilometres 
from Pinjarra to Waroona.  That adds up to about 300 kilometres a week.  
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Mr LOGAN:  Certainly obviously with the amalgamation of those two offices into one at Waroona, that is 
logical, member for Murray-Wellington.  In terms of their ability to afford that, I am unaware of that.   

Mr BRADSHAW:  I can tell you some cannot.  Another supplementary question on this one, thanks, 
Mr Chairman, to the parliamentary secretary. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Number 8.   

Mr BRADSHAW:  Will any financial assistance be provided to these employees adversely affected by this 
decision, or will these employees be treated as numbers and no concern shown for the employees? 

Mr LOGAN:  I will defer that to the director general because that is a specific issue which arises out of the 
decision that has been made.  I would point out to you that it is not one that goes directly into the budget in terms 
of allowances. 

Dr ROBERTSON:  Discussion with individual staff about their circumstances did not occur but it has been 
communicated to them that I will certainly be involved in discussions with staff about their future career 
development and what they intend to do and what their locations might be.  For example, we have staff based at 
Pinjarra - Pinjarra is a very pleasant place to work because you can live at Mandurah - who are delivering all 
their work in the agricultural areas associated with the salinity program.  We have to talk to those individuals 
about where their most appropriate location is to efficiently do their job and if they are not willing to deliver 
those jobs from other places, we will have to talk to them about what their career direction might be.  With the 
people we have at Waroona, we want to be delivering in a technical sense into the industries that are important 
and emerging in that area.  So those discussions will take place and a decision will be made on that basis. 

Mr LOGAN:  I think the point you are making, member for Murray-Wellington, is the effect of this decision on 
the livelihoods of the workers within the Harvey and the Pinjarra offices, and I am sure the director general has 
taken on board what you have just indicated. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  I think this is my final supplementary. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I was going to say it is time to move on.  You have now had nine questions on the trot. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  This is a very important issue. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I will put you down on the call list and we will come back to you. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  This one will finish it. 

The CHAIRMAN:  You will be able to finish it when other members have had an opportunity. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  Okay. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Leader for the National Party? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Thank you, Mr Chairman.  Back to page 228 where I was before - 

Mr BRADSHAW:  I must say I think it is a very inefficient way, though. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I would agree with you.  Parliamentary Secretary, I want to talk about operating revenues.  
On page 228 the operating revenues vary by $25 394 000 - and I presume you are going to hand me on, I am just 
taking that assumption - and if you go to the other line that was referred to before, the revenue is not reflected on 
page 247, so I wonder how we arrive at this figure. 

[8.40 pm] 

Mr LOGAN:  Can I ask the member to be specific.  Are we talking about operating revenues? 

The CHAIRMAN:  He is just taking us there.  You are taking us there.  That is okay.  Page number? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Page 228.  I just want to make sure the parliamentary secretary is on line. 

Mr LOGAN:  Yes. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  In small print - you probably need glasses like myself - "Less operating revenues", in that 
line just above, "Net cost of outputs". 

Mr LOGAN:  Yes. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  You will see it goes from $69 630 000 to $95 million in the budget. 

Dr ROBERTSON:  The main effect that causes that is in fact the Commonwealth funding for the exceptional 
circumstances drought which is the lion's share.  There are other things that make up a smaller amount of unders 
or overs, but that is treated as a revenue to the agency and the treatment is different on that page 245. 
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Mr TRENORDEN:  245.  That is right.  If I can just have a look at 245, the variation there is $10 million where 
the other one is $25 million. 

The CHAIRMAN:  What line are you comparing that to, Leader of the National Party? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  On page 245, "Total revenues from ordinary activities", halfway down the page, it goes 
from $85 million to $95 million. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Yes. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  EC, about $30 million, or is it less than that? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  No, it is much less than that, I think about $18 million, $20 million in this financial year. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Can you address your question to the parliamentary secretary? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Yes, I am happy to, Parliamentary Secretary. 

Mr LOGAN:  You are basically asking why is there a difference in the $85 793 000 in the estimated 2001 
figure - 

Mr TRENORDEN:  There is still $7 million unaccounted for. 

Mr LOGAN:  - $95 million, as opposed to the figures that are contained on page 228 which you have just taken 
us to before.  Mr Robertson, can you just explain the technical detail, why there is that difference? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  I think the way it has been treated is that some of the $18 million difference that you see up 
there in the third line down in grants, subsidies and transfer payments, that is where the exceptional circumstance 
is included in one, not in the revenue from ordinary activities. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  No, I saw that, but I could not pick up the other $7 million going down that line. 

Dr ROBERTSON:  I am afraid I cannot either at this stage.  I do not know whether Mr Marsh can. 

Mr MARSH:  No, I cannot pick it up. 

Mr LOGAN:  We can take that as supplementary information. 
Mr TRENORDEN:  We are just making the point, Mr Chairman, if you run down page 245 and add up the total 
revenues, there is a discrepancy. 
The CHAIRMAN:  Can we just pinpoint precisely what it is, Parliamentary Secretary, that you are going to 
supply as supplementary information? 

Mr LOGAN:  What I am going to provide as supplementary information to the member for Avon is the 
differences in the total figures on page 228 on the operating revenues and comparison between the estimated 
actual 2000-01, $69 630 000, to the budget estimate 2001-02, $95 024 000, and compare that in a comparison 
between those figures and the line items that are contained on page 245, statement of financial performance, 
halfway down that financial page sheet, total revenues from ordinary activities, the estimated actual 2000-01 of 
$85 793 000, which is different to that contained on the page I have just referred you to; compare that to the 
estimated budget 2001-02 of $95 024 000, which is exactly the same as that compared to the previous page, 
page 228. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Can I ask whether the footnote in the column 2000-01 estimated actual, footnote (a) on 
page 228 - 

Mr TRENORDEN:  It does not account for $7 million.  There is $7 million difference, Mr Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN:  It does not deal with it? 
Mr MARSH:  No, it should be $10.5 million for the drought appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Parliamentary Secretary.  That is noted.  That material information will be 
supplied as supplementary information.  Leader of the National Party, supplementary? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  No.  I just put my hand up for the next - 

The CHAIRMAN:  Member for Geraldton? 

Mr HILL:  Yes.  Can the parliamentary secretary advise of the Government's response to the adverse seasonal 
conditions listed under the first dot point of the heading, "Significant issues and trends, industry and market 
development", on page 225? 

Mr LOGAN:  That information obviously is fairly well set out there.  In terms of the detailed information on 
that, Mr Robertson, do you want to provide further detailed information for the member for Geraldton? 
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Mr BRADSHAW:  So the dorothy dix questions have been written for you as the Premier's were this morning. 

Dr ROBERTSON:  There are really two issues there.  There is $6.3 million of new money for the continuation of 
the dry season support activities, which includes $1.7 million CF and $4.6 million which has been allocated from 
the Rural Business Development Corporation trust funds, and in addition in this budget is $4.05 million which is 
a carry-over from the allocation announced by the previous Government that was spread over two years also, 
basically for the State's contribution of the exceptional circumstances interest rate subsidy. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Can I ask a supplementary on that? 

The CHAIRMAN:  Leader of the National Party? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Mr Chairman, how do you want to handle this because I do want to talk about that issue?  I 
am happy to come back to it or talk about it now? 

The CHAIRMAN:  I am happy, if there are just a couple of questions on it, to take them as supplementary 
follow-up questions. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Yes.  Just because I am not following my own sheet, Parliamentary Secretary, on that same 
issue in the budget papers here somewhere - I will find it - it refers to that $4.6 million.  It then says future 
allocation, $600 000, page 227, "Decisions taken prior to the State election".  Is the assumption there then that 
only $600 000 is available in 2003 for those conditions, the dry seasonal conditions? 

Mr LOGAN:  No. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Why is %600 000 in that particular column, page 227, "Decisions taken prior to the State 
election"?  You see, you have just referred to the $4 050 000. 

Dr ROBERTSON:  You are talking about the next financial year, 2003? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Yes. 

Dr ROBERTSON:  That is indeed the basic allocation for next financial year because the interest rate subsidy 
from the Commonwealth that the State matches or contributes to only runs for two years from the period in 
which it is made available or the grant is approved.  There will need to be further consideration as there is an 
exceptional circumstances case which is very close to being presented to the minister for his consideration to go 
to the federal Government.  If that is approved, that will have to result in a change in budget allocation to meet 
the State commitments. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Member for Warren-Blackwood, did you have a question in relation to the same item? 

Mr OMODEI:  Yes, similar, on the same page, and the decisions taken since the election, multi peril crop 
insurance.  I notice there was $500 000 in this year's budget and a further $300 000 in next year's budget.  What 
action did the Government take in relation to multi peril insurance, how was it carried out and why does it not 
continue on in the out years? 

Mr LOGAN:  The decision for that expenditure, member for Warren-Blackwood, is for an investigation into the 
multi peril crop insurance as a program to be available for farmers and that final decision to be taken on whether 
it is viable to set up a multi peril crop insurance and has the capacity to be economically viable will be a decision 
taken by the minister after this investigation, of which this is the funding for, as reported to the minister. 

[8.50 pm] 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Supplementary on that same issue, Mr Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN:  Yes, supplementary on that issue. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Parliamentary Secretary, why then have you gone from a $2.5 million election promise to an 
$800 000 - 

The CHAIRMAN:  Page reference? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Exactly the same line, page 227, multi peril crop insurance, decision taken since the State 
election.  The budget clearly outlines $800 000 expenditure in two budgets.  The election promise was 
$2.1 million. 

Mr LOGAN:  We gave an election commitment, on my understanding, member for Avon, to review whether 
multi peril crop insurance is a viable thing and that is exactly what is being done. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  You said you put $2.5 million into that. 
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Mr LOGAN:  That is not my understanding.  My understanding is we would examine the introduction of multi 
peril crop insurance. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  On the same line then, Mr Chairman, through the parliamentary secretary. 

Mr LOGAN:  I do not think I have a copy of the ALP policy commitments right here in front of us that the 
member can take us to. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I have it pinned on my wall.  I can tell you I refer to it daily. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Parliamentary Secretary, you wanted to ask Mr Marsh to make a comment, did you? 

Mr LOGAN:  Yes, Mr Marsh, can also provide some information on that too. 

Mr MARSH:  My understanding of the original undertaking was that a feasibility study would be conducted of 
the multi peril crop insurance concept.  My understanding also is that that was originally to cost $2.5 million.  In 
the last several months there has been quite a deal of work being done by a team on that concept and at the 
moment the indications are that the costs will not be $2.5 million but very much less.  The current indications are 
a half-million dollars this year and a further $300 000 next year, although there have been commitments made 
that should that work require further resources, those resources will be allocated.  That is the current state. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I am happy to accept that, except I would like the documentation that proves that outcome 
tabled. 

