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GENETICALLY MODIFIED CROPS FREE AREAS REPEAL BILL 2015 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 10 May. 
HON DARREN WEST (Agricultural) [3.32 pm]: It is good to rise to continue my remarks from last night on 
the Genetically Modified Crops Free Areas Repeal Bill 2015. We spent an informative hour or so talking about 
the reasons why we should not repeal the Genetically Modified Crops Free Areas Act 2003. The result of that 
would be the ceding of the Western Australian Minister for Agriculture and Food’s powers to the Office of the 
Gene Technology Regulator to make important decisions about the future of GM crops in this state. I reiterate 
the point that no-one was able to tell me who that person was, which I think is important. As a consequence of 
yesterday’s debate, members may remember that I lamented at one point the lack of engagement I had been able 
to have with ABC radio’s Rural report in WA. I lamented the fact that in almost three years of being a member 
of Parliament, and certainly being an advocate of and engaged in the agricultural industry, I had never had the 
opportunity to speak on the Rural report on ABC radio in the mornings, which is run out of Geraldton, 
Kalgoorlie and Esperance. ABC staff do a great job reporting the issues around the state. Members, that all 
changed this morning. I received a text last night from Jo Prendergast in Geraldton saying, “We’d love to have 
you on the program to talk about this repeal.” I was able to outline to all ABC listeners—I know there are many 
because I have had quite a lot of texts in support this morning; a couple not so supportive, but certainly — 
Hon Martin Aldridge: Tell us how many! 
Hon DARREN WEST: One text message was not supportive and I got four tweets from the same person who 
was not supportive. I checked out that person and they are a young Nats person—that would explain that! I had 
one tweet and one text message. I can honestly say that I have probably had a dozen messages of support for the 
position that we are taking on this piece of legislation. I am not sure whether all those people are anti-GM but the 
line that is cutting through on this and that the public is picking up on is the ceding of authority from the 
agriculture minister in Western Australia to Canberra. No-one seems particularly wrapped up in that idea. 
No-one seems particularly convinced that that is a good idea. Might I say the messages I got that were not totally 
supportive were more about the issues of genetically modified crops rather than the repealing of the act. I think 
that public support is on our side of the argument in this debate about repealing the act. Some farmers are 
worried about what a change in the federal government might mean for them. I was able to outline those 
positions to the best of my ability this morning on the Rural report with Jo Prendergast on the ABC live at 
6.15 this morning. I was up at six o’clock this morning to take Jo’s call after she texted me last night, and it was 
terrific. It was the first time I had ever been on the Rural report. I was very pleased to outline the important 
position the Labor Party is taking. I believe that some comments I made this morning were repeated on 
ABC radio’s Country Hour at lunchtime today. Everyone in regional WA who listens to those programs now 
fully understands what we are debating. No matter which side of the GM debate one is on, this repeal bill is 
a poor idea. Important decisions in Western Australia should be made by elected members of the 
Western Australian Parliament, not by a federal government–appointed bureaucrat who is hardworking and, I am 
sure, very well qualified but who is not exactly a household name in Western Australia and is not even known to 
the conservative members of Parliament in this house — 

Hon Peter Katsambanis interjected. 

Hon DARREN WEST: I look forward to Hon Peter Katsambanis’ contribution about the make-up of the 
High Court. I am sure that will be enlightening to me because it is not really an issue that I know a whole lot 
about, to be honest. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, members! Let us not start off today on the wrong foot in the consideration 
of this bill. 

Hon DARREN WEST: Thank you, Madam Deputy President. 

Hon Peter Katsambanis: You were talking about Mr Marsh’s action in the High Court. 

Hon DARREN WEST: I have not once mentioned the Marsh v Baxter case in the High Court. 

Hon Peter Katsambanis: You did yesterday. 

Hon DARREN WEST: You’ve mentioned that. 

Hon Peter Katsambanis: You have. 

Hon DARREN WEST: No, I did not mention the action in the High Court. 

Hon Peter Katsambanis: You did yesterday. 
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Hon DARREN WEST: No, I did not. 

