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ECONOMICS AND INDUSTRY STANDING COMMITTEE 
First Report - Progress Report on the Inquiry into the Production and Marketing of Foodstuffs 

MS J.A. RADISICH (Swan Hills) [10.03 am]:  I present for tabling the first report of the Economics and 
Industry Standing Committee entitled “Progress Report on the Inquiry into the Production and Marketing of 
Foodstuffs”.  
[See paper 554.] 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  The Economics and Industry Standing Committee met last night and resolved in the 
following terms, as outlined in the report - 

 Further to this consideration, the following resolution was agreed by the Committee at a meeting on 
Wednesday, 22 June 2005 in relation to term of reference (c) above - 

That was part of the terms of reference for the original inquiry put before the committee.  The report further 
reads -   

 “(1) That legal expertise be engaged to provide legal advice to the Committee on - 

  (a) the implications of Country of Origin Labelling (COOL) on all fresh produce 
available for sale in WA, including consideration of such factors as International 
Trade, Trade Practices, Agriculture, Health, Fair Trading, and any other matter that 
may affect the implementation of COOL of fresh produce in WA; 

  (b) whether COOL falls within the Federal, State or Local Government jurisdiction, or a 
combination of the above; 

  (c) the current status of legislation in WA in relation to labelling requirements for fresh 
produce on sale in this State, whether they be locally grown, from interstate or from 
overseas; 

  (d) whether existing WA legislation can be used to implement COOL on the sale of fresh 
produce; and 

  (e) what changes are required to enable implementation of COOL, if it cannot currently 
be enforced through existing legislation and/or regulations. 

 (2) That impediments to COOL, particularly as it relates to labelling and signage by local 
wholesalers and retailers, will be considered within the context of the overall inquiry. 

 (3) That the Committee will report to the Parliament as soon as practicable, on the basis of the 
legal advice that it receives.    ” 

The Economics and Industry Standing Committee passed the resolution last night because the country of origin 
labelling issue has generated a significant level of interest from the public in areas of public policy.  The 
discussion in the general community falls within the committee’s purview of its current inquiry.  The committee 
needs to ensure that it participates in the public debate in a constructive manner.  Many members of Parliament 
and members of the public have raised with me as the committee chairperson their interest in this issue and the 
interests of many constituents throughout all parts of Western Australia.  Again, many people have also asked 
committee members where our report is at.  Although the final report of the inquiry referred to the committee is 
not due to be presented to Parliament until March next year, the committee has the potential to bring the deadline 
forward, depending on the complexity of the work and its ability to produce a report at an earlier time. 
Last night’s resolution specifically relates to the third term of reference of the general inquiry that relates to 
labelling of food.  As a result of the high level of public interest in this matter, the committee decided it needed 
to take additional steps to produce facts to use in committee deliberations and to present to Parliament and the 
public arena to educate the public debate on the matter.  The committee expects submissions from a range of 
stakeholders, including retailers and producers, on the other terms of reference to provide background 
information and to outline the intentions and desires of stakeholders regarding where they would like the state 
Parliament to take the issue.  However, the committee is not expecting submissions on the technical issue of the 
country of origin labelling inquiry.  On the face of it, no particular producer or retailer group would be inclined 
to make, or benefit their enterprise by making, a submission to our committee on that matter.  Therefore, the 
committee seeks expert legal advice to help the committee’s deliberations and to assist this public debate.  As 
chairperson, I am particularly concerned that a fairly simplistic analysis of the complex country of origin 
labelling issue is being perpetuated in general public debate.  Some reports have indicated that a simple 
amendment to the Western Australian Health Act 1911 is all that is necessary to ensure that any fresh produce on 
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sale in Western Australia would compulsorily be labelled to identify its state of origin.  The Health Act contains 
labelling requirements, primarily through division 3 of part VIII.  In fact, country of origin labelling 
requirements are specifically mentioned.  Although speculation has been engaged in that amendment to the act 
will solve the problem, I fear that that is not correct.  Again, that is why the committee seeks expert legal advice 
from one or more senior practitioners to get to the bottom of this complex matter. 

A few salient points must be remembered in this debate.  First, the Australian Constitution guarantees freedom of 
trade in Australia between all states of Australia, and the state Parliament of Western Australia clearly cannot 
override the Australian Constitution.  Therefore, trade law and constitutional law must be considered in the 
context of the country of origin labelling debate.  Second, the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade, an 
agency of the Australian Government, has entered into a range of trade agreements on behalf of the nation of 
Australia, including fresh produce agreements.  Several agreements will require investigation by the legal 
consultants engaged by the committee.  Also, World Trade Organisation consistency must be considered in 
investigating the national treatment of food products.  It may be found that, under Australia’s international 
obligations, Australian imports need to be treated in the same way by all states.  If Western Australia goes down 
a certain path with country of origin labelling, issues of inconsistency may arise concerning the way other states 
of Australia behave.  The international agreement on rules of origin also must be upheld.  Again, that matter 
involves the Australian Government.  An agreement on technical barriers of trade is in place, and labelling is a 
technical barrier to trade.  This is another national and international consideration in this important issue we face 
in Western Australia.   