Mr LOGAN:  As a supplementary information? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  It is a very interesting process in agriculture. 

Mr LOGAN:  Yes. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I am happy it is not going to cost $2.5 million but I would like some - 

The CHAIRMAN:  Leader of the National Party, I understand that the explanation we have just given details 
what expenditure is allocated for 2001-02. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN:  The parliamentary secretary is saying, or his advisers are saying, the out years are subject to 
the ongoing evaluation.  Do you require to take information? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  It does not have to be now. 

Mr MARSH:  Mr Chairman, as a normal course of this process the evaluation will be subject to some sort of 
public consultation and comment so it will be available to the members no doubt to have a look at it in the 
process. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  Can I have a supplementary on that one because I did have a question that I had written on 
that multi peril crop insurance? 

The CHAIRMAN:  Yes. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  What is the money going to be spent on?  Is it setting it up or is it to actually be the insurance 
fund? 

Mr MARSH:  The development of such an insurance fund, particularly in the current climate, would be 
somewhat more than $2.5 million. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  I realise that and that is why I am asking you what it is actually going to be spent on. 

Mr MARSH:  It is being spent on the feasibility study for the prospects of developing such a scheme. 

Mr LOGAN:  Yes, whether it is economically viable. 

Mr MURRAY:  While we are at page 227, under the "Major Policy Decisions", I note a considerable amount of 
money has been provided for the red imported fire ant eradication.  Can the parliamentary secretary provide 
further details of this significant commitment? 

Mr LOGAN:  Red fire ants.  I will be able to provide you further information in two seconds, member for Collie.  
Mr Robertson, could you kick that one off? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  The agricultural agencies across the nation have a cost-sharing arrangement to deal with 
exotic pests and diseases that pose a threat to agriculture.  Unfortunately in Queensland some years ago the red 
fire ant managed to get in and remain undetected for a long time.  It is a pest that affects agriculture but it is 
much more of a social pest.  The State Government has allocated $6.2 million over four years into the 
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department's budget to contribute to that eradication cost in Queensland.  The pest is one that actually can and 
does cause fatalities in human beings. 

Mr LOGAN:  On my understanding, there has been two outbreaks in Queensland, member for Collie, and they 
have brought in specialists from the United States to advise on an eradication program.  As a pest it has been 
widely destructive in the United States over the past 60 years so obviously it can cause a major problem in the 
Australian agricultural industry and, as a result of that, it is being approached on a national basis for eradication. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  Again I direct my question to the parliamentary secretary and I bring his attention to 
page 243 under "Capital Works Program" and go to the last paragraph in which it is talking about Waroona.  I 
would like to ask, is the parliamentary secretary aware that the relocation will lead to not only more travel costs, 
money and time for the employees travelling to work but also once at work, they will incur more costs for the 
department because currently they have an office in Pinjarra which services up to Serpentine-Jarrahdale down to 
Waroona, and Harvey services from Harvey north and also south?  In other words, they have to drive to work 
which will cost them money and time and then when they get to work, they then have to drive all the way back 
to Serpentine-Jarrahdale on occasions and down towards Bunbury which again will be resulting in more costs 
and expenditure to the department. 

Dr ROBERTSON:  The direct operational savings are likely to be in the order of $100 000 a year.  As you 
rightly point out, there will be a large area to be covered by that office, but given that at the moment if people are 
serving the dairy industry in Serpentine-Jarrahdale, they are driving from Bunbury, not from Waroona to do that 
job.  Our intention is to locate services that currently deliver from Bunbury at Waroona and we think that in the 
main it will be a neutral effect on - 

Mr BRADSHAW:  That is one out of 18; one out of 19 when they go there.  Are you also aware, Parliamentary 
Secretary, that the site that is proposed to be bought is still used as a Western Power site and PCBs were stored 
there?  What examination has been undertaken of that storage area to show whether there are still PCBs there or 
chemicals in the ground or where the buildings are? 

Mr LOGAN:  Member for Murray-Wellington, I will refer that one to Mr Robertson.  Obviously I am not aware 
of any examination of PCBs myself, but in terms of the travel, with due respect to the questions that you have 
raised about the impact on the employees, as an organiser for the AMWU travelling up and down that road on a 
regular basis to your favourite location, Alcoa Wagerup, I certainly personally did not think there was a great 
deal of travel between Pinjarra and Waroona having to run up and down there as quickly as possible, getting 
from one refinery to the next, because of issues.  I do take on board the point you are making, but I think in terms 
of the total amount of travel, we should not exaggerate. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  No, I am not exaggerating.  This is a fact of life.  If they were more central, which they are 
currently, they would be having to travel less to go over to Serpentine-Jarrahdale, etc. 

Mr LOGAN:  I acknowledge that, member for Murray-Wellington, but bear in mind that the next town down 
from Pinjarra is Waroona and it is within 15 minutes drive. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  No, 35 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, members. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Can I just ask a question, Mr Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN:  Yes. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  It is always difficult in these processes.  We always run out of time, so can I just ask what 
the intention of the parliamentary secretary is in terms of the rest of the line item? 

Mr LOGAN:  As I indicated to you, we are with agriculture now.  When we have finished agriculture, we will be 
getting onto fisheries. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Clarifying that, we have 16, 17 and 18 done.  We are on 12 now. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  We have 12, 13 and 14 yet to do. 

The CHAIRMAN:  We have to say at a guess that we are a fair way through 12. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  No.  I have not started yet. 

Mr LOGAN:  I think we have a fair way to go. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I have not started yet, Mr Chairman. 

[9.00 pm] 
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The CHAIRMAN:  Given that you have two hours, maybe during the course of the break committee members 
might discuss with the parliamentary secretary how best to use that time.  It is not for me to be your timekeeper. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I think it is fair to have a break, Mr Chairman.  I just want to make the point I have a 
considerable number of questions. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I understand that, but I do suggest that you take the opportunity of the break to discuss that 
and do some time management. 

Sitting suspended from 9.01 to 9.11 pm 

The CHAIRMAN (Ms Guise):  We are missing the person with the next call, so I will move on to the member 
for Swan Hills. 

Ms RADISICH:  Parliamentary Secretary, I refer to page 225, dot point 2.  I note that it explains that there are 
expectations of improved profitability for livestock enterprises in the future and I wanted to extrapolate that and 
obtain information with respect to the Midland sale yards.  In particular can I receive any advice with respect to 
the review that has been conducted by WAMIA and any possible time frame, location or cost decisions 
regarding the relocation of that facility? 

Mr LOGAN:  The member for Swan Hills is correct in indicating that there is a feasibility study being 
undertaken by the meat industry authority on the sale of the Midland sale yard.  That feasibility study, we hope, 
is to be presented to the minister next week.  The details obviously are not available to us here today.  
Mr Robertson, do you have any further information? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  Yes, I do, through you, Chair, if I may.  The report that will go out for public consultation 
was delivered to the minister today, so it will be released in the near future as part of our consultation process.  I 
do not think anyone has had an opportunity to read the report at this stage and basically digest what it says, but 
the feasibility study is complete, at least to the stage of the document that will go out for consultation. 

Ms RADISICH:  Can you provide any additional information with respect to the consultation procedures and 
who might be invited to contribute to those? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  My understanding is the minister over the next 24 hours will be considering and releasing 
that report for consultation.  It is going to be publicly available, so all the producer groups and the people who 
have interest in it, will have the opportunity to consider it and I understand that in the order of four to five weeks 
it will be on the table. 

Mr LOGAN:  Especially the local members will be asked to come in on it and of course the industry 
representative bodies. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Member for Warren-Blackwood, do you have a supplementary? 

Mr OMODEI:   This is a supplementary on the same issue.  Does the draft report indicate that one of the options 
is in the middle of the Swan Valley? 

Mr LOGAN:  In terms of relocation? 

Mr OMODEI:  Yes. 

Dr ROBERTSON:  I honestly do not know because I have not opened it. 

Mr OMODEI:  The parliamentary secretary has seen that before? 

Mr LOGAN:  No, I have not seen the report, but I certainly do not think it would be for relocation in the middle 
of the Swan Valley. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I refer to the State solidity plan which is on two pages that I have picked up, 237 and 235, 
where it talks about major initiatives and major achievements and obviously salinity is going to be in both.  
Parliamentary Secretary, from my reading it seems that the State salinity action plan will remain at a funding of 
$10 million and also from the briefing that was given this morning, the WA Landcare Trust looks like it is going 
out the door.  Why would the State Government not keep the WA Landcare Trust and use it as a vehicle to raise 
private funds, funds outside of Government? 

Mr LOGAN:  A fair amount, Madam Deputy Chair, has been indicated about the State's salinity strategy and my 
understanding, through the agriculture department, is that  $11 million is actually allocated to the salinity 
strategy as part of the agricultural contribution and I will ask Mr Robertson to go to that.  In terms of the actual 
details of how that would be broken up, from the Government perspective, $4 million - I think you are aware of 
this because it was announced in Parliament as well, member for Avon - would be spent on evaluating 
engineering options for salinity management, obviously with arterial drainage and channels and deep aquifer 
pumping, relief wells, etc, for the purposes of getting the water out of the ground and away from the area.  Six 
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million dollars has also been indicated by the Government to spend over the next four years on demonstrating on 
a catchment-subcatchment basis the combination of management strategies required to address salinity and, in 
terms of those details as it applies to AGWA, I would ask Mr Robertson also to support that information. 

Dr ROBERTSON:  Thank you, Chairman.  The two issues are that there is $11 million recurrent in the 
department of agriculture's budget which is focused largely on the rapid catchment appraisal process, the rural 
towns, the water use efficiency in farming systems and investigation of drainage and water management options.  
In addition there is new money in the total state budget of $10 million for an enhanced salinity action plan of 
which $233 000 a year is at this stage within the Department of Agriculture budget.  That money is, as the 
parliamentary secretary indicated, for the catchment management, $6 million, and the drainage activities which 
is $4 million.  That will all be undertaken on agricultural land and at the moment the residual of that money is 
sitting in the budget of the Water and Rivers Commission.  The organisations are working together with the 
community in terms of planning when those actions might be. 