Hon Peter Katsambanis: You spent hours on it. 

Hon DARREN WEST: I referred to the case in The West Australian. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, members! I might just remind members that it is very difficult for Hansard 
to record interjections when members are speaking over the top of each other. Only one member has the call and 
that is Hon Darren West. 

Hon DARREN WEST: For the benefit of Hansard, I was trying to say that at no time did I mention the potential 
Marsh v Baxter case in the High Court. I referred to the Marsh v Baxter case in the Western Australian Supreme 
Court. Perhaps listen a little harder, Hon Peter Katsambanis, because politicians do their best work when they 
listen, and he might learn a little from me — 

Hon Peter Katsambanis: Who was the judge in that case? 

Hon DARREN WEST: If Hon Peter Katsambanis wants to talk about the make-up of the High Court and how 
the High Court works, I would happily listen to him because it is an area that he may know more about than me, 
but when it comes to matters of agriculture and matters of genetically modified crops, perhaps the honourable 
member might listen to what I have to say because I can guarantee this house that I know infinitely more about 
those subjects than Hon Peter Katsambanis. That is not denigrating the member’s knowledge at all; it is just that 
it is my area of expertise and something I have spent a lot of time researching, thinking and talking about. 

Hon Peter Katsambanis: You’re a genetic biologist, are you? 

Hon DARREN WEST: Of course I am not a genetic biologist—there are no letters such as that after my 
name—but I certainly have a broad understanding of the social and community implications of the introduction 
of genetically modified crops to farming systems and what it mean to consumers. I have a lot of understanding 
about how these processes came to be. I have a great understanding of the mess this government has made of this 
whole GM experiment in Western Australia. 
They are the points I wanted to make. Yesterday, I talked about many of the legitimate concerns that were raised 
with a former Minister for Agriculture and Food, Hon Terry Redman, who was not able to hold on to that job. 
Concerns were raised and questions were asked but they were all ignored. In fact erroneous information was 
given in response to those concerns and questions. I talked about that quite a lot yesterday. I will not go back 
over that, suffice to say there was certainly an element of, “We told you this might happen before the event.”  
There certainly was talk of contamination, and Hon Peter Katsambanis has brought up the issue of contamination 
and the Marsh–Baxter case. I spoke to Steve Marsh this morning about yesterday’s debate. Questions were asked 
about what would happen in the event of contamination. The Minister for Agriculture and Food of the day said 
in answer to questions in Parliament that farmers could well be sued for contaminating a neighbour’s crop. The 
point that I made yesterday, which I will not labour, is that the total opposite is the case. As a result of today’s 
conversation, I think it is likely that a farming family who have done nothing wrong except have their farm 
contaminated will lose their farm. That farm has been in their family for several generations. As a member of 
a farming family, I think that is extremely sad. That is a consequence of the government’s mismanagement of the 
GM experiment in Western Australia. I think the government should step in and compensate the Marsh family. 
The government at least owes the family some level of recompense for what is actually the government’s fault. 

I had meant to mention earlier in my remarks—before I gave a recap of what I spoke about yesterday and what 
happened yesterday—that today is Wear Orange Wednesday. I note that many members in the chamber are 
wearing orange ribbons. I have a very fetching orange tie, which may I say I have borrowed for the day. 

Hon Alanna Clohesy: I’m glad you don’t actually own that tie! 

Hon DARREN WEST: That is kind of harsh on the person who I borrowed the tie from. In all seriousness, the 
purpose of Wear Orange Wednesday is to acknowledge the State Emergency Service volunteers across regional 
Western Australia, and of course in the metropolitan area. Today is Wear Orange Wednesday, or WOW Day. It 
is great that we take the time to recognise our SES volunteers. It is good to see so many members wearing bright 
orange ribbons or orange ties or orange pieces of clothing. That is easy to see and gives the very visual and 
emphatic message that we support our SES volunteers across the state of Western Australia. I wanted to throw 
that into my remarks. 