I have outlined some of the reasons behind last night’s committee resolution.  There is broad consensus within 
the committee to encourage the Western Australian government to support country of origin labelling.  Indeed, 
most members of this chamber - if not all of them - support country of origin labelling on fresh produce in 
Western Australia.   

Mr A.D. McRae interjected.   

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  We had discussions with the committee’s staff about communicating with appropriate 
academic lawyers or senior counsels, preferably from Western Australia.  However, if those experts come from 
other states, we will contact them as soon as possible.  Clearly, the terms of our resolution must be shared with 
the lawyers with whom we hope to engage and, as I said, there may be one or more of those.  The areas that we 
will be considering, such as competition policy, international trade and health implications, are diverse.  It is 
likely that we may require more than one specialist to cover all these complex areas of the law.   
Mr A.D. McRae:  The reason I ask is that the member may recall when we debated the establishment of the 
terms of reference of the committee, there was some discussion about the committee having the capacity to 
report back on specific matters - country of origin labelling was one of them - before the March 2006 deadline.   
Ms J.A. RADISICH:  That is right, and that is precisely what our resolution allows.  We have responded to the 
high level of public debate on this issue.  We believe that the committee must take a leadership role because this 
important matter was referred to it by the Legislative Assembly.  We want to enlighten public debate so that 
public expectations for a simplistic analysis are not raised.  As I said, the committee resolution provides for the 
obtaining of legal advice as soon as possible and, following that, for the committee to report to Parliament as 
soon as possible.  Clearly, there is broad consensus among all parties to progress this matter.  We must 
remember that the Australian Constitution provides that if there are any inconsistencies between state and 
commonwealth laws, commonwealth laws prevail.  We must keep that in mind.  Rather than act in haste, the 
committee wants to obtain expert and factual advice so that we can progress this matter in a responsible fashion.  
I note that the resolution also refers to the potential onus on producers and other retailers.  We realise that in 
progressing the legal research -  
Mr M.J. Birney:  I have not followed this debate closely.  Who is proposed to provide the labels?  Is it the small 
business owner, the importer or someone from the country of origin?   
Ms J.A. RADISICH:  The general debate in the community suggests that when consumers go to their local 
fresh produce market or supermarket to buy apples, where it reads $1.29 a kilo most consumers want displayed - 
at least the ones who have raised this issue with me - whether those apples are from, for example, Donnybrook 
or whether they have come from overseas.  I think apples are grown in Donnybrook.  Mostly we are talking 
about point of sale labelling for fresh produce.  However, given the general terms of the inquiry, naturally we 
will accept submissions from any and all producers, retailers, consumers and any other interested people about 
variations on that theme.   
Mr M.J. Birney:  Just to clarify the situation, you are really talking about the small business owner putting a 
country of origin label on the product - is that right?   
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Ms J.A. RADISICH:  That is the reason for part 2 of the committee’s resolution.  Obviously there may be a 
disparity between what consumers want and the onus that is placed on retailers.  We are acutely aware of that.  
Clearly, we do not want to necessarily put extra cost burdens on small, medium or big business.  

Mr M.J. Birney:  How do you get around that? 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  That matter will unfold during the inquiry.   

Submissions will close on 5 August.  Committee members, and I expect other members of Parliament, will 
encourage consumers and producers from their local areas to make submissions.  I am looking forward to 
considering some of the creative suggestions that may come forward about meeting competing needs.   

Mr M.J. Birney:  Are you talking only about food?   

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  Yes.   

Mr M.J. Birney:  Would it not be fair to say that some small business owners - for example, an owner of a 
Dewsons store - would not know the origin of many of the products in his store?  How will he determine the 
origin of his products?   

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  The entire supply chain will be investigated in this inquiry.  The point raised by the 
Leader of the Opposition is valid.   

Many of my committee colleagues want to comment on last night’s resolution and the interim report that has 
been presented today.  Although country of origin labelling is an important public issue, the committee will 
consider other aspects that are complicated and that will take some time.  They include the market dominance of 
major retail chains, the health and safety of imported foodstuffs and the role and mechanisms available to the 
Australian Competition and Consumer Commission.  Our inquiry into the production and marketing of 
foodstuffs is extremely broad.  However, because of the high level of public interest in the particular matter of 
country of origin labelling, we have taken steps to seek immediate and high-level expert advice so that we can 
assist public debate in the best way possible.   