The other issue with regard to the Landcare Trust is that it has been operating for a number of years and should 
have been reviewed some years ago.  I think when the concept was developed and initiated, it was probably 
slightly ahead of its time, but since then the market has become pretty crowded and particularly the National 
Landcare Trust, Landcare Australia, has proven to be a far more attractive vehicle for the corporate sector and 
individuals to put money through. So the mechanism is still there for that activity, but the actual State fund is 
certainly not attracting most players.  It is definitely not attracting national players and it has not attracted any 
money in our judgment that was not going directly to a project anyway over the last few years, so that has been 
the decision - to wind it up. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  If I could ask two questions on that, obviously what goes into the national fund we will get 
one-tenth of or one-eleventh of or whatever the argument is, with variation obviously, so that would be a concern 
of mine.  Could the member indicate also through your parliamentary secretary, on page 36 you do raise a 
question about the rural towns.  I think that is an outstanding program and I think an under-emphasised program.  
Is that program there in its entirety and will continue on? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  Yes.  To go back to the first point, the National Landcare Trust does not work on breaking 
the money up on any sort of a national formula.  It delivers the money to projects that have been identified in the 
first instance. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  The point I make is, we do not win the projects, though, when 

[9.20 pm]  

Dr ROBERTSON:  The projects are usually identified before the corporate sponsor then puts the money through 
the vehicle.  Alcoa has been putting a fair amount of money through the National Landcare Trust.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  That has been coming back to Western Australia.    

Dr ROBERTSON:  Yes.    

Mr TRENORDEN:  All of those funds? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  Yes.  It is just that for a national company they get much more exposure at the national level, 
being a sponsor of Landcare Australia, than they do over a parochial trust that is set up under our legislation.    

Mr LOGAN:  Some of that money, member for Avon, has also gone to Victoria as well because Alcoa do have 
operations in Victoria.  Because of the size of their operations in Western Australia, the bulk of the money has 
come to Western Australia.    

Dr ROBERTSON:  For the rural towns program, the State budget allocation is continued at the same level and 
has not been touched by the budget reductions, but it is significantly part-funded by external funds from the 
National Heritage Trust and of course right now the National Heritage Trust 2 which will start from 1 July 2002 
is in the process of being negotiated.  We do not know and no-one knows if any money will come to that 
activity, but I agree with you that it has been a very successful program and has a lot of support from local 
government and is having a major impact. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Can I ask a further supplementary on that, Madam Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN:  You may.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  I will not take long.  It just occurs to me that if you take some of the examples, like 
Brookton, for example, it should be a water issue as well as an agricultural issue, the reuse of water.  In Brookton 
they have drilled many places and found freshwater, as well as saline water.  It seems sensible to me to be 
reusing that water, therefore using Water Authority funds instead of hauling it in from the Harris River and going 
through the program of using national landcare funds and so forth.    
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Mr LOGAN:  You have the answer for that, Mr Robertson.   

Dr ROBERTSON:  I think that is exactly right.  The program at Merredin is contributed to by the Water 
Authority  In fact a large part of the salinity problem in most country towns is caused by the water that is 
imported from the Harris Dam or from Mundaring Weir.  There is that issue that needs to be dealt with as well.  
In fact a town like Brookton really only developed a salinity problem under the town when it switched from 
using its rainwater tanks and local bores to using the scheme water.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  The real question is, is there going to be any coordination of the Water Authority in the 
current program? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  Yes, there will be.   

Mr BRADSHAW:  Parliamentary Secretary, could you tell me if any questions were provided for Government 
members of this Committee, either from the minister's office or from the department of agriculture? 

Mr LOGAN:  I have certainly discussed questions that can be raised.   

Mr BRADSHAW:  No.  I will rephrase it.    

The CHAIRMAN:  Can the member rephrase the question? 

Mr BRADSHAW:  I will not rephrase it.  I will say it again.  Were questions provided to the Government 
members of this Committee, either from the minister's office or the department of agriculture? 

The CHAIRMAN:  Member, that is out of order.   

Mr BRADSHAW:  It is not out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN:  It does not relate to any line item in the budget.  If you can rephrase it so that it does, I will 
be happy.   

Mr BRADSHAW:  Okay.  Page 225 under, "Net amount appropriated to purchase outputs" - do you want me to 
ask the question again? 

Mr LOGAN:  How does that relate to the question asked? 

Mr BRADSHAW:  Obviously if there is money expended on providing those questions, it is an output.    

The CHAIRMAN:  The question has to be in relation to an appropriation, Parliamentary Secretary.   

Mr LOGAN:  That is not a question.   

Mr BRADSHAW:  You do not want to answer it because I can see them all lined up there.  They have been 
written for them by the department of agriculture.    

Mr LOGAN:  It is not a question that is appropriate in regard to a line item in the budget, Madam Chair.   

Mr BRADSHAW:  The Premier answered the question this morning, by the way.  He said they had - not this 
one, but for the Premier's office.    

The CHAIRMAN:  We will move on, if we may.   

Mr BRADSHAW:  No.  I would like an answer, whether it was a fact or not.   

Mr LOGAN:  It is not a line item that is referred to in the budget, apart from a general assumption that outputs 
contain expenditure on questions for this estimates committee. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  You do not want to be embarrassed by it.  That is what your trouble is.    

Mr LOGAN:  No.  That is what the member for Murray-Wellington is trying to infer and it is just unacceptable. 

Mr OMODEI:  Are they saying that they did not come from the ag department but they could have come from 
your office?  You have ag department employees in your office anyway. 

Mr LOGAN:  Madam Chair, I have discussed with the member for Murray, certainly the member for Geraldton 
and the member for Swan Hills in my office as late as last week the type of questions that have come up.   

Mr BRADSHAW:  I am not talking about the ones we discussed.  I am talking about the ones you have freezed 
up, trying to stop them.   

Mr LOGAN:  Madam Chair, the qualification is inappropriate and it does not relate to this estimates committee.    

Mr BRADSHAW:  You do not want to answer it, in other words. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I would like to move on. 
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Mr BRADSHAW:  Can I go back on the list, thank you, Madam Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN:  Yes.    

Mr OMODEI:  My question relates to decisions taken since the election on page 227, down the bottom of the 
page.  Parliamentary Secretary, I refer you to the proposed rural leadership program and the regional land 
coordinators.  In view of the current situation in rural WA where rural communities are under pressure and the 
success of the previous Progress Rural campaign, I suggest that the reason there is no budget this year is so that 
those two programs can be rebadged under new headings.  Why is there not a budget item in this year's budget 
for a rural leadership program, whether it be Rural Leadership or Progress Rural?  Likewise with the regional 
landcare coordinators.  Why are they then funded in the out years?  I think it begs the question.  This year of all 
years with the current climatic conditions and the stress the rural community is under, why would you knock 
those budgets out? 

Mr LOGAN:  As you indicated, member for Warren-Blackwood, it has been accounted for in the forward 
estimates, as opposed to this year.  I think you have indicated correctly that it is on the basis of the restructuring 
of those programs.  I believe that is correct.  I ask Mr Robertson to give you further detail on it.   

Dr ROBERTSON:  As to the rural leadership program, the prime responsibility for that has now been taken over 
by the Department of Regional Development and Local Government and there is a cross-agency working group 
which is in the process of designing a more broadly based program that is accessible by all people who live in 
rural Western Australia.  There are some ongoing activities.  Indeed we still continue to have some under our 
existing budget allocations through the commonwealth-state program of Farm Business Development or 
FarmBis. 

With regard to the regional landcare coordinators, that is a completely new budget allocation to provide five 
landcare coordinators to support land conservation districts.  Again that activity is currently under consideration 
and planning and to some extent it follows on from the decisions that we will be taking as a result of the Task 
Force on Salinity that has just reported to the Minister for Agriculture and the Minister for the Environment.  

Mr MARSH:  If I can just add a piece of information to that, there are two four-year programs.  In the rural 
leadership program, $1 million has been allocated over four years.  For the regional landcare coordinators, it is 
$1 500 000 over the four years.  It is just that the last column disappears.    

Mr OMODEI:  Then why were they not funded this year?  I think that was the other part of the question.   

Mr MARSH:  The rural leadership program and the landcare activities are already in place in some areas.  As 
they turn down, these new ones will start up.  The organisation will take over the existing activities. 

Mr OMODEI:  So I was right.  Really it is rebadging. 

Mr MARSH:  No.  There is one lot happening and this is a new lot coming in.  This is new money being added 
to the process.   

Mr OMODEI:  Mr Parliamentary Secretary, will the old programs continue then? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  The old programs were funded from trust funds under the Rural Adjustment and Finance 
Corporation which is no longer capable of funding those program activities.  This is the first time that there have 
been consolidated revenue funds applied to those activities.  The regional landcare coordinators, I stress, is a new 
program following on from an election commitment.  That has not been done before. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I have four questions, Madam Chair.  I will put them to the parliamentary secretary because 
they are all the same.  If you look at the industrial market development, the SRD program and the ag protection 
program -  

Mr LOGAN:  Which pages are you taking us to? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  The sustainable rural program is on page 234, but I want to ask the same question of the 
industrial market development program and ag protection.  What has happened is that there has been a reduction 
of $388 000 of the industrial market development program, and agriculture protection.  What has happened is 
there has been a reduction pf point 3 of $188 million, so $388 000 obviously, of the industrial market 
development program.  The SRD has been reduced by $6.4 million and the agriculture protection by 
$9.1 million.  I know there has been the reshuffle but can you just explain to me, Parliamentary Secretary, what 
impact is going to happen from today on each of those programs? 

[9.30 pm] 

The CHAIRMAN:  Leader of the National Party, you are referring to page 234 under sustainable rural 
development, output 2, is it? 
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Mr TRENORDEN:  Yes.  The others are in here somewhere.  

The CHAIRMAN:  If we could just deal with one at a time perhaps. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I am happy to do that, Madam Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Because it is a theme I will allow you to develop and you can ask the others a 
supplementary. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I was just trying to save a bit of time. 

Mr LOGAN:  If I deal with sustainable rural development, Madam Acting Chair.  In terms of the variation 
between the 1990 and 2001 and 2002 budget estimate the variance is a total of - on sustainable rural 
development total cost of output is $15 891 000.  Of that $8 036 000 was - the issue relating to the National 
Heritage Trust funding was budgeted to cease in 2002.  Therefore funding estimates for 2000-2001 were reduced 
accordingly.  The 1990-2000 actuals includes once-off funding for the following initiatives: $1 700 000 for the 
Carnarvon farm recovery scheme; $400 000 for the pastoral water recovery; that $525 000, as we talked about, 
for the WA rural leadership program; $3 700 000 between various SRD programs such as rural community 
builders, progress rural, surface water management, BushNet and land care third party grants.  The variation 
between the budget of 2000-01 and 2000-01 actual sustainable rural development is $11 789 000 and the main 
reason for the increase in funding there relates to adverse season funding of $4 625 000, Carnarvon farm 
recovery of $2 500 000, the office of water resources $1 million, implementation of native vegetation $1 million, 
an increase in HT funding and other SRD programs of $2 665 000.  The other issues that you were taking us to - 

Mr TRENORDEN:  If you keep to that like the chairman asked.  Can I just have permission - 

The CHAIRMAN:  You may. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Did I not read somewhere in all this that the Carnarvon one is not guaranteed?  Are there 
some federal funds involved in that program? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  That is Carnarvon farm recovery? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Farm recovery.  Is that a guaranteed program? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  That is a program that was funded last financial year and it was to do with basically 
replacing the topsoil on the floodout.  That was all State money. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  No federal funding? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  No federal funding. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  For some reason I thought there were some federal funds. 