When I finished yesterday, I had been quoting some answers to questions and some comments made by the then 
Minister for Agriculture and Food, Terry Redman, and the shadow Minister for Agriculture and Food, 
Mick Murray, going back to the 2008–2013 Parliament. In early 2011—in late January, as I recall—a massive 
storm event occurred through the wheatbelt areas, and certainly through my farm. No rain was involved, but 
there was a monstrous storm cloud. It was very frightening. I had taken sheep to Merredin to have them put on 
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agistment over the summer and was going home, and I had to pull up my truck on the side of the road to ride out 
the storm. It was quite scary. I thought at one stage that the storm might blow my truck over. There were massive 
winds. The storm caused enormous damage across the wheatbelt. It tore down a lot of powerlines, tore roofs off 
farm buildings, destroyed a lot of kilometres of fencing, and tore down big trees and laid them on the roads. It 
caused serious damage. 

That storm also blew all kinds of weed seeds around the wheatbelt. Of course some of the genetically modified 
canola seed from some of the farmers who had adopted GM crops would also have spread around the wheatbelt. 
However, never in the preliminary discussions or early statements or press releases that were put out was any 
reference made to the potential for this to happen. I refer to a press release dated 2 February 2011 from 
Mick Murray, shadow Minister for Agriculture and Food, which called on the Barnett government to consider 
this matter. The press release is headed “Contamination threat in Wheatbelt storms”, and it states in part — 

The Barnett Government must reveal when farms planning to grow non-genetically modified crops in 
the Wheatbelt will be tested for contamination after storms ripped through the area last weekend, 
Shadow Agriculture Minister Mick Murray said today. 

Mr Murray said there were 72,000 hectares — 

That was in 2011 — 

of Genetically Modified … canola grown last year in the Wheatbelt, and after violent winds tore 
through the area, the millions of hectares of non-GM cropland were at risk of being contaminated. 

“Paddocks used for GM canola will have remnant seed in the soil that will probably have migrated with 
the recent storm,” he said. 

Of course that is quite possible. It continues — 

“There will be a lot of non-GM canola farmers in the region who are terrified their crops for this year 
will be contaminated by GM material that has been blown in to their properties by the harsh winds. 

“Even if these properties are not neighbouring GM canola farms, the 150 kilometre per hour winds 
could have caused GM seeds to be blown to farms much further away. 

“Agriculture Minister Terry Redman must tell these farmers when their properties will be tested for 
GM crop contamination and who will do the testing.” 

Mr Murray said GM crop farmers could face expensive legal action if their crops had contaminated 
non-GM canola farms. 

We know that these days, the opposite is true, because it is the non-GM canola farmers and the organic farmers 
who lose out when there is contamination. Therefore, Mr Murray did have that a bit the wrong way around. That 
was based on advice given to him through a question in Parliament from the then Minister for Agriculture and 
Food, Terry Redman. 

The press release continues — 

“Mr Redman has wiped his hands of any responsibility for contamination,” he said. 

“We are now starting to see the true effects of Redman’s curse—contaminated crops, organic 
decertification and neighbour fighting neighbour. 

“Mr Redman has created a mess and he’s leaving WA farmers to pick up the pieces.” 

That is what the government is doing again. Rather than deal with the issue of who will be held responsible for 
any contamination that may be caused by genetically modified crops, and take steps, as Labor proposes to do, to 
find a way through and come up with a system that is fair and equitable for everybody, the government is 
washing its hands of the mess that it has created and passing the buck to the Office of the Gene Technology 
Regulator in Canberra. That is what this bill, which seeks to repeal the Genetically Modified Crops Free Areas 
Act, will do. I do not think that is good enough. The government has created this situation, and the government 
needs to work with industry to try to find a way through some of these issues. It has turned out to be the case that 
there is no testing and it is no-one’s responsibility. 

