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COMMERCIAL GENETICALLY MODIFIED CROPS, PUBLIC CONSULTATION 

1549. Hon DEE MARGETTS to the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries:   
The minister has kindly allowed me to ask this question again. 

I refer to the introduction of agricultural crop varieties containing genetically modified organisms and the 
discussion paper circulated by the Department of Agriculture in January this year on genetic modification free 
zones, which invited public submissions. 

(1) Will the minister provide a summary of the results of the public responses to that discussion paper?  I 
note that the minister has already done that. 

(2) Given that applications have been made for the trial and commercial release of cotton and canola by 
Monsanto, the Department of Agriculture, the Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research 
Organisation and others to the office of the Gene Technology Regulator in Western Australia, what has 
the State Government done to find out the attitudes of rural people in Western Australia to the 
introduction of commercial GM crops in Western Australia? 

(3) Given the urgency for the need for extensive public consultation and examination of the issues, what is 
the intended next stage of the public consultation process? 

Hon KIM CHANCE replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question.  

(1)-(3) Yes.  I now table the summary of responses to the discussion paper.  As members will see when they 
read the summary, there is a significant diversity of opinion in this State about the introduction of 
commercial genetically modified crops.  However, it is interesting to note that notwithstanding the 
differences of opinion, there was a general consensus that it would not be desirable or cost effective to 
split the State into GM free and GM zones.  Although the agribusiness submissions generally favoured 
a cautious introduction of GM crops, the great majority of community submissions, and those farmers 
who made written submissions on their own behalf, expressed opposition to the introduction of 
commercial GM crops at this time.  There is clearly a great concern to maintain identity preservation for 
non-GM crops.  Although agribusiness is generally of the view that this can be done through the use of 
proper segregation and quality assurance techniques, there are also many who believe that this will not 
be possible and that as a result the ability to market GM-free produce would be seriously undermined.  I 
urge members to read the report to inform themselves about the wide range of views held across the 
community.  This is another step in the consultative process to which this Government is committed, 
and I will continue to seek and listen to the views of all interested parties as I traverse the State.  In 
addition to the issuing of the GM-free zones discussion paper and the seeking of submissions, we have 
previously circulated 1 200 information kits to local authorities and farmers, and I expect to continue to 
receive community views over the coming months.  I repeat what I said yesterday; that is, we will be 
seeking broad community views.  I acknowledge that the methodology we have so far employed to get 
feedback on the GM issue has tended to be targeted to industry participants.  We acknowledge that the 
broad community has a legitimate right to express a view in this matter, and I am open to ideas from 
members and others -   

Hon Dee Margetts interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order, members!  This is not a conversation.  Has the minister finished his answer?   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Almost, Mr President.  As I was saying, I am open to ideas from members and others 
about what form that process of public consultation should take.   

[See paper No 1544.] 
 