Mr LOGAN:  Sorry, member for - 

Mr TRENORDEN:  We are going to move on - 

Mr LOGAN:  What was the next item you were - 

Mr TRENORDEN:  -  to the Agricultural Protection Board, I suppose, in a minute so perhaps I should leave that 
one. 

Mr LOGAN:  What was the second item? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Industrial and market development. 

Mr LOGAN:  Which is page? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I will have to just read through because I found it here somewhere.  Too many pages for me.  
There it is.  Page 229.  So the same question.  There is a $388 000 reduction in the program.  What does it mean 
to the program? 

The CHAIRMAN:  For clarification of the record, I will take this opportunity, you are talking about output 1, 
Industry and Market Development. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Yes, that is correct. 

Mr LOGAN:  If I can just deal with the variance between 1999-2000 and 2000 and 2001 which is a variance of 
$8 725 000.  The main variance for that was first of all in funding relates to dairy assistance package introduced 
in the 2000-01 budget of $27 million which was $12.4 million in 2000-01, $10.4 million in 2001-02 and 
$4.2 million which will be in 2002-03.  The variation between budget and actual for industry market 
development, which is a reduction of $4 130 000 - the main reason in the decline for that, member for Avon, 
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relates to the transfer of the dairy incentive processor payments to the Department of Commerce and Trade of 
$5.1 million.  I that the next - 

Mr TRENORDEN:  No, it is Agriculture Protection which is the next.  Is that a different division? 

Mr LOGAN:  Yes, it is.  Yes. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I had better wait for that division. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  Page 232 under improving industry productivity, third paragraph down on 232, "The 
department assisted local milk processors to identify new market opportunities and provide technical and 
statistical information to potential investors in the industry," and it goes on to say that $11 million was provided 
to permit local business to expand, establish, etc.  Who received the moneys and has all the moneys offered been 
taken up? 

Mr LOGAN:  I will ask Mr Robertson to give us further details on that but from my memory that also includes 
the funding available for the establishment of Challenge Dairy Co-Op in Capel which was a significant 
component of that $11 million, which is $10 million of the $11 million.  The other $1 million I will ask 
Mr Robertson to fill us in on. 

Dr ROBERTSON:  Chairman, as was pointed out, the Challenge Dairy is the largest recipient.  Funds were also 
offered to a number of other groups and I know that the details are being worked through for the transfer of the 
funds to several of those parties and I really will be misleading you if I tried to guess as to exactly what has gone 
up, but we can provide that as a supplementary answer. 
Mr LOGAN:  Is that acceptable? 
Mr BRADSHAW:  Yes, but I have a supplementary as well. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Before we move on to the supplementary can the parliamentary secretary confirm the 
information that will be provided is supplementary information, please? 
Mr LOGAN:  The information requested by the member for Murray-Wellington on the $1 million effectively - 
Mr BRADSHAW:  11. 
Mr LOGAN:  11.  You want the full breakdown. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  Yes, the whole lot. 
Mr LOGAN:  The full breakdown of the $11 million as identified in dot point 3 on page 232 which we have 
already put on the record that $10 million of that was for the Challenge Dairy Co-Operation.  That will be 
provided to the member. 
The CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.  Supplementary? 
Mr BRADSHAW:  Supplementary, yes.  The money put into Challenge Dairy - will all dairy farmers be 
shareholders in Challenge Dairy as a result of the government money being put into Challenge Dairy or will it 
only be applied to the people who actually contributed to the setting up of the Challenge Dairy? 
Mr LOGAN:  It is the latter, is not it?  Yes.  It is my understanding is it the latter.  It belongs to those people who 
were involved in the establishment of it. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  Can I say that there is a feeling out there that all dairy farmers should receive some benefit 
out of that money going into that co-op? 

Mr LOGAN:  I will pass that on to the minister, member. 

Mr OMODEI:  Thank you, Madam Chair.  Parliamentary Secretary, under output 2, sustainable rural 
development on page 241, the third bottom dot point talks about, "The State will be maintained for serious pests 
and diseases and weeds such as tuberculosis, liver fluke, Johne's disease, Queensland fruitfly, codling moth, 
apple scab, branched broomrape and black sikatoga of bananas," etc, "and that measurable progress will be 
achieved towards eradication of virulent footrot in sheep."  In that paragraph why is the issue of fire blight and 
protorhaditis nematode not mentioned?  They are very important threats to Western Australian industry from 
protorhaditis nematode from South Australia and fire blight from New Zealand.  Is there any special reason why 
they are not mentioned? 

[9.40 pm] 

Mr LOGAN:  That is a technical question.  Mr Robertson or Mr Marsh? 

Mr MARSH:  I cannot assist. 
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Dr ROBERTSON:   There is no reason.  I agree that they are important issues.  The comment there is "such as" 
and they have given a range of issues.  I think there are probably 45, 50 high priority pests that we are concerned 
about keeping out of Western Australian agriculture. 

Mr LOGAN:  It is an issue that the department of agriculture is aware of. 

Mr OMODEI:  Yes, I agree with the director general.  There is no doubt there are a large number of pests and 
diseases that we need to keep out of Western Australian, but these two have been in the news in recent times and 
I think the minister has acted appropriately with protorhaditis nematode and the federal Government, I think, has 
assisted us with the fire blight issue.  I think they are steps in the right direction.  I am just surprised they are not 
mentioned, that is all. 

Mr LOGAN:  I was hoping you were not going to ask me a question on banana black sigatoka. 

Mr OMODEI:  I was actually. 

The CHAIRMAN:  You will now.  I have three speakers listed.  I will move on to the member for Swan Hills, 
but in doing so I will draw your attention to the time and the fact that after division 12 we still have three 
remaining. 

Ms RADISICH:  Parliamentary Secretary, page 230, identifying new market opportunities, dot point number 5, I 
was wondering where exactly in Asia were these milk market opportunities identified and utilised and will these 
be able to be utilised in the future ongoing export opportunity? 

Mr LOGAN:  Yes, there is.  I will add further information.  Mr Robertson can give some detailed information 
but I will add further in a minute. 

Dr ROBERTSON:  The two specific ones there with regard to dairy is Taiwan and cheese.  In fact Western 
Australia exported cheese for the first time to Japan and had to get through the appropriate protocols and to get 
an allocatiion to Japan through the Australian Dairy Industry Corporation. 

Ms RADISICH:  Will be utilising any markets for dairy products in South East Asia?  I asked whereabouts the 
markets were and Taiwan and Japan were named.  Are there any additional? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  Yes, they are the new ones.  Western Australia is a significant producer or supplier of dairy 
products, particularly short-shelf-life products, yoghurts and milk, to Malaysia and Singapore in particular and 
some into Thailand, but in particular it is the advantage we have of being close to Malaysia and Singapore.  
Products such as yoghurts and flavoured milks and those sort of things go there on a regular basis.  They are very 
significant markets.  In fact Western Australia dominates both the Singapore and the Malaysian markets.   

Mr LOGAN:  Also I have been led to believe that white cream, which is from feedlot cattle, is also a major 
market opportunity for Asia as well which is being investigated and examined for export. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  On page 228 under "Agriculture Protection", output 3, in the department of agriculture 
budget there is a reduction of $1.306 million from the estimated actual.  Why is that the case?  Seeing that the 
APB has been absorbed into the department of agriculture, how come there is a drop in the costs of the outcome 
or decreased by $1.3 million? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  For some reason in constructing these figures Treasury have inferred that the change 
occurred in years prior to this year and so the figures in 1999-2000 and 2000-01 have been increased as if the 
action was taken this year to incorporate the Agriculture Protection Board budget within the Department of 
Agriculture budget.  In fact in a way it did previously because it used to be as a net appropriation because the 
department delivered the services.  The reduction there of $1 million relates to the impact of productivity 
dividend and priority assurance dividend on both the Agriculture Protection Board as part of the budget and the 
Department of Agriculture as part of the budget. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  So when we go to the next division, would that be repeated or not? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  The answer is no because the next division only has the residual money from the Agriculture 
Protection Board for which it has statutory responsibility; $10.625 million has been transferred across into the 
Department of Agriculture's budget and the productivity and priority dividend on that was in the order of 
$731 000. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I am happy. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Do you have a supplementary? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  No, but I have further questions. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I will take that after I refer to the member for Murray-Wellington. 
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Mr BRADSHAW:  Page 232 under "Improving Industry Productivity" I notice there is talk about a new variety 
of French serradella being poised to be a revolution in pastures.  Whereabouts have these trials taken place and 
how long have these trials been going on, Mr Parliamentary Secretary? 

Mr LOGAN:  I will defer to my learned colleague on the left, Mr Robertson, on that one. 

Dr ROBERTSON:  The trials have occurred right across the wheatbelt.  These are dry-land pastures, not 
irrigated pastures.  I honestly cannot tell you the exact number of years since we have made this introduction but 
my suspicion would be in the order of four years since it was selected. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  On page 245, the service delivery agreement halfway down the page under "Revenues From 
Ordinary Activities".  Can it be explained to me what happens here?  In the current budget it collapses from 
$27 million to just under $4 million in 2004-05. 

Mr LOGAN:  Sorry, member for Avon? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  The service on page 245 under "Revenue From Ordinary Activities", the second-last point, 
service delivery agreement. 

Mr LOGAN:  Yes, it drops from $27 million to - 

Mr TRENORDEN:  $4 million. 

Mr LOGAN:  No. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  If you keep going across the page - 

Mr LOGAN:  Keep going across the page, yes.  We cannot answer that, Chairman.  We think it is actually an 
error in this. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  All they wrote on it was "Please explain" because I could not make any sense of it. 

Dr ROBERTSON:  It seems that in reconstructing the Agriculture Protection Board where previously it used to 
be a net revenue, as part of the user charges and fees, and it appears that it has been put in this year's budget 
when it should not have been because the money should be up there in the overall appropriation.  We can answer 
that subsequently after we talk to Treasury but at this stage we do not have - 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I would ask that that be supplementary information. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Parliamentary Secretary, please confirm the information to be provided. 