I need to make another important point. The GM seed is not owned by the GM farmers. It is owned by the 
company that produces that seed. However, even that company has no level of responsibility. In Canada, 10-plus 
years ago, there was the case of a farmer called Percy Schmeiser whose farm was contaminated by genetically 
modified crops that had grown on his farm and who was sued by the company that owned the rights to that seed. 
That is a famous case in Canada, and if members google “Percy Schmeiser” I am sure they will find a lot of 
information. I have had quite a lot of email contact with Mr Schmeiser. He is quite an old man these days. He 
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certainly went in and battled for the rights of farmers who choose not to be GM. He was joined in that battle by 
the entertainer Neil Young. I am sure all members have heard of Neil Young. He is one of my favourite 
performers. I have certainly enjoyed his music through the years. Neil Young has come out as somewhat of an 
anti-GM campaigner and has written quite a lot of music and produced an album that has raised a lot of money 
for victims of contamination by GM crops. There certainly is some sympathy in the community for farmers who 
find themselves on the wrong side of the law on this issue and whose farm is contaminated. However, there is no 
sympathy for those farmers from this Liberal–National government in Western Australia. There is no sympathy 
at all. As a matter of fact, we could almost think that this government is encouraging the contamination of 
organic and conventional farms with GM seed to try to increase the spread of that seed. That is just another point 
that was made during the course of the debate. 

I want to refer also to a press release from late 2010, just months before the press release that I have just read 
out, so I probably should have referred to this one first. It is also from Mick Murray, shadow Minister for 
Agriculture and Food, and it is headed “Redman breaks promise on GM contamination”. It states — 

Agriculture Minister Terry Redman has broken his promise that there would be no contamination of 
non-Genetically Modified … crops by nearby GM farms, Shadow Minister for Agriculture 
Mick Murray said today. 

Mr Murray said tests revealed nearly two thirds of a non-GM farm in Kojonup was contaminated after 
a neighbour’s GM material blew onto the property. 

We now know this case as the Marsh–Baxter case. The Marsh family’s property was an organic-certified 
property, two-thirds of which was contaminated by swathed canola, or canola seed. For those who have not had 
an involvement in agriculture, swathing is one of the ways we can harvest canola, although it is certainly being 
phased out a little now. Because canola is an open-pollinating plant and will continue to flower until the moisture 
dries up and the season starts to end, it will just continually flower and run up new plants, and each one of those 
flowers will produce a pod of seeds. When the plants flower—that is when we see those brilliant yellow fields of 
canola across the wheatbelt in spring—each one of those flowers will produce a small pod and there may be 
a number of seeds in each pod, depending on the moisture, soil conditions and nutrients available at the time. As 
it is an open-pollinating and non-determinate plant, that will continue to flower—unlike wheat and barley, which 
have very set patterns of growth and production of flowers over a very short window—and it will ripen at 
different times. It may be that with two adjacent plants, one is ripening off and quite dry while the other one is 
still very green and still growing and flowering. The problem for farmers is that we need to wait until all the 
plants are dry and at the same moisture content before we can harvest. The risk to the plants that ripen and dry 
off first comes from winds that come along. Those pods are quite fragile and not secured very firmly to the plant, 
and when the wind comes it can blow on the plants and shake the crop, and a lot of those pods can fall on the 
ground and be lost. When the farmer’s harvester comes along to harvest those seeds, they are no longer up where 
they should be—on the plant; they have fallen down on the ground, and there is a percentage of loss. There is 
really no way to get that seed again. It is wasted and lost and comes up the following year as a weed. What 
farmers can do is to swathe the rows. When most of the crop has dried to a certain point, they put in a machine 
about 30 feet wide that cuts off the tops of the plants, collects them together, and puts them in nice neat rows. 
About a week to 10 days later, all of that row will have dried out uniformly, and when it comes time to harvest, 
they can pick up the rows, put them through their harvesting machines, and guarantee a nice, even dryness and 
moisture content of those crops. 
The problem for those rows is when the wind comes. I am sure members have all seen willy-willies in late spring 
or early summer. In still conditions, we often get these small whirlwinds that come through and kick up a bit of 
dust and move across the paddocks. If they blow through the house yard, they will blow the patio chairs around. 
They can be quite severe; they can certainly blow loose sheets of iron around if they move through the house 
paddock or farmyard. They can also pick up vegetative matter, lift it into the air and deposit it several hundred 
metres away. That is what happened in the Marsh–Baxter case. The GM canola windrows were swathed 
immediately adjacent to the Marsh’s farm. A willy-willy came along and picked up a lot of that material because 
it is quite light and fluffy, and it was distributed across about two-thirds of the Marsh’s farm. That is how the 
contamination came to be. It was not the result of negligence on the part of the Marsh family, and it certainly 
was not the fault of the Baxter family, although they had the swathes right up against the fence. With the benefit 
of hindsight, perhaps they might have direct headered, where they wait for the standing crop to dry and go in and 
harvest it like wheat, barley or lupins—but that is with the benefit of hindsight, and everyone is wise after the 
event. The fact remains that two-thirds of the farm was contaminated, and at that stage there was the belief that 
perhaps it would be the Baxter family who was seen to be in the wrong. Of course, as we all know, the case was 
pursued through the Supreme Court and there were no winners at all. We are looking at the very real prospect of 
the Marsh family facing some very difficult financial times ahead. They did nothing wrong. They are innocent 
victims of the government’s poor GM experiment and the mistakes it made in introducing the legislation and 
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taking the lid off the bottle that allowed the GM genie out. Now, rather than dealing with those issues, the 
government is going to pass these important decisions across to Canberra. 
I return to the media statement — 