MR D.T. REDMAN (Stirling) [10.17 am]:  I support the urgency that the government has placed on this 
inquiry and argue that the National Party pushed this issue.  I note that there was an article in this morning’s The 
West Australian in which the Premier made a statement about bringing forward discussions about country of 
origin labelling.  I will highlight some facts even though I may go over some points that have already been made.  
However, those points must be reiterated.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson):  Order, members!  If members want to have meetings, they must 
hold them outside the chamber so that I can hear what the member for Stirling is saying.  That includes the 
member for Vasse.   

Mr D.T. REDMAN:  The first of the facts is that clearly there are some supermarkets that meet country of 
origin labelling requirements and there are some that do not.  Clearly, some people are not putting country of 
origin labelling on products; that is a simple fact.  The Western Australian community has expressed its strong 
view in The West Australian, which has taken up the issue.  I have not seen the final figures, but I believe that 
upwards of 20 000 people have followed The West Australian’s campaign.  On top of that, some supermarkets 
are taking advantage of the fact that country of origin labelling is being profiled in the community.  They are 
taking up that issue by ensuring that their displays indicate that all their produce is from Western Australia.  By 
doing that, they are taking advantage of the concern in the community about imported produce.   

As the member for Swan Hills mentioned, it is a fundamental right of consumers to know what they will be 
consuming when they take something from a supermarket shelf.  That is a fundamental right and something that 
must not be overlooked.  If we sell ourselves short on that point, we will be doing ourselves and the members of 
our community an injustice.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Do you think that Dewsons stores will accept reciprocal obligation?  In other words, will they 
pay for country of origin labelling in Chinese or Japanese when they export to those countries?   

Mr D.T. REDMAN:  I acknowledge, as did the member for Swan Hills, that this is a complex issue.  Where the 
onus lies is the issue of debate.  If responsibilities fall on the state government, it must act on those.  Obviously 
in some cases responsibility will fall with the producers.  I accept that.  Clearly, many imports are not subject to 
the same level of scrutiny as is Western Australian produce.   

Mr M.J. Birney:  I believe that the National Party will give support on this. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN:  Yes; it is looking at that.   



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 23 June 2005] 

 p3328b-3336a 
Ms Jaye Radisich; Mr Terry Redman; Mr Troy Buswell; Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Tony McRae; Acting Speaker; Mr 

Grant Woodhams; Mr David Templeman; Mr Max Trenorden 

 [4] 

Mr M.J. Birney:  Who is responsible for physically putting on the label?  Is it small business, the manufacturer 
in China or the importer?   

Mr D.T. REDMAN:  The Nationals have not made a decision on the final bill.  We are having discussions now 
with various people about it, so I will not indicate our position until a resolution has been determined.  It is a 
complex matter.  No doubt those questions will arise.  However, people have a fundamental right to know where 
the goods they purchase come from.  Whose responsibility it is to ensure that must be determined. 

Mr M.J. Birney:  Do you understand that if the local Dewsons store, for example, is required to put a label on 
products, it will have to employ an army to do it every time new stock arrives or every time it changes supplier?  

Mr D.T. REDMAN:  Responsibilities will apply down the line, and the precise point of that responsibility must 
be determined.  I acknowledge the complexity of the matter and the ramifications that flow from that.  
As I was saying, the level of scrutiny of imported products is nowhere near the level of scrutiny of products 
produced in Western Australia; therefore, local producers are not on a level playing field with importers.  That 
concern has been raised with me by a number of producers from my electorate in particular.  Many 
horticulturalists on the south coast take a lot of pride in the quality assurance they apply to their product, and 
they mark their product accordingly.  It is a concern if imported products do not face the same quality assurance.  
If it becomes mandatory for supermarkets or other places where produce is sold to adopt country of origin 
labelling, that is a form of scrutiny.  It will give consumers choice and local producers will be able to market in 
accordance with that opportunity.   

Ms J.A. Radisich:  It is probably also worth pointing out that many suppliers have already taken voluntary steps 
to get in touch with the Department of Industry and Resources to become part of the Buy Local campaign.  They 
realise that, although additional effort is required on their part, it will result in reward for their business.   