Mr LOGAN:  Yes, I will confirm that, Madam Chair, on the basis that this is not information that is readily 
available to any of us here at the table at the moment.  On page 245 under "Statement of Financial Performance", 
halfway down the page under "Revenue From Ordinary Activities", line item title Service Delivery Agreement, 
where the 2001-02 budget estimate specifies $27 604 000, it then drops away over the following three years to 
finish at $3 908 000 and the question from the member for Avon is to explain why that has occurred.  I will 
provide further information to him. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Provide an explanation for that line item, thank you. 

Mr OMODEI:  Parliamentary Secretary, if I can just repeat what was said before during the estimate discussions, 
I find it very difficult to follow the budget papers when we do not have the full-time equivalents in each section.  
For as long as I can remember, in the dozen or more years that I have been here, we have always had the number 
of full-time equivalents for each division of every government department and you could compare how many 
were there this year compared with last year.  I ask, in relation to the costs of services how many people came 
over from the Agriculture Protection Board and was there a reduction in numbers of those FTEs as a result of the 
transfer. 

[9.50 pm] 

Mr LOGAN:  Can I bring to the attention of the member for Warren-Blackwood, if he looks under Output 
Measures in each case - I will give an example; page 230 which is Industry and Market Development - that is the 
output measures for the section Industry and Market Development.  At the very bottom of the financial 
spreadsheet there is paragraph (a), Full Time Equivalents. 

Mr OMODEI:  You are talking about 229, did you say? 

Mr LOGAN:  Page 230, at the bottom of the column there where there is a thick, black line across the middle of 
the page, and underneath that it specifies the number of Full Time Equivalents. 

Mr OMODEI:  Yes, I saw that, but the question I am asking is, how many people came over form the 
Agriculture Protection Board and was there a reduction in numbers? 
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Mr LOGAN:  I will refer to Mr Marsh on this. 

Mr MARSH:  The transfer of staff from the Agriculture Protection Board to the then Agriculture Western 
Australia occurred on 31 July 1996, to my recollection.  I was not then employed at the department.  That 
transfer occurred as part of the amalgamation then planned for the Agriculture Protection Board and Agriculture 
Western Australia as part of the McCarrey Commission review.  Those staff have been then employed by 
Agriculture since that time.  The Agriculture Protection Board has had one employee for, in the order of, three 
years and they still have that one employee. 

Mr OMODEI:  The Agriculture Protection Board, the board itself, was retained as a separate entity, was it not? 

Mr MARSH:  It is a separate statutory authority and is still a separate statutory authority.  It is retained as such as 
it has one employee still, one or two employees. 

Mr LOGAN:  Can I just also remind the member for Warren-Blackwood, because the comment he made was 
that it is very difficult to read the budget without the FTEs indicated in there, it is in there.  It is at the bottom of 
each of the output measures underneath that black line.  It does give you a total for that division, the total number 
of FTEs employed. 

Mr OMODEI:  I think the point has been made by the Leader of the National Party and it would be good to be 
able to have them clarified.  One of the first line items under the old budget papers was the FTEs, very easy to 
see, and the reason I raise it, Parliamentary Secretary, is that people translate to money, big dollops of it, as you 
well know. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Can I just ask a supplementary? 

The CHAIRMAN:  Yes.  You indicated you had a supplementary question., 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I actually want to ask the same question, but in a little bit more detail and I have it down to 
ask so I might as well ask it now.  Parliamentary Secretary, in both cases on page 245 where the 120 was 
indicated, which offices will lose staff and how much will come out of each location?  I would ask that question 
of the department of agriculture and also agriculture protection, as it will be now. 

Mr OMODEI:  I do not think the answer to that question that I asked about how many people are out of the 
Agriculture Protection Board - 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I understand that is an unfair question, but it is an important question for us, so if the 
parliamentary secretary would not mind taking that on notice and if we could get an outline of those 120 will be 
lost and which programs they will be lost from and then which offices they will be lost from. 

Mr MARSH:  I can give you the regions.  We did anticipate such a question and we extracted the numbers from 
the payroll for Northam office for non-casual employees at Northam in September 1999 there were 90 
employees, for September 2000 103 and for September 2001, the current date, 104. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I would like that information.  I would like to know which programs. 

Mr MARSH:  Do you want it from which programs and which offices? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Which programs and which actual offices, yes. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Would the parliamentary secretary please indicate what information he is able to provide as 
supplementary information? 

Mr LOGAN:  Yes.  The question that has been requested from the member for Avon is to identify which 
programs and which offices would be affected by reductions in FTEs, across all programs and across all offices.  
That is the question that was requested and that is the information that will be provided to the member for Avon. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  So that it is clear, Madam Chair, I would also like those people who were on the - 

Mr LOGAN:  The APB? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Yes.  They are on the same budget obviously.  Madam Chair, if I could just - 

The CHAIRMAN:  Through the parliamentary secretary, yes. 

Mr LOGAN:  Mr Marsh. 

Mr MARSH:  Other than for the one I have told - 

Mr TRENORDEN:  As long as that is clear.  I just want to make sure I had the total. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  Under "Major Achievements" for 2000-01 on page 240, the first paragraph, "AGWEST 
continued to cost-effectively deliver international quarantine and expert services for the Commonwealth 
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Government's Australian Quarantine and Inspection Service."  How many AGWEST employees are involved in 
that and are these employees being diverted away from other duties in Western Australian QIS? 

Mr LOGAN:  They are providing a service to AQIS. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  Obviously if they are providing a service, somebody has to be doing the work and I would 
just like to know how many are actually involved and whether they are being diverted from somewhere else. 

Mr LOGAN:  Mr Robertson will give you the details of the number of employees and I will follow up with 
further information on those programs. 

Dr ROBERTSON:  I can answer the first precisely and there is no diversion from any other place.  The service 
delivery we carry out for the Commonwealth is totally funded by the Commonwealth and recently, for example, 
it has increased its staff by 90 to better combat the risk of foot and mouth disease and BSE.  My judgment would 
be that right now we have in the order of 250 staff involved in that activity across the state, that is, from meeting 
boats and ships from Broome right down to Esperance, the majority being at the international airport and the 
Fremantle port.  I could give the exact figure on notice if that is required. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  Yes.  A supplementary, then to the parliamentary secretary.  Is that 200-odd you have just 
spoken about in that 1 704 employees?  What was it previously?  How many would you have previously 
provided to AQIS and with the increased number you are now providing, have you added more staff to 
AGWEST or have you taken them from somewhere else? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  I should clarify that.  The 90 extra staff announced by the Commonwealth about six weeks 
ago is not included in the FTEs we did in this budget.  As we are in the process of putting them on, they will 
increase the FTEs within the organisation, so in fact the net effect of the Commonwealth increased money and 
while this budget will mean only a difference within the organisation of about 30 people but in fact the impact of 
this budget is an effect of 120 people.  There are new people being put on above the base that we had formerly 
six weeks ago, which was when this budget was prepared. 

[10.00 pm] 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Page 247, "Cash flows from operating activities:  accommodation."  In the briefing this 
morning, Parliamentary Secretary, there was a statement saying that statewide infrastructure rationalisation to the 
value of 200 000 would occur.  Are there any AGWA offices or APB offices to be closed? 

Mr LOGAN:  You are referring to which line in the statement? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Accommodation.  I am talking about the offices, the cash flow from operating activities.  It 
goes from $1.8 million to $2 million. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Mr Robertson? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  There are certainly some office locations that are being closed.  As an example, we have 
moved the Trade and Market Development people which were in the Forest Centre back to South Perth at a 
significant saving.  The Farm Business Development people who were in International House are in fact moving 
this week to the South Perth location.  The Wool Service Desk that was in Fremantle has moved back to South 
Perth.  There is also the Waroona, Harvey, Pinjarra issue. 

Mr LOGAN:  Mt Barker. 

Dr ROBERTSON:  Mt Barker is not included in the accommodation. 

Mr LOGAN:  No, it is not accommodation. 

Dr ROBERTSON:  They are the significant ones.  There are a few very small offices in some country centres 
that have not been staffed for a considerable period of time that will be formally closed and they are largely 
offices that the APB has not been able to fill in the past. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Madam Chair, could I ask a supplementary one? 

The CHAIRMAN:  You may. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Will they be announced, those particular rural ones, or will they just occur? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  There was no, I do not think, intention to formally announce them.  I think most people 
involved understand that they have not been filled for a number of years and they are closed. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I am not going to get any calls from local government groups upset about the closures? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  I would be surprised. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Member for Warren-Blackwood? 
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Mr OMODEI:  Thank you, Madam Chair.  Parliamentary Secretary, I refer you to page 227 under "Agriculture 
Protection".  If I can just preface my question by making an observation, I think that successive governments 
have failed in protecting agriculture and the natural environment in Western Australia from the incursion of 
plants, weeds, not only in agriculture but also in the forest estate.  If you look at the activities of the Agriculture 
Protection Board -and I refer to days gone by where if, for example, blackberry was a declared plant, if the 
farmer did not spray that weed then the Agriculture Protection Board sprayed it and charged the farmer - we had 
a situation where you had farmers, particularly in the south west, where they had to spray the blackberries on 
their side of the fence and the state, whether it be DOLA or CALM or whoever, on their side of the fence you 
had blackberries 40 feet high, totally infesting whole river systems and creek systems and whatever. 

It has got to the stage now where things like blackberries, watsonia, arum lily, bridal creeper, Ngura burr - I do 
not know as much about Ngura burr because it is more a pastoral problem, but certainly blackberry, watsonia 
and the arum lily in the south-west are spreading, they are just rife.  I would like you to explain to me, and 
maybe through the officers, the issue of how plants are declared, how they are given a priority, and what action 
the Government is taking to address the issue of declared plants.  I know the Agriculture Protection Board and 
the Department of Agriculture, their responsibility is on agricultural land, but surely there must be some cross-
government action to control these weeds because if you go - even just in the last 12 months you can see they 
have got to almost a critical point where the plant numbers are exploding. 

I am referring to things like watsonia, in particular arum lily in the Busselton area, and blackberry through state 
forests and even now on agricultural land.  I think because it was downgraded as a plant farmers have just let it 
go.  In the first couple of years, not a big problem, but after four or five years they just are very difficult to get 
back into control, so I am asking, Parliamentary Secretary, what action is the Government taking on those issues 
because I think they are getting to the stage where they are out of control? 

The CHAIRMAN:  Parliamentary Secretary? 