Mr Murray said tests revealed nearly two thirds of a non-GM farm in Kojonup was contaminated … 
“Not only has the crop been contaminated, but sheep have also consumed contaminated material,” he 
said. 
“The farmer now risks losing his organic certification and is left with crops he cannot sell. 

That of course is what happened. The document continues — 
“The financial impacts of the contamination could be devastating and it is only a matter of time before 
more non-GM crop farmers will be forced to pay for the Barnett Government’s reckless stance on 
GM crops. 
“This is pitting farmer against farmer, neighbour against neighbour.” 
Mr Murray said the Barnett Government had ignored Labor’s repeated warnings about the threat of 
contamination. 

The government is still ignoring the warnings about the threat of contamination, it is still ignoring the warnings 
about contamination in stored GM canola, it is still ignoring warnings about contamination along the sides of the 
roads, and it is still ignoring farmer-to-farmer contamination of GM crops. It is time it stopped ignoring those 
things and actually took action and fixed up its mess. The statement continues — 

“There will be huge social ramifications for regional towns and communities when litigation between 
neighbours breaks out over contamination,” he said. 

How prophetic was that? It continues — 
“Agriculture Minister Terry Redman committed to a random audit of compliance in March this year, 
but there has been no word if this has ever been done. 

I should ask that parliamentary question, because I would just about bet London to a brick that it still has not 
been done. It continues — 

“Establishing the Department of Agriculture and Food’s online geographic information system is 
nowhere near enough to stop contamination. 

Remember, members, this is a statement that came out on Friday, 10 December 2010—five and a half years ago. 
It continues — 

“No preventative measures can prevent contamination of non-GM crops and that is why 
27,000 Western Australians signed a petition against the Barnett Government’s plan. 

Not even 27 000 voters signing a position was enough to make the government have another look at the 
legislation and what it had allowed, and change it to try to protect those who choose to not adopt GM crops. It 
continues — 

“The first year of the Barnett Government’s GM crop trials has been a shambles. The Minister must 
immediately reveal his plan for stopping any further contamination of non-GM crops.” 

Of course, he did not do that, because there still is no plan to stop contamination of non-GM crops in 
Western Australia. There is only a plan for the government to wash its hands of the issue and cede any further 
decisions on that to Canberra. That is not good enough; that is nowhere near good enough. 

