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Genetically Modified Canola — Adjournment Debate 
HON ANTHONY FELS (Agricultural) [5.35 pm]: I wish to comment on some issues relating to the 
exemption to grow genetically modified canola that was again tabled in Parliament today by the Minister for 
Agriculture and Food, following the disallowance motion that was passed a few weeks ago by this house. 

Hon Ken Travers: A disgraceful contempt of Parliament. 

Hon ANTHONY FELS: As Hon Ken Travers has indicated, that is a disgraceful contempt of this house and of 
the Parliament. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon George Cash): Order, members! Standing orders provide that members 
cannot reflect on a vote of the Parliament. If the member wishes to raise that matter, the proper course of action 
is to do so by way of a substantive motion. 

Hon ANTHONY FELS: I respectfully withdraw that remark and I will refer to the standing orders regarding a 
breach of privilege on that issue at another time. 

I alert members to the ladies from Williams who are presently fasting on the steps of Parliament House and to 
the exemption to grow GM canola that has been granted by the minister, Terry Redman, today after the passage 
in this house of the disallowance motion regarding the genetically modified crops free areas exemption order 
2009. I am very disappointed that the exemption was tabled today. The ladies—Mrs Jannette Liddlow, Mrs Joe 
Fowler and Mrs Margie Haddrick—are members of probably some of the biggest farming families in the Shire 
of Williams, which is one of the many shires in Western Australia, and in particular country Western Australia, 
that have resolved at recent council meetings to not grow genetically modified crops, and particularly GM 
canola, in their shires. Despite that and despite the fact that the Minister for Agriculture and Food is a member of 
the National Party and represents a country electorate, and despite the fact that this house has already disallowed 
the exemption order to grow GM canola this year, the minister has again moved the same exemption order. The 
minister’s action makes totally ineffective the disallowance motion and the direction of the Parliament to call the 
executive arm of the government to order and to try to direct it on how it ought to implement policy. 

I urge members who do not understand the GM canola issue, or who think that they do, to speak to the ladies on 
the steps of Parliament House. They represent some of biggest farming families in the Shire of Williams. They 
probably grow more canola than the rest of the Shire of Williams put together. They are responsible and very 
successful farmers from very successful families in the region. They are well known throughout the agricultural 
region of Western Australia. They are intelligent people. They are not tree-hugging greenies. They understand 
the issues. They have grown canola for a long time and they understand the benefits of having GM-free canola 
status in this state. They are aware of the cautious attitude that needs to be taken towards changing that status by 
introducing genetically modified crops. I have not found out all of their views on this issue but I have spoken to 
many farmers, particularly over the past month or so, about genetically modified canola and the commercial 
trials that have been conducted this year. By far, the vast majority of farmers with whom I have spoken are quite 
concerned about the prospect of genetically modified crops being introduced into Western Australia without 
what they consider to be proper, independent trials being conducted into the value of genetically modified canola 
and any future benefits of GM crops. Most farmers in Western Australia are receptive to advances in technology, 
even in genetically modified organisms, to improve their ability to grow crops and anything else, but they want 
to do that in a sensible and cautious way. Proper independent trials in Western Australia have not been run for 
any of this new technology for a long time. The trials that have been done do not conclusively show that it is any 
better than the variety of technologies that are available. Sure it has the potential to do that, but the way to find 
that out is for the Department of Agriculture and Food to conduct trials this year rather than allow Monsanto to 
conduct trials on a widespread commercial basis throughout the state.  

The purpose of my supporting the disallowance motion three or four weeks ago was not to destroy any 
advancement of GM technology in the state, but to allow a responsible process to take place for its introduction. 
That can still happen if the minister withdraws the exemption and allows instead an exemption to enable GM 
canola to be grown this year on the Department of Agriculture and Food sites that are already licensed under 
Monsanto.  

Hon Simon O’Brien: You get up and make all these allegations and don’t give us a chance to refute them.  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Time is running out.  

Hon ANTHONY FELS: I still have time left and there is time for the minister to allow some trialling of GM 
canola this year that would still be legal and that would not necessarily be disallowed by the Parliament; that is, 
to allow small-scale trials at Department of Agriculture and Food sites that comply with the existing Genetically 
Modified Crops Free Areas Act 2003. I do not believe they would be disallowed by this house. I certainly would 
not oppose such a trial. As I said, the only way the minister will be able to run trials this year without them being 
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disallowed is for the Parliament to repeal the GM crops free areas act. There is a mechanism by which that can 
be done, and the government should consider it if it is serious about allowing GM crop trials this year.  

Hon Simon O’Brien: Is there any time for me to stand up?  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon George Cash): We have run out of time. The adjournment debate is 
allocated 40 minutes, and we have used that time.  

Question put and passed.  

House adjourned at 5.42 pm 
__________ 

 
 