Mr LOGAN:  Mr Robertson or Mr Marsh will give you further detail on the Government - 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I know it is a big - 

Mr OMODEI:  It is a big question. 

Dr ROBERTSON:  It is a very difficult issue and one that has not been addressed for quite some period of time.  
I am just trying to find the reference in the papers here:  on page 240 at the third-last dot point.  There really has 
been a difficulty with the Agriculture Protection Board having the responsibility for being able to declare plants 
for eradication or containment on agricultural land and that pest requiring to be managed being on crown land 
without the Crown having the resources to do it.  The Agriculture Protection Board over the last two years has 
reviewed its declared plant status with the number of plants that are now endemic coming off the eradication list 
because it was impossible to do it. What has happened, and the Department of Agriculture have taken a major 
role in that in the last 12 months, has been to assess the weeds within the state with equal emphasis on 
environmental weeds as it has on agricultural weeds and a list of priority weeds has been drawn up and I am 
pleased to say that DOLA for the first year last year provided some increased money to start to address some of 
the weeds on their estate. 

With some assistance from the Commonwealth under the Weeds of National Significance scheme, which is part 
of the National Heritage Trust, I am reasonably confident that with community groups on a catchment basis, 
some of these issues will be able to be dealt with.  The cost of actually dealing with arum lily and blackberry 
without some form of biological control is quite horrific and we are continuing to invest in the biological control 
of particularly blackberry. 

Mr OMODEI:  Supplementary? 

The CHAIRMAN:  Yes? 

Mr OMODEI:  All of the things that you mentioned are already being done and have been done for quite some 
time and I put it to you, Parliamentary Secretary, that there should be an approach to the Commonwealth for 
National Heritage Trust moneys or whatever.  As members of Parliament - and I am not making any excuses.  
You could quite well say, "What did you do when you were in Government?"  I tell you what, we failed as well, 
and I think it is a reflection more so on the bureaucrats responsible for the protection of agriculture and our 
natural resources than it is the pollies.  The pollies go around and - it is your job, it is your job, and these weeds, 
Director General, are out of control. 

I tell you, it is getting to a point that if we leave it for another couple of years it will cost not only tens of 
millions, it will cost you hundreds of millions of dollars.  There are weeds choking out natural vegetation on 
roadsides, spreading into farms causing huge costs for farmers, and we as Governments, successive 
Governments, have failed.  We need to grab it by the neck now and what I am suggesting to you, Minister, and 
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asking the question:  will you approach the federal Government and your leader and treasurer to see if we can get 
a significant - and if that means some kind of corporate sponsorship or special trust or whatever, it needs to be 
done. 

Mr LOGAN:  Specifically what you are referring to also, member for Warren-Blackwood, is the spread of the 
weeds particularly on public lands. 

Mr OMODEI:  Public lands. 

Mr LOGAN:  Obviously it is a cross-government agency issue and I will take that up with the Minister for 
Agriculture with the suggestion that you have put forward, that it be a cross-government issue with the 
possibility of seeking federal Government funding for that.  I will take that up. 

[10.10 pm] 

Ms RADISICH:  Parliamentary Secretary, can you inform me whether or not Watsonia falls within one of the 20 
weeds of national significance? 

Mr LOGAN:  The answer is no.  I thought you were referring to Watsonia, the meat processing company, within 
my electorate which is an issue of national significance with the smell it puts out.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  I am in the same area, Madam Chair.  Page 227, five dot points down - Cape tulip, my old 
favourite.  If I do not ask a question about Cape tulip, York will beat me up.  Where are we with Cape tulip, 
Parliamentary Secretary?  Has a natural predator been sought to for Cape tulip?  I understand there was funding 
available.  Could you tell me where that stands at the current time? 

The CHAIRMAN:  Which part, member - which dot point? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Five, "Increasing recognition that prevention is more cost effective than eradication and 
control of infestations" and so forth.   

Mr LOGAN:  In particular you are referring to Cape tulip. I am afraid we do not have that information at present, 
member for Avon.  We will take that on notice.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  Can you make it a supplementary, instead of me putting it on notice? 

Mr LOGAN:  A supplementary, yes.   

The CHAIRMAN:  Supplementary information pertaining to dot point 5 in relation to Cape tulip will be 
provided.    

Mr MARSH:  Clarification, if I may.  The biological control of Cape tulip? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I understand you are seeking biological control, a three year program, $180 000 - which I 
think is the figure off the top of my head.  I just want to see if that is still -  

Mr OMODEI:  Can I add a supplementary to that?   

The CHAIRMAN:  I want to be absolutely sure of what information is going to be provided.  Parliamentary 
Secretary, can you confirm? 

Mr LOGAN:  I confirm that the information on Cape tulip, the prevention strategies for the eradication and 
spread of Cape tulip through biological control, will be forwarded to the member for Avon. 

Mr OMODEI:  The supplementary was to ask the parliamentary secretary to expand that to give an indication of 
what plans are being considered for biological control.  I know that we have talked about rust in blackberries and 
a whole lot of other things.  It would be good to have that on the public record. 

Mr LOGAN:  Providing to both the member for Avon and Warren-Blackwood the work undertaken by the 
department of agriculture on the biological control of those weeds.    

The CHAIRMAN:  Excellent.  Thank you.  I would make a comment at this point that in terms of supplementary 
questions, given the time and the number of divisions left to go, people might like to be a little bit more succinct 
and ask the question directly.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  There is only a given amount of time, Madam Chair, and every year this debacle occurs.   

The CHAIRMAN:  It is nothing knew.    

Mr TRENORDEN:  Page 226, Madam Chair, the second dot point under sustainable rural development.  "A key 
requirement of the agricultural  sector is the provision of a realistic salinity risk assessment" and it goes on and 
talks about information needed to make sound business decisions and then goes on to advice.  What is different 
in there, Parliamentary Secretary? 
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Mr LOGAN:  Mr Robertson will provide the first amount of information on that.   

Dr ROBERTSON:  The process had previously been that we were working on what we call focus catchments 
where we were providing detailed information to farmers in a very limited number of catchments as to what 
might happen in the area.  We identified very clearly that given the rate at which salinity was developing, 
farmers needed to know what was happening on their property much, much sooner than that so we have put in 
place a program which we have resourced and some new technologies.  We will ensure that every farmer in 
every catchment in the agricultural areas has advice on the salinity risk on their farm within their catchment and 
options as to what they might do or could do to actually deal with that in their location.  That started probably 
about seven months ago.    

Mr TRENORDEN:  Can I ask a supplementary? 

The CHAIRMAN:  You may. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  In the briefing this morning you talked of the SQF program.  That is apparently going off to 
private -  

Mr LOGAN:  Yes.    

Mr TRENORDEN:  Mr Parliamentary Secretary, I will ask a question because I believe there is a tremendous 
amount of knowledge. 

Mr LOGAN:  Within the department, yes.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  And there is a tremendous amount of knowledge in private hands on salinity.  

Mr LOGAN:  Yes.    

Mr TRENORDEN:  And there is a tremendous amount of knowledge in a range of other hands related to 
salinity.  Catchment groups, local government and a whole range of people are doing things.   

Mr LOGAN:  The corporate sector as well.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  Personally I have a very strong belief that that is a very saleable product, a highly saleable 
product, to the rest of the world.  This line here I totally support obviously.  I think that is the way we have to 
go - I would have thought it was time to make sure that all that effort was coordinated.  With modern technology 
you can file all of it.  You can make it sell outside of Western Australia, if you like.  It is purchasable and inside 
of Western Australia it is free.  Those options are available.  They are not new.  They are a decade old.  They are 
well tried.  They are well practised.  I suggest that where it has occurred, it is highly profitable.  Are we heading 
that way?  Can I get some sort of leeway here.? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  A very important issue for Western Australia is how it exports the services that play a role in 
agricultural development.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  And the intellectual property involved.    

Dr ROBERTSON:  Yes.  At this stage we do not have any project specifically in salinity overseas but we are 
working with a large number of providers in the private sector in the natural resource management and 
agricultural area to assist them to put together projects and export them offshore. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  That is not really what I am talking about.  I am talking about selling the intellectual 
property we already have - not the programs we can develop.  We have a large quantity of intellectual programs 
sitting in filing cabinets in places like Merredin or Northam on dry land farming, salinity and sustainable 
agriculture.   

Mr LOGAN:  You are specifically referring to general sustainable agricultural initiatives.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  All this is related.    

Mr LOGAN:  Yes.    

Mr TRENORDEN:  I have been strongly of the view that it is highly saleable, highly profitable information.  It 
is different to putting programs together at some cost.  If a program was put together and linked and landcare 
groups had a format in which to feed the information in, all that could be common information.  That is not 
rocket science any more.  That is common practice now. 

Dr ROBERTSON:  There is quite a bit of knowledge being exported from Western Australia.  Usually it takes 
someone to carry it.  You cannot just put it into an envelope and send it.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  But you can put it in a program.   

Dr ROBERTSON:  That is exactly what is happening.   
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Mr TRENORDEN:  I mean a computer program accessible.  It is an issue I should take up at another time.  It is 
an issue that I think we are missing out substantially on.   

Dr ROBERTSON:  Perhaps if I give you an example.  We have a project where were the group that identified it 
and put it together.  That is providing land use planning and agricultural reconstruction in East Timor.  We have 
a very small component in terms of delivering into that.  We basically manage it.  A number of consultants from 
Western Australia are delivering GIS systems and computer systems and all of that into East Timor. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Madam Chair, perhaps I should have a private conversation with the director because I am 
not actually talking about that at all.  I am talking about putting it all on a database so it is all available to 
Western Australians but is also saleable to them.  I will do that another time. 

The CHAIRMAN:  The parliamentary secretary is indicating that he will be more than happy to speak to you at 
another time.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  He is a very agreeable person.    

The CHAIRMAN:  Absolutely.   

Mr LOGAN:  It is a good point he is making. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Two dot points down on page 226, it talks about greenhouse and climate change.  I am just 
interested in reading here, "Greenhouse and climate change has emerged from a speculative theory to a 
measurable activity."  That is news to me.  I just found that out tonight.  How is that done?  How do you get that 
information? 

Mr LOGAN:  The CSIRO information on climate change, which was a major conference here in Perth only I 
think a month and a half ago, detailed that information.  In fact the CSIRO gave a presentation which was 
available to all members of this House here in this room on identifying specifically where that climate change 
had taken place both over short, mid and long-term period as a measurable component here in Australia and they 
also have, speaking of computer programs, that broken down - they have it on a computer program where you 
can break it right the way down to regions as opposed to states and the impact on states.   