I turn now to another media statement from Mick Murray dated 17 June 2010 and headed “Minister must come 
clean on plans for GM crop register”. I am not sure if there is such a thing, to be honest. I have never seen it. 
Maybe there is; I look forward to other members perhaps enlightening me on exactly what that register is and 
what it looks like. The statement reads — 

Agriculture Minister Terry Redman has misled the public and members of his own party on his 
commitment to establish a register for farmers producing Genetically Modified crops, Shadow Minister 
for Agriculture Mick Murray said today. 

Mr Murray said Mr Redman has abandoned his commitment to the register, which would allow farmers 
to see where GM and organic crops are grown, using the Department of Agriculture and Food’s 
website. 

I must do some more research into that because I am quite sure that that was just all talk and no action, much like 
a lot of what the National Party does. It continues — 
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“The Minister has let down Western Australian farmers and the colleagues that voted with him based on 
his promise to establish the register,” he said. 

Before the event, we were going to play merry hell; we were going to have a register and we were going to have 
all these conditions, but, of course, we had no such thing. It continues — 

“After widespread concern in the community and within his own party, the Minister stated in March he 
would be happy for both GM and organic crop growers to be identified on the system and that he 
wanted everyone to know where GM crops were grown. 

“However, in April Labor revealed the Minister had broken his promise to establish the web-based 
system because he did not believe it was in the public interest. 

However could that be the case? If 27 000 people signed a petition, I would have thought there was at least 
27 000 members of the public who thought it was in the public interest to have such a register. It continues — 

“The best the Minister could come up with was to repeat the tired old line that he would ensure 
‘protocols would be observed’. This is far from a firm commitment.” 

I am going to talk a lot more about those protocols later in my contribution. It continues — 

Mr Murray said a public register was the best way for WA farmers to monitor nearby GM crops. 

“It is essential that non-GM farmers are aware of GM crops on neighbouring farms so they can 
commence planting safely. It shouldn’t be the sole responsibility of organic growers to notify other 
growers in the area of their status,” he said. 

“By breaking his promise, the Minister is ignoring the needs of large sections of the Western Australian 
farming community.”  

I can remember back around that time we made the choice not to grow genetically modified crops on our farm. 
Anyone who knows where we live knows that the Jennacubbine Tavern is very conveniently placed at the back 
gate of our farm. It is an exceptional steakhouse if anyone is ever in the area and looking for a really good, big 
steak. I am sure many members have already heard about the Jennacubbine Tavern. It was through a chance 
discussion over a beer at the Jennacubbine Tavern that I found out after harvest that my neighbour had grown 
a genetically modified crop alongside my farm. I did not have a great problem with that; it is his farm and he can 
do what he likes. However, under the terms of the stewardship agreement that he signed with Monsanto he was 
obligated to let me know that he was about to plant these crops. Monsanto had measures in place, which in this 
instance were ignored. I am sure in other instances they have also been ignored because I have heard of other 
farmers who were unaware of the fact that genetically modified crops were growing beside their farms. This led 
me to think about what other parts of the Monsanto stewardship agreement had been breached and who polices 
the agreement. Does the Department of Agriculture and Food visit farmers to ensure that all the items on the 
stewardship agreement have been ticked off and met, or is it just an open-slather approach? I believe it is an 
open-slather approach because I have never heard of anyone being contacted by the Department of Agriculture 
and Food and asked whether they have met all the terms of their stewardship agreement. I do not expect that 
Monsanto should do it because it is in the business of selling seed to make a profit for its shareholders. It would 
not be an independent system if it was allowed to make sure the obligations of the stewardship agreement had 
been met. That would not be an acceptable mechanism to members of the public. I wonder who follows up on 
this. A farmer also came to tell me that GM crops were vital to his production system. I asked him the logical 
question of how long he had been growing GM crops. He said that it was his first year. I then asked if he had 
used glyphosate on the paddocks last year where he will now be growing GM canola this year and he said that he 
had. That immediately breaches the stewardship agreement. Anyone who has read the agreement knows that 
glyphosate is not to be used on paddocks designated for the production of genetically modified seed in either the 
season before or the season after the production of that crop due to glyphosate resistance. If we continue to use 
glyphosate multiple times each season on the same piece of land, the weeds in that paddock will eventually 
develop a resistance. Yesterday I touched on how populations of plants, especially rye-grass and radish, are able 
to develop resistance to commonly used chemicals and what a problem that is for the agricultural industry. 
Monsanto has recognised this and in its stewardship agreement has specified that growers who wish to plant 
GM seed must not use glyphosate the year before or after the crop is grown. I am not sure who polices that 
because clearly this farmer who had come to see me and point out the benefits of growing genetically modified 
crops for the first time—100 per cent of his program—had already breached his stewardship agreement before 
he even put the crops into the ground. Clearly nobody had visited him to tell him that he could not grow those 
crops because he had gotten away with sowing them. 