Mr D.T. REDMAN:  That is true; they see an opportunity there, and supermarkets are seeing the same 
opportunity.   
As I mentioned earlier in response to interjections, I acknowledge that compulsory food labelling is a complex 
matter and that exactly where the responsibility lies must be resolved.  It could lie within a number of areas.  The 
amendment to the Economics and Industry Standing Committee terms of reference to enable it to engage legal 
expertise will assist the committee in determining exactly what the situation is.   
I emphasise that the community clearly has a sense of urgency about this, so the government should attach a 
sense of urgency to it.  Once the relevant facts have been determined, some responsibility might lie with the state 
government to implement country of origin labelling on products.  I would like to see the state government move 
very quickly to implement the changes.  If we have responsibilities we should meet them and ensure that 
processes are in place to ensure that people know the exact place of origin of the products they buy from the 
supermarkets.   
Another point that could arise from the committee hearings is that some of the existing laws might not be what 
consumers want.  We must acknowledge any changes that consumers suggest during the committee process.  
Consumers might want some changes to be enacted that are not in the existing legislation.  The matter is urgent; 
it is a big issue.  The community is clearly very concerned.  If as a Parliament the responsibility for these 
changes lies with us, we must meet that obligation. 

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse) [10.23 am]:  I rise as a member of the Economics and Industry Standing 
Committee to support one aspect of the report tabled by the committee chairperson; namely, the aspect that 
outlines the amended terms of reference and other resolutions of the committee.  Although I support the 
committee’s actions, I want it noted on the record that the government’s actions on the issue surrounding country 
of origin labelling must be both questioned and criticised.  It is neither effective nor good governance for the 
government to hide from its obligations in this matter by referring it to this committee.  If this matter had not 
been raised in Parliament a few weeks ago by our friends in opposition, the Nationals, we would not be 
discussing this issue today.  
The issue of country of origin labelling is not new.  It has been talked about in Western Australia for a long time, 
especially among small agriculture producers.  I find the government’s decision to refer the matter to a standing 
committee to be an odd decision.  The committee held a meeting last night at which it unanimously endorsed this 
report, and rightly so.  However, I was led to believe that the chairman of the committee was contacted by the 
Premier.  
Ms J.A. Radisich:  There is incorrect reportage in the newspaper on that matter and no telephone conversation 
took place. 
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Mr T.R. BUSWELL:  I thank the member.  One can still make the assumption that the Premier contacted the 
member for Swan Hills and that the conversation went along the lines, “Crickey, this is a hot topic!”  He would 
have said, “This is a hot topic and by crickey we’d better get on with it because pressure is being brought to 
bear.”  The funny thing is, this Labor government cannot blame the federal government for not implementing 
country of origin labelling.  It is unusual for this government not to blame the federal government for everything.  
I am surprised members opposite are not waving around a placard bearing a photograph of Warren Truss and 
claiming that the absence of country of origin labelling is his fault.   
This issue should have been dealt with previously.  It is becoming increasingly apparent that the state 
government has the power to deal with this issue under the Health Act or various other acts administered by the 
Minister for Local Government.  The role of government is to make decisions and address principal issues.  
What did the government do when the issue got hot?  It cranked up the Economics and Industry Standing 
Committee.   
Ms J.A. Radisich:  The Parliament referred it to the committee.  
Mr T.R. BUSWELL:  Let us be clear on this.  The Parliament referred five matters to the committee.  The issue 
of the labelling of foodstuffs and their origin is one of those matters and is marked as paragraph (c).  Members 
opposite are correct: Parliament did refer five matters to the committee.  Rather than waiting for this committee 
to work through its processes, the government can deal with this issue today in many ways.  We should not 
forget that this committee is not required to report back until March next year.  However, I am sure that, given it 
is very efficient and under very good chairmanship, it will do so earlier.  The member for Stirling is right: it is a 
complex issue.  As the Leader of the Opposition indicated by interjection, any legislation introduced must be 
thought through thoroughly because it will have implications for all those involved in the supply chain, 
especially retailers and small businesses.   

Mr A.D. McRae:  Has the opposition formed an opinion about where the obligation for labelling should be - 
whether it should be on retailers, suppliers, wholesalers or distributors?   

Mr T.R. BUSWELL:  An issue has been identified.  The government is supposed to be “governing in the best 
interests of the people of WA”, according to the Premier.  

Mr A.D. McRae:  You are a member of the community. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL:  I am not interested in that because I agree with the committee’s objectives, but I disagree 
with the way the government is using the committee to hide from its responsibilities and its capacity to address 
the issue today.  That is the point I wish to be placed on the public record.  The federal government has indicated 
to the state government that it is a state government responsibility and, therefore, the federal government cannot 
be blamed for not doing anything.  As a result, the Labor government cannot wave around a placard bearing a 
photograph of Warren Truss.  Members opposite should get off their backsides and do something about this 
issue.  The Minister for Health is running around in search of the Health Act and the Minister for Local 
Government is trying to contact local governments to find out what they know about it.  They know nothing.  
Those ministers need to get on with the job they are paid to do and provide a legislative agenda to solve this 
matter.  They can do that without the involvement of the Economics and Industry Standing Committee.  The 
process would be much quicker if they brought a proposal to Parliament so that we could consider it. 

MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [10.29 am]:  It is important 
that we consider the origin of the referral of this issue by the Parliament to the Economics and Industry Standing 
Committee.  Members will recall that I gave notice of a motion seeking to establish a joint parliamentary 
committee to investigate these very important issues.  The reason for that was multifaceted in that for quite some 
time there has been concern about the market dominance of the major stores in Australia and their expansion in 
Western Australia to give them roughly 80 per cent of the market.  The feedback from consumers, small retailers 
and manufacturers indicates that products are now being sourced by the major food chains from places other than 
the local market.  That was the real issue.  The issue gained some momentum in the press about those food 
chains sourcing their product from elsewhere to the detriment of production in Western Australia.  The 
committee had five terms of reference; that is, to consider the market dominance of major food chains, the health 
and safety of imported foodstuffs, the labelling of foodstuffs and their origin, any other issue relevant to the 
production of fruit and vegetables and the protection of food standards, and the role and mechanisms of the 
Australian Competition and Consumer Commission and the effect of the Trade Practices Act.  A specific term of 
reference was to consider the origin and labelling of foodstuffs, rather than the country of origin.  Currently, one 
of the major food chains is advertising product from Queensland as Western Australian product.  That matter has 
been referred to the ACCC.   

Mr A.D. McRae:  That is just straight-out false advertising, isn’t it?   
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Mr P.D. OMODEI:  That is why the matter has been referred to the ACCC.  In the meantime, we have had 
meetings with the Minister for Agriculture, the Western Australian Farmers Federation, small retailers and other 
opposition parties about a submission to the ACCC to block the takeover of the 16 Action supermarkets.  That is 
the origin of the issue.  It has gained significant momentum, so much so that 20 000 petitioners have signed the 
petition in The West Australian to express their concerns about the origin and safety of foodstuffs, not just their 
country of origin.   

The chairperson of the standing committee has called an urgent meeting.  As one of the co-opted members, I did 
not attend last night’s meeting but I attended this morning’s meeting.  I am given to understand that the 
chairperson was contacted either directly or indirectly by the Premier and advised to seek legal opinion on the 
issue of country of origin labelling.  The committee’s resolution refers only to the country of origin.  In fact, a lot 
of the pressure on Western Australian producers comes from other states.  Members of the community want to 
know the origins of the products they are buying.  A very convenient meeting was called to address the legal 
aspects of country of origin labelling.  The state government could have done that last week or the week before; 
in fact, it could do it today.  The Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection could issue an edict today 
to his department to seek that legal opinion.  It could be done far more expeditiously that way, given that 
Parliament will rise very soon and there is a possibility of a long break and no meetings -  

Mr A.D. McRae:  What do you mean “possibility”?   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  There is a possibility that no meetings will be held during the break.   

I see this as a cop-out by the government.  It is too convenient to have the committee deal with this issue.  There 
is no doubt that these issues are important; they are complex.  However, why has the government handballed the 
issue to the committee?  It has done that because the Premier of Western Australia is concerned about a bad 
news story coming from his side of the house.  If the matter is referred to the committee, then no matter what 
happens, he can blame the committee, which is a multiparty committee.  That is what this is about.  The fact of 
the matter is that the government of Western Australia can seek a legal opinion today if it wishes.  It does not 
have to refer the matter to a standing committee of the Parliament.  It can be done today and it should be done 
today.  The community is clamouring for food labelling.  The Premier and the government of Western Australia 
are reacting to the reporting of the issue in The West Australian.  It is a matter of concern.  The issue of labelling 
food with its source has been latent for many years.  The importation of food from overseas by major food chains 
has brought about this issue.  It has now come to a head.  There is no necessity for the government to advise the 
standing committee to seek legal opinion.  As the government of the day, it can do it through the Minister for 
Consumer and Employment Protection, the Minister for Agriculture, the Minister for State Development and a 
number of other means.  It should do it anyway.   
I do not want to reflect too adversely on the willing members of the standing committees and the good 
bureaucrats who serve them, but I refer directly to the committee inquiry into the sustainability of the dairy 
industry and the report.  It was a very good report, with 22 recommendations and 56 findings.  The government 
has acted on about two or three recommendations in that report.  

Mr E.S. Ripper:  The government is not required to agree with every recommendation.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The government has referred this issue to the standing committee.  Will it agree with its 
recommendations on the issue?  

Mr E.S. Ripper:  We will see what the recommendations are.  

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The Deputy Premier has just proved the point.  The Western Australian government has 
referred this issue to the committee to obfuscate, delay and frustrate, when the government can seek legal 
opinion and act on that legal opinion as a matter of course. 
Several members interjected.  