You can actually go through the computer program and identify region by region on not only the existing 
effective climate change on that and how that lines up, funnily enough, with the specific information we have 
received about the drought and the impact of the drought - if you overlay the information from the CSIRO to the 
information we have received from the department of agriculture on the affect of soil moisture content, you will 
find that the information from the CSIRO on long-term climate change virtually marries exactly with the 
information that has been coming out of the department of agriculture of soil moisture content.  Here in Western 
Australia that has led to the drought.  The information was available to all of us here, as I say, about a month and 
a half ago when the - 

[10.20 pm] 

Mr TRENORDEN:  With all due respect, Madam Chair, we do not need it; it is the farmers that need it. 

Mr LOGAN:  No, I understand that but given the fact that - 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I do not think any of them - 

Mr LOGAN:  It was widely publicised and it was in The West Australian and as we are all representatives, 
particularly yourself, member for Avon, of the farming community I am surprised you did not avail yourself of 
it.  In fact if I remember rightly, Madam Deputy Chair, I actually spoke to you about it and asked you why you 
were not there because it was very informative. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  And I remember the answer was some lousy people in this place are trying to rip seats out of 
rural WA and I was rather busy at the time. 

Mr LOGAN:  I think the answer actually was, "Nobody told me."  I think that was the actual answer. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Before we move on - 

Mr LOGAN:  It was here and it was not one that was available just simply to ALP members.  It was on a - 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I do not want to go into a debate but - 

The CHAIRMAN:  Member, before you go on there is something I wish to clarify for the point of record 
because I am not sure that it actually was taken down; the fact that we are actually referring to page 226, 
sustainable rural development and it actually is dot point 4. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Just a simple question:  how has that been related out to farms as a practical item? 
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Mr LOGAN:  Certainly the department of agriculture is aware of that CSIRO information.  It has been available 
certainly through the media.  It promoted it widely.  I presume agencies within government will be provided - 
member for Northam, there was a major conference held in WA on that specific issue which was widely 
advertised. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Yes, but it was not a farmers' conference.  Madam, we are having a cross-discussion here 
but I actually had two briefings myself with the CSIRO in recent times and this never was raised.  This was not 
raised in the two briefings.  So it is somewhat of a surprise to me. 

Mr LOGAN:  It is a surprise that you have not - 

Mr OMODEI:  Madam Chair, I would suggest that if this is correct, then we have a major crisis on our hands 
and the government should be doing something about it because I would suggest that half the Karri forest in the 
South West will die and certainly all of the blue gums in the wheat belt will die if this is correct. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Exactly.  Some major decisions have to - if it is correct, it is major information. 

Mr LOGAN:  As I indicated to both the members, that information came up as part of the CSIRO conference on 
climate change.  The CSIRO's information emerged from the international conferences that have been held on 
climate change and that was taken forward by the CSIRO.  That information, by the way, is fed into the 
greenhouse strategy, the four components of the greenhouse strategy, which has been developed by the Gallop 
Government and obviously we are cognisant of that information and hope that you guys promote it as well. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Page 233, major initiatives for 2001-2002, the second dot point, "Increasing support to 
producers in the whole of farm management, technical information and long-range forecasting."  How is this 
going to be done? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  Say again. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  How is this process going to be - 

Mr LOGAN:  Which point are you taking me to? 

The CHAIRMAN:  Second dot point, third point. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Yes, second dot point, third point within that second dot point, "Increasing support to 
producers in the areas of whole of farm management, technical information and long-range forecasting." 

Mr LOGAN:  Mr Robertson? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  I still cannot find the point. 

Mr LOGAN:  It is at page 233. 

Dr ROBERTSON:  233.  There is a commonwealth-state program which is called FarmBis, which started at the 
beginning of this financial year, which is very much about whole farm management and providing training 
opportunities for farmers.  That is delivered both by existing training organisations, by private practitioners and 
by Department of Agriculture staff and that will be a main thrust over the next - that is a three-year program.  
The long-range forecasting involves two issues.  One is the weather forecasting which is becoming increasingly 
useful in Western Australia.   

As you are probably aware, one of the - particularly the US global model predicted an absence of rainfall in 
Western Australia until the last week of July, which was exactly what happened, back at Christmas time.  It is a 
matter of as we are growing in confidence in that we are making it available almost on a weekly basis through 
the Countryman and the Farm Weekly.  On Thursday we will be launching our new Web site and on that Web 
site will be a significant component of information about long-range weather forecasting and information on 
rainfall and databases. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  As you are aware, there are least two sources I know of. 

Dr ROBERTSON:  We have been using four sources in fact to get a composite picture for the last couple of 
years and one of them tended to be a bit of an outlier but the three of them have had quite a bit of consistency 
and in fact this season has really turned out as largely was predicted by the long-range models.  Then of course 
the local weather bureau with its three-monthly forecast are, thank heavens, proving right for this spring anyway.  
They proved abysmally wrong for the winter before last but they have certainly proved much better this year. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  What about the technical information?  Is that different information or the same things you 
are talking about? 

Dr ROBERTSON:  A critical issue with farmers now is making certain you can get the full range of technical 
information available. 
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Mr TRENORDEN:  That is really what I was trying to talk about five minutes ago. 

Dr ROBERTSON:  Yes.  The Web site that we will be launching really is incredibly rich technically and it has 
been designed, quite unusually, for people in remote areas to get fast access to it.  So all the pretty colours and 
the hieroglyphics and the graphics and all of that are totally absent.  It is basically an information Web site and 
that will include things like salinity prediction and salinity hazard for various areas.  All of that will be on it. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I am next again, am I?  Under purchase outputs on page 225 I want to talk about the priority 
and assurance dividend savings.  I was just curious about, in the briefing this morning, industry consultation 
where there is a constant projection of $999 000 for the next four years.  What does that actually mean? 

Mr LOGAN:  Which page are we talking about? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I am just cheating and saying it is on the purchase of outputs. 

Mr LOGAN:  Sorry?  Which is page? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  On page 225 but actually it refers to the briefing that was given this morning with the 
priority and assurance dividend savings.  There is a list of some seven there and what I want to talk about first of 
all - I would not mind just talking about a couple of those, but industry consultation is to be reduced by 
$999 000. 

Mr LOGAN:  Do you want me to run through those?  Just dealing specifically with industry, the point you are 
making which is significantly refine industry consultation, that strategy involves the following savings from the 
department; that is, (2) dismantle the agency partnership group which is a saving of $120 000; dissolving the six 
regional partnership groups at $150 000, this is in savings; dissolving the eight industry partnership groups at 
$470 000; to reduce operating costs and grants administered by the Land Conservation Council at $110 000; in 
the process of reducing the operating costs of Agricultural Practices Disputes Board by meeting only on a needs 
basis, which would be resolving $60 000; and it is proposed to dissolve the state SRD steering committee and 
other agricultural associated committees, which will result in a saving of $80 000.  Do you want to explain any 
further? 

[10.30 pm] 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Supplementary, Madam Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN:  Leader of the National Party? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Obviously, Parliamentary Secretary, you are the Government and you have every right to do 
those things, but in doing those things you have done, how are you going to form the glue that holds all of those 
diverse activities across agriculture together?  How are you going to get the community consultation process 
now that you have decided to get rid of all of those arrangements, and there was debate about whether they are 
good or bad and I do not want to go into the argument about whether they are good or bad.  Really the question 
is, how is the community consultation going to work? 

Mr LOGAN:  Those elements which I have just referred to would have been the result of clear examination by 
both the minister and the department as to their effectiveness and they would not have been - 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I am not arguing that. 

Mr LOGAN:  They would not have been dissolved lightly, but in terms of continuing the process, Mr Robertson 
would be able to give us further information of how that information will still be translated within the 
agricultural sector. 

Dr ROBERTSON:  The plans are not finalised completely, they are still in the stage of being in consultation with 
producer groups and others, but the primary - at a whole of industry policy level, we have a much closer working 
relationship with the two producer organisations.  At each district office level, everywhere we have a district 
office, there will be a local group which will provide advice probably two or three times a year on our program 
and activities to make certain they tell us about the local area. 

There will be a forum across the State, at least on an annual basis and probably more, with the key industry 
players, such as the grains industry.  Again the consultation processes have gone on with the key players in that 
industry such as the Grain Pool and CBH and so on and the agri business people, and so something like that, for 
example, would probably take place adjacent to the Crop Update programs where the cereal people all meet in 
Perth to exchange technical information.  There would be a parallel forum to make certain we had the right 
settings with regard to the industry opportunities.  Of course in addition to that there will be a lot of informal 
activities that will occur.  It is not quite finalised at this stage but I think most of the industry is confident it will 
be a robust process. 
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The CHAIRMAN:  I will just ask the parliamentary secretary at this point to clarify what, if any, information 
will be provided as supplementary. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  No, I have not - - - 

The CHAIRMAN:  You are okay?  Fine.  Leader of the National Party? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  If I could ask a supplementary question though? 

The CHAIRMAN:  Yes, fine. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Excuse me if I am not excited about that.  You have to pick a WAF and PGA, you have to 
ask the question what percentage of the funds do they represent at the moment, and it is a very low percentage, 
so I cannot get excited about that.  Maybe if we can get the membership up I would get more excited, but of 
course years like this year where the pressure is on, one of the things that goes out of the chequebook is 
membership of WAF and membership of PGA, and we have seen that fairly consistently.  The latter parts are 
more comforting but once a year is a bit of a worry. 

Parliamentary Secretary, I just make the point that all the things that are in here - and much of the things you are 
talking about and many of the things that I would agree with are good matters - you still need the glue to stick it 
together.  You still need the consultation process, the community process, where people are involved.  I think, 
Director, you would admit that in the past where the agency has got too far away from the producer, there has 
been a disastrous outcome.  Madam Chair, I am just trying to make the point that I do not see how that glue is 
going to occur.  I am not trying to protect the old programs but I am concerned about how you are going to stick 
them together. 

Mr LOGAN:  Point noted. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Member for Swan Hills? 

Ms RADISICH:  Thank you, Madam Chair.  Parliamentary Secretary, I refer you to page 241, dot point 6.  I am 
particularly concerned that as a result of the occurrence of mad cow disease in the UK, now a large pool of 
Australians are ineligible from donating blood to the Australian Red Cross Services.  In order to prevent that 
spread of disease, both mad cow and foot and mouth disease and other animal diseases in Australia, I was 
wondering what risk management measures will actually be taken here to prevent that occurrence. 

Mr OMODEI:  It was on the news this morning. 

