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MARKETING OF EGGS AMENDMENT BILL 2004 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries) [5.07 pm]:  I seek leave 
to move directly to the third reading.  

Leave denied. 

Committee 

The Chairman of Committees (Hon George Cash) in the Chair; Hon Kim Chance (Minister for Agriculture, 
Forestry and Fisheries) in charge of the Bill. 

Clause 1:  Short title -  
Hon DEE MARGETTS:  I do not wish to delay the House unduly.  Ministers usually give us some warning if 
they want to go directly into the third reading stage, and I was unaware that that would happen in this instance.  
During the second reading debate I thought I would seek clarification on some matters of biosecurity during 
debate in committee on the short title.  They are important measures that seek to prevent avian bird flu and 
Newcastle disease.  Migratory birds can potentially bring in diseases that can devastate native bird populations.  
This issue relates to not only producers but also the wider community.  Is a statutory marketing authority in place 
that will be changed by this legislation?  Presumably that marketing authority will be able to impose checks and 
balances for a number of reasons, including marketing and biosecurity.  What extra risks could be involved 
should some new cowboy operators come into the deregulated market who might find a cheaper way of 
accessing their stock or who might not be as careful as they should be with biosecurity measures?  Will extra 
staff be available to carry out checks?  How regularly will some of those smaller, newer, perhaps less vigilant, 
potential operators trying to break into the industry be checked?  Will a budget be allocated to the authority or 
will the existing checking mechanisms be sufficient?  Is there potential under a deregulated environment to 
provide extra checking especially for the important issues of biosecurity?  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I thank Hon Dee Margetts for her question.  There will be no requirement for additional 
staff.  The biosecurity functions carried out by the poultry industry are not functions under the marketing 
legislation except, coincidentally, the marketing legislation provides us with the capacity to identify the location 
and the number of birds at each location.  It is that component of the legislation that we will maintain through the 
process I described in my response to the second reading debate.  The primary legislation for biosecurity 
purposes in this and any other animal industry is the Agriculture and Related Resources Protection Act and the 
Stock Diseases (Regulations) Act.  

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  I thank the minister for his answer.  I understand that those issues are covered by other 
legislation.  I was concerned particularly about the actual deregulation of that marketing entity, to which, 
presumably, public interest issues are in effect attached.  I would hate the need to arise for the legislation to be 
brought back into this Chamber for the minister to amend because of problems arising from the actions of 
deregulated operators.  Although legislation contains some relevant provisions, perhaps some extra checks and 
balances should be in place to ensure they are not doing something that will not be found out until some time 
later.  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Those are wise words of warning.  We have contemplated, as far as we possibly can, what 
increased degree of threat might exist as a result of the changes in biosecurity and animal welfare, which are not 
intended consequences but side benefits of the current marketing legislation.  We need to find some way to 
produce a desirable outcome under the new structure.  However, at the same time the member is asking , in her 
second question whether there are areas in which changes that we have not yet contemplated may become 
apparent as a result of the deregulation; and, if there are or may be changes, what process the Government has in 
place to address them.  I feel confident that if they are biosecurity matters, and that is most likely because the 
animal welfare legislation is very comprehensive and is usually able to pick up all these matters, and issues that 
spring from the fact of deregulation that cause concern in those areas, we have the legislative capacity through 
two very broad Acts - the Agriculture and Related Resources Protection Act and the Stock Diseases 
(Regulations) Act - to comfortably accommodate any issues that may arise.  However, I can assure the member 
that the industry will be keeping a very close watching brief on it.   

Although not strictly relevant to the debate on the Bill, I will comment on the threat that might be posed by 
migrating birds to indigenous species of birds in Australia.  Although it is true that migrating birds pose a threat 
to a wide range of animals other than domestic poultry, these migratory patterns are millennia old, and nature has 
adapted to that.  The whole infection chain is one that we need to watch very carefully.   
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Hon Dee Margetts:  I am not talking necessarily about native migratory birds in that sense.  I am saying that if 
there was infection within a sector, the potential for birds to be infected -   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  There is also a very high level - some argue far too rigorous - of observation and 
quarantine applied to the birds entering Western Australia from interstate.  A number of people have been quite 
upset when, for example, at the Kununurra checkpoint they are required to account for the presence of a bird in 
their car when they are simply tourists travelling from the Northern Territory to the Kimberley.  We take that 
matter very seriously.  One of the reasons is that animal diseases are so easily transmitted by simple and innocent 
means such as shifting one bird around the place. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 2 to 10 put and passed. 

Title put and passed. 
Report 

Bill reported, without amendment, and the report adopted. 

Third Reading 

Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon Kim Chance (Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries), and 
passed. 
 