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members!   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I think that these issues should be investigated by the standing committee.  The 
government should do it as a matter of course in governing this state.  The dairy industry is on its knees at the 
moment.  This government has not acted on the recommendations of that report.  We have another committee 
report on a very important investigation.  It has been up to the Liberal Party and the National Party to force the 
Labor Party into conducting these investigations, when it should have been done by the government as a matter 
of course.  Does the state government in Western Australia not know that the dairy industry is on its knees?  
Does the state government not know that there is an issue with the health and safety of foodstuffs imported into 
Australia?  Does the government of Western Australia not know that that is an issue today?  Do we have to drag 
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Labor Party members into these committees to investigate these issues?  It shows the incompetence of the Labor 
government in Western Australia that the government has to refer this issue -  

Point of Order 

Mr A.D. McRAE:  I believe that the member is going very close to impugning the reputation of the Chairperson 
of the Economics and Industry Standing Committee.  The reason I say that is that item 7 of private members’ 
business, notices of motion, on the notice paper is a motion of the member for Warren-Blackwood to refer this 
very matter to a select committee.  Now he is suggesting that the chairperson and other members are not doing 
the job that this chamber has appointed them to do.  He is going very close to impugning the reputation of those 
members and he should be very careful.   
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson):  There is no point of order. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The reason this matter has been referred to a standing committee of the Parliament is that 
the government has not acted on those issues.  That is why the matter was brought before the Parliament.  These 
are very important issues.  The state government has ignored them, as it ignored the issues of the dairy industry.  
It had to be dragged kicking and screaming into allowing one of the standing committees of this Parliament to 
hold an inquiry; yet, the government of the day can act on these issues immediately, which is what should 
happen. 

MR G.A. WOODHAMS (Greenough) [10.40 am]:  We are what we eat.  Some of us might be a little more 
than what we eat; some of us might be a little less than what we eat.  Therefore, the labelling and sources of food 
are critical issues for all of us.  For some of us this is an emotional issue.  I assume that it will continue to be an 
emotional issue as long as members fight each other over whether the politics of this house should determine the 
outcome of this standing committee’s inquiry.  The house obviously has instructed the standing committee, and 
the committee must continue to inquire as instructed.  However, I believe that government departments and 
agencies - for example, the Department of Health - should be able to give committee members fairly direct 
advice on whether the proposition before us is one that we need to continue to inquire into.   

It has been suggested by other members that the government should know its responsibilities and should be able 
to direct the labelling and importation of food.  If the house is to direct the committee to take on board the issues 
raised in the house, the committee should focus its attention and dig deeply into those issues and not come back 
to the house with a broad-ranging set of issues or thoughts on what might possibly happen.  I think the 
vernacular used by so many in this house these days is to drill down into the issue to find where the real nub of 
the argument lies.  Mr Acting Speaker (Mr P.B. Watson), you, I and any member of this house can go into 
various supermarkets in Western Australia and take from fresh produce areas - I use the word “fresh” advisedly 
because it can describe many things - a range of products upon which there is no description whatsoever of their 
origin, how long they have been there and where they might have been.  I heard the member for Perth earlier 
today suggest something about artichokes that might perhaps have been grown next to a nuclear reactor in 
California.  Perhaps we might be advised of the origin of produce on the shelves of supermarkets in Western 
Australia.  Long live the day when Western Australia has a variety of supermarkets and not just the very few that 
seem to be rising to the top of the “nuclear pile”, forming the nuclear family of supermarkets that we seem to be 
inheriting under the current commercial pressures that they are placing upon us as consumers.  I suggest that part 
of the responsibility of the standing committee is to look at the role of some of the supermarket chains and their 
enhanced procurement of some of these products from overseas or sources that we might want to question.   

We should focus the debate and the inquiry on a particular segment of legislation for which we can be 
responsible.  I am advised by my colleagues that we should be able to obtain that information from various 
government departments.  Perhaps we do not need to go through the process of a committee of inquiry.  
Therefore, I echo some of the sentiments and thoughts of the member for Warren-Blackwood.  I will not single 
out government members or identify government departments, but I believe that the government knows it has 
responsibilities in this respect.  I call upon the government to look at its various agencies and departments and 
say to the Department of Health, for example, that it can give some pretty firm direction on this matter.  The 
members and coopted members of the committee might then not have to spend a great deal of time finding out 
information that is already available in the books of this government.  If World Trade Organisation regulations 
or federal acts impact upon this, we need to know them.  That is the reason that the debate is before us at the 
moment.  We are giving the government the benefit of the doubt, because we are concerned that the state might 
not have a right to interfere.  However, bear in mind what I have said; I believe government agencies can provide 
this information. 
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I am a little curious why the government does not see this as a matter of urgency.  I believe it is a matter of 
urgency.  The member for Stirling introduced the motion into the house several days ago.  I referred to him as 
the minister for Stirling last night.  I think perhaps that that particular evangelical term might not sit well with 
him, so I will refer to him as the member for Stirling!  If he does not want the praise, I will not heap it on him.   