Mr LOGAN:  Thank you, member for Swan Hills.  There are a number of things that have been put in place for 
preparedness for both foot and mouth disease and also bovine spongiform encephalopathy disease, and I will run 
through them.  First of all is pig swill feeding survey.  That is a survey undertaken by the department on 
monitoring the risks of the feeding patterns for pig farmers and also the swill feeding regulations put the onus on 
waste food generators not to dispose of swill for the purposes of feeding to pigs, as well as on the pig owner not 
to feed swill.  Obviously you are aware of what happened in the UK, particularly with BSE, and the relationship 
between BSE and the swill feed which helped start it and also spread it.  That is obviously a crucial issue.  There 
is a ruminant feed ban audit been undertaken, an audit of identification and tracing system, that is trace forward 
and back capability, due to the established waybill system and stock identification system. 

Ms RADISICH:  Can you repeat that, sorry? 

Mr LOGAN:  An audit of identification and tracing system.  The legislation will be amended or has been 
amended - Mr Robertson, I believe - has been amended to provide for a national livestock identification system.  
Auditing of identification systems will be carried out over the next 12 months.  Basically that is to provide us 
with an information and tracing system to give us the capability to trace forward and back due to the established 
waybill system and stock identification system. 

A review of the emergency response system in light of the UK information.  There is an update of the state plan 
for the state exotic animal diseases emergency management plan and that is in need of revision to reflect changes 
in both department names and other minor amendments.  This is scheduled for revision by the end of 2001.  
There is a proposed update of the emergency response information systems and agency staff are closely involved 
in the development of the national disease information system, an interrelation of the department client property 
event database for emergency response use.  That system should be available in February 2002.  There is a 
strategy for zoning strategies and development of zoning proposal.  Work is continuing to ensure that Western 
Australia is well prepared to submit a case for recognition as a free zone in the event of an exotic disease 
outbreak elsewhere in Australia. 

Bio-security awareness.  In July 2001 the department launched its bio-security awareness program under the 
StockGuard banner and that is one of a number of bio-security measures that are in place under the Guard 
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banner.  A foot and mouth disease exercise and training is to be held before the end of 2001 to test the response 
systems prior to the Coag Australia-wise exercise in 2002.  There is diagnostic capability for foot and mouth 
disease and BSE surveillance and liaison is to be maintained with the Australian Animal Health Laboratory 
regarding the development of foot and mouth disease blood test and BSE prionics tests and transfer of 
technology to state laboratories, and of course there will be legislative support through amendments to the 
Veterinary Preparations and Animal Feeding Stuff regulations, which was highlighted in June 2001, to put in 
place ARMCANZ recommendations on feeding meat material to ruminants. 

Also there is going to be the appointment of a foot and mouth disease coordinator.  A coordinator has been 
appointed to overview the various activities generated by the global FMD and BSE situation and to coordinate 
the WA response to many national bodies that are involved in national planning for these diseases and to ensure 
that we are highly prepared for any outbreak in Western Australia.  As you can see, there has been a significant 
amount that has been done by Agriculture WA through WAQIS and the national bodies to certainly highlight to 
the agricultural sector the concerns of FMD and BSE and also prepare the State for any possible transportation of 
those diseases into this State either from internationally or within Australia.  I hope that answers the question. 

[10.40 pm] 

Ms RADISICH:  It certainly does. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  On page 245 under "Costs of Services", could the parliamentary secretary outline to me 
whether the superannuation contributions are fully funded?  I suspect it is but I just need to ask that.  Is all leave 
entitlement fully funded? 

Mr LOGAN:  Yes. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Can I just move down to the depreciation item on the same page, Madam Chair? 

Mr LOGAN:  Would you like further information on that? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I just want to be sure that it is fully funded. 

Mr MARSH:  There is a series of transactions that occur which would appear to be funded, but it is predicated 
on the principle that there is a cash movement from Treasury to the agency, to the Super Board and to Treasury. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  What does that mean?  Tell me what that means in English. 

Mr MARSH:  It means that there is a series of transactions that occur through the books. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  There is a line item here of $8 million for superannuation contributions. 

Mr MARSH:  Yes. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  So it is being said that that $8 million in round terms is coming from Treasury. 

Mr MARSH:  Yes. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  To yourself. 

Mr MARSH:  Yes. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Back to the Super Board. 

Mr MARSH:  Yes, and from the Super Board to Treasury.  The area of debate currently between the department 
and Treasury is thatit is a reduction in the staff numbers arising from the priority and assurance dividend that 
implies a reduction in the superannuation payments from the department to the Super Board.  The question that 
is in debate is what happens to the amount that has been appropriated. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  And also what happens with the $1.8 million extra on whatever the argument is about 
equalising the pay - 

Dr ROBERTSON:  Wage parity. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Wage parity. 

Mr MARSH:  Yes. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  That has to be in the argument as well. 

Mr MARSH:  That is a factor in the argument.  The issue here is a dollar goes from Treasury. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Yes, and does a full circle. 

Mr MARSH:  It does a full circle. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  And does not end up at the GESB. 
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Mr MARSH:  It does not end up at the GESB.  However, if a dollar comes to us and 90c goes to the GESB and 
that 90c goes to the Treasury, Treasury have a 10c shortfall and the issue that is in current debate is what 
happens to that 10c.  Is it in the department's books or do we then hand it back to Treasury? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  That is an interesting point, Madam Chair.  So is that heading for resolution? 

Mr MARSH:  It will need to be resolved. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Will that be public?  It is an important issue, so will that be public? 

Mr MARSH:  I suspect it will become knowledge when the decision is made as to how it will be handled.  There 
are issues within the appropriation process of the accruals and this is one of them.  It is like the capital user 
charge.  It is set at eight per cent on the valuation of the assets, but we have just had a change in the accounting 
standards so the methodology of evaluating assets has changed as of 1 July.  There is going to be sudden changes 
in the capital user charges that flow from that, so that is just another one of those accounting issues that will be 
flowing through these transactions. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  What about the other issue then of the leave entitlements, sick leave, long service leave, 
annual leave? 

Mr MARSH:  The leave entitlements cover long service leave and annual leave and it is a notional allocation to a 
holding account not drawable in cash at this stage, but it is anticipated, in due course, it will be drawable in cash 
and would be represented by what is currently in the capital account. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Is an internal and external audit run over that? 

Mr MARSH:  There will be an audit.  It is audited. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Yes, but in particular to the outcome of whether it is accurate. 

Mr MARSH:  Yes, all those figures are audited, but the point I am trying to make is that it is not a cash 
transaction at this time.  It is an allocation in anticipation of a cash transaction. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  And therefore Treasury capital. 

Mr MARSH:  Treasury would cover it but they would cover it by substituting the capital allocation into that 
account. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  It is an interesting issue for the State.  Could I just go down the line? 

Mr MARSH:  Could I just expand on the situation, if I may? 

The CHAIRMAN:  Yes, Mr Marsh. 

Mr MARSH:  In most circumstances the leave entitlement liabilities for any Government agency are not funded. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  No, but there has been a direction to move towards that. 

Mr MARSH:  There is certainly a direction there.  For the superannuation liabilities of departments that is not 
funded as well as reserves.  It is funded on an as required basis. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I understand that.  The global issue is not one for the department of agriculture, it is one for 
the Treasury, but it has given me a bit of information. 

Mr MARSH:  Yes.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  Depreciation - it jumps through dramatically from $7.5 million to $11.6 million.  Why is it 
so substantial? 

Mr MARSH:  It is the completion of works in progress.  We have had a whole series of offices being completed. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  So new capital items. 

Mr MARSH:  Yes. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  They are coming on board. 

Mr MARSH:  The depreciation of those items is coming on stream, yes. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I have another question, Madam Chair.  Page 233 under Major Initiatives for 2001-01, third 
dot point down, "Development and evaluation of new varieties".  This morning in the briefing one thing that was 
raised was there was going to be rationalisation of crop variety evaluation and seed bulk-up project.  Can the 
parliamentary secretary tell me or any other members here that have an interest in it just what that means?  
Obviously the development of new varieties is paramount, of high importance, so what does this question that 
was raised this morning about rationalisation mean? 
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Mr LOGAN:  Yes.  Mr Robertson has information on that. 

Dr ROBERTSON:  We will have less in-field trial sites to evaluate new varieties and that has come as a result 
not of us just deciding that would be the case, but there has been a GRDC review of the science involved right 
across the nation and the conclusion to that is that we did not need all the sites we had to make the judgments 
about whether a variety is better than existing varieties or not and so what we are doing is moving to 
international best practice in terms of biometrics and it will have absolutely no impact on the rate at which 
varieties are released or the decision as to whether varieties are appropriate or not. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I was not aware that that occurred so I will bone myself up a bit on that. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Member, just before you continue I will note your wishes.  I have already noted your 
comment, but it would be remiss of me at this time of night not to remind members about remaining divisions.  I 
ask members to take that on board and if there is anything pertinent that someone wants to ask, flag that with 
each other so we can move on, but at this stage I will recognise the Leader of the National Party once again. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  No, I will defer.  I have a lot of other questions but it is very late. 

The CHAIRMAN:  We only have about 11 minutes left. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I agree, so I will defer the rest of my questions. 

The CHAIRMAN:  We will go to the member Warren-Blackwood then and see if we can move on. 

Mr OMODEI:  I was going to carry on from where the Leader of the National Party finished on the development 
and evaluation of new varieties, Parliamentary Secretary, and ask in relation to plant variety rights does the 
department adhere strictly to plant variety rights legislation and protection of the intellectual property from your 
own research or is it farmed out or is some of the evaluation process done on private properties. 

Mr LOGAN:  I will defer to Mr Robertson.  I am not completely clear.  Are you talking about the ownership of 
the intellectual property rights? 

Mr OMODEI:  The ownership of the actual product. 

Dr ROBERTSON:  What has happened over the last several years is a new framework has come in for being 
able to own intellectual property rights.  On behalf of the State we do everything possible to make certain that we 
take ownership of rights that are likely to give a return in the future.  However, we do a lot of our work on 
private properties.  Where a new intellectual property is put onto private property, we now routinely enter into an 
agreement with the owner of that property that protects the material.  If it was given to another person to use, you 
are giving away the rights that you have. 

[10.50 pm] 

Mr OMODEI:  I think you answered that in the last question, if I may, Madam Chair, in relation to the actual 
ownership.  If it is done on private property, there is a chance that that intellectual property or the right to that 
variety will be pilfered by somebody.  I wondered about the security issue from the State's point of view. 

Dr ROBERTSON:  To continue on it is a big issue because farmers are very keen to look at new varieties as 
soon as they can, well before their release.  That is at one end of the scale.  At the other end of the scale, you 
have to make certain that no-one picks the head off something that is promising as they walk past.  It is a 
difficult line to walk. 
 