This is an urgent issue.  If the people of Western Australia were polled, they would agree.  We as a state 
Parliament have a responsibility to follow this through.  The government, with its responsibilities, might be a 
little more forthcoming with information and not hide behind a standing committee that will not be able to 
provide information until March of next year.  I do not think that is a fair deal for the people of Western 
Australia.  The government can probably quite rightly say that it has a mandate.  If it has that mandate, it should 
honour it by being up front and making any information available.  If various departments have information that 
shows us that the committee does not have to wait until March next year to come down with a finding, the 
government should be up front with it now, rather than play politics and mess around. 

Mr F.M. Logan:  That is your job. 

Mr G.A. WOODHAMS:  It is not the committee’s job to play politics, because it should not be a political issue.  
It should be an issue that is important to every Western Australian.  This government should provide any 
information that is available.  I believe that the members of the committee have shown their determination in all 
its meetings to seek a fair and just answer.  I believe that the government does have the information and could 
circumvent the process of the inquiry by providing the information, which would enable the committee to reach 
a conclusion sooner.  The committee is being prevented from that.  Having said that, I suggest that at the 
appropriate time today we all sit down in the members’ dining room and eat food from known sources.  

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah) [10.49 am]:  We are discussing the interim report of the Economics and 
Industry Standing Committee.  It was interesting to listen to the comments of members opposite, particularly 
those of the members for Vasse and Warren-Blackwood.  Those members referred to the dairy industry and 
accused the government of not responding to or doing anything about the issues that have arisen.  However, the 
member for Warren-Blackwood failed to note his involvement, as a member of the former coalition government, 
in the issues and processes that led to dairy regulation in Western Australia.  He did not say what he did or did 
not do as a minister at that time.   
My fellow committee members have forgotten that the processes of this committee are clear.  The house, not the 
government, followed parliamentary procedures to refer an inquiry, with specific terms of reference, to a 
standing committee of this place.  We all know that a motion was moved by the member for Warren-Blackwood. 

Ms J.A. Radisich:  And the member for Stirling.   

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN:  Yes, and by the member for Stirling.  The house debated that motion and resolved, in 
a bipartisan manner, to refer the matter to the Economics and Industry Standing Committee.  The committee was 
directed by the house to allow the coopting to it for this inquiry of the members for Stirling and Warren-
Blackwood, to ensure that the members who had spoken strongly during the original debate would have input to 
the inquiry.  The committee met almost immediately to discuss the terms of reference.   
The member for Vasse went close to contravening the standing orders on standing committees when he spoke 
earlier today.  He needs to clearly understand that certain procedures operate in this place for committee 
members.  He might need to read the standing orders and to consider the responsibilities, privileges and 
procedures associated with being a member of a committee.  He might also examine the conventions and 
procedures that have operated for some time in this place for committees and their deliberations.  One thing that 
a committee member should not do, which I believe the member for Vasse did do in his poor attempt at humour, 
is to impugn the chairperson and members of a committee.  The member tries to be a smart alec in this place.  
Every time he makes his smart-alec attacks, he looks around for the support of his backbench colleagues and of 
some of his colleagues on the front bench.  He has a lot to learn.  I may have been here for only four and a bit 
years, but one thing I have learnt is that members must be very careful when they attack people and, in a smart-
alec way, try to denigrate them, as the member for Vasse did this morning.  The member for Vasse must consider 
his responsibilities as a member of a standing committee.  He can be a jovial fellow in committee meetings.  Our 
committee members have a good time and have good relationships.  However, the member for Vasse crossed the 
line this morning when he came into the chamber and decided that he would have a bet each way.  He is a jovial 
fellow in the committee meetings.  He said that he would look after the chairman, but he came into the chamber 
this morning and attacked her.  That is appalling.  He needs to have a good look at himself, because he is not 
meeting his responsibilities as a member of the committee.  We will get him a mirror.   
The committee was given terms of reference for this inquiry.  The committee met last evening to ensure -  

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Give some reasons the government cannot get the legal opinion.   
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson):  Order, Deputy Leader of the Opposition! 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN:  The member for Warren-Blackwood crawls in and out of here as well. 

Mr P.D. Omodei interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  This is the last warning I will give the Deputy Leader of the Opposition.   

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN:  Who was responsible for the deregulation of the dairy industry?  It was the member 
for Warren-Blackwood.  He demonstrated great hypocrisy when he attacked the government on this issue.  If the 
member for Warren-Blackwood is to make a contribution as a coopted member of this committee, he must 
follow certain procedures.  The committee will address the terms of reference of this inquiry in a bipartisan way, 
as is the spirit of standing committees.  If the member for Warren-Blackwood wants to throw grenades at the 
committee and to use this debate as a political stunt, as both he and the member for Vasse tried to do this 
morning, I am afraid that he will not assist the committee in its important work.  The sad thing is that the 
members for Warren-Blackwood and Vasse have set a precedent in deciding to use the tabling of the interim 
report as an opportunity to attack committee members.  That is absolutely reprehensible.  The member for 
Warren-Blackwood needs to consider the reasons this inquiry was established and why he wanted this matter to 
be referred to a committee.  The government supported the referral.  The member has come into the chamber 
today to chuck dairy-industry grenades in a matter that he is responsible for.  He shakes them and pulls out the 
pin.  It is a pity that he did not do more when he was a minister to make sure that the dairy industry was 
protected.   
The resolution of the committee last evening was clearly that it wants to make sure that top legal advice is 
obtained to ensure that it specifically determines the responsibilities of various departments and governments at 
all levels.  I assure the house that the committee clearly understands that that information must first be gained so 
that we can then determine how to address the terms of reference that were referred to the standing committee.   
The member for Collie-Wellington, who is also a member of the committee, would share my concerns about 
how the interim report has been attacked this morning.  We are responsible for a very important inquiry.  Certain 
issues will obviously receive media attention.  Comments will be made by those involved in the industry - the 
producers, the retailers and, most importantly, the consumers.  All those people will have an opportunity, and are 
taking the opportunity, of making their voices heard.  A process has been put in place, which I strongly support.  
I support the chairman’s calling of the meeting last evening.  The chairman clearly demonstrated her leadership 
of this committee and her understanding of the importance of this issue.  It is a pity that some members, 
particularly those I mentioned earlier, have tried to torpedo this very important inquiry into the production and 
marketing of food in this state.   

MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon) [10.58 am] - by leave:  I would like to share some of my so-called wisdom 
with committee members.  I do not want to get involved in the debate that has just occurred, but I will provide 
my thoughts on this process.  I have made a few telephone calls and have spoken to officers in the east.  I have 
looked at this issue, because it is a serious issue for the people of Western Australia.  It is fine to have some 
banter in the chamber.  However, I would like to talk about some functions.  Committee members may or may 
not take heed of what I say.  In my view what has happened is a standard breakdown in the process.  The federal 
government has passed on the process to the state government and the state government has passed it on to local 
government.  Like many processes, this one has occurred through ministerial agreement, but it has not been 
followed through by the agencies.  I repeat: it has not been followed through by the agencies.   
I have no argument with the committee obtaining legal advice.  I will suggest one thing to the committee for its 
consideration and it is not a negative, but a positive.  The committee should ask the Minister for Health to report 
to this house by next Thursday the functions that he understands the Department of Health believes it has and it 
should ask the Minister for Local Government to report to this house by next Thursday the functions that he 
believes local government has.  This should not be seen as picking on the ministers concerned, because the 
ministers do not know everything that is happening in these agencies.  However, I do not think these functions 
have actually occurred within the agencies.  The committee needs to know that.  I am not trying to tell the 
committee how it should run its affairs.   
Ms J.A. Radisich:  I thank the member for Avon for that suggestion and I will talk about it to committee 
members.  I will propose to my colleague members that that is what we will do.   
Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I appreciate that.  That will give the committee a clear signal as to where it needs to 
head.  If people in the Department of Health or local government need to be revved up, let it happen.  It is not the 
responsibility of the Minister for Health or the Minister for Local Government to make that happen, but it is their 
responsibility to let us know what they believe is happening within their agencies.  It would be a good outcome.  
Reports galore will be written on the issues that have been raised and many of the trails will prove to be correct.   
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The public of Western Australia wants the government and opposition to act on the issues now before the media.  
It is clear that most Western Australians want to know where the fresh produce is coming from.  It is a fair 
argument whether people want to buy cheap and take the risk, if it is a risk, or pay more and take no risk.  It is an 
option that all Western Australians should have, and I am sure they will agree with my point of view.   
The committee already has an ally.  The Minister for Agriculture has been saying the right thing and has some 
clear views on this process.  I support the things he has been saying in the last week or so, because he has been 
very much on the mark.  We have already had the debate on the effect it will have on sales and processes.  I am 
trying to give the committee some advice.  Committee members will break their backs working on a committee 
that will sit for hours, but much of this work has been done already.  I suggest that, through the Speaker and the 
house, the committee get extra assistance, because, as members know, it is available.  The committee should get 
someone, perhaps a member of staff, to quickly find the reports for it.  If I were on the committee, I would be 
looking for those reports, because the public wants to know the outcome of this within days or weeks, not 
months, and it is important that we respond to the needs of the public. 
 