In May 2010, the shadow agriculture and food minister, Mick Murray, said that WA would be set to inherit the 
GM lawsuits and superweeds. Superweeds have been talked about a little bit in farming circles. There are 
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certainly weeds in other parts of the world that have proven to be very difficult to control by conventional 
methods. Farmers in certain parts of the world have had to revert to cultivating paddocks to mechanically kill the 
weeds and using varying degrees of double knockdowns and different chemical regimes to control weeds that 
have built up a resistance. We call those types of weeds superweeds because they are more difficult to control 
and contain than conventional weeds. I know this to be the case because for those members who are not aware, 
as a younger man I spent a year living in the United States on a farm exchange program. I spent a lot of time in 
North Dakota and Minnesota learning about broadacre farming in the US and I was fortunate enough to spend 
some time at the University of Minnesota and study grain production systems. At that time, weed management 
and superweeds were becoming quite a big issue. I did a unit at the university on superweed management. The 
Labor press release from May 2010 states — 

Shadow Agriculture and Food Minister Mick Murray said recent experience in the United States 
suggests the next generation of WA farmers will inherit farms full of super-weeds and law suits. 

“Farmers in the East, Midwest and South of the USA are being forced to spray their crops with 
increasing amounts of toxic herbicides to beat the plague of Roundup-resistant super-weeds,” 
Mr Murray said. 

This is real and very true. It certainly was the case in the US in 2010 and I believe it will be the case here unless 
we have a serious bipartisan and open discussion about the future use of glyphosate in Western Australia 
because, as I indicated to members yesterday, Western Australia is the state that relies the most on this very 
important chemical. The press release continues — 

“America’s experience with Genetically Modified … crops, genetically engineered to be Roundup 
resistant, has made weeds a nightmare for farmers, including Palmer amaranth (pig weed) that can grow 
7.5cm a day, — 

I have certainly seen pigweed growing. It is a difficult weed to control — 

reach heights of more than two metres and are so sturdy they damage farm machinery.” 

A farmer really has to get onto it early. Generally, where I was working on farms, every time it rained we had to 
get out and work paddocks back to control the pigweed before it got too big. The press release goes on — 

Mr Murray said recent law suits in the US had found the Department of Agriculture at fault for its lack 
of safeguards. 

In the US there is some call-back on government and it has taken some level of responsibility where failures 
have occurred, unlike this government’s approach. The press release continues — 

“One recent decision in the Northern District of California found the US department of Agriculture did 
not have proper regulations to oversee GM crop management and did not properly police buffer zones 
between GM and non-GM crops,” Mr Murray said. 

This government has made exactly the same mistakes in Western Australia. I have just pointed out a very public 
one. Those mistakes have been made every year in Western Australia, right next door to my place in one 
instance, and no-one oversees them or polices the stewardship agreement, the GM laws or lack thereof. The 
press release continues — 

“In another decision, the court ruled that the US Department of Agriculture gave only ‘cursory’ thought 
to the effects of contamination of non-GM crops, which sounds very much like the 
Barnett Government”s approach.” 

Mr Murray said future generations will hold National and Liberal members of the Legislative Council 
responsible for the contamination that is sure to occur after they voted against a disallowance motion to 
ban the growth of GM canola crops in WA. 

I learnt from this press release that a disallowance motion was rejected by this house in the full knowledge of 
what may lie ahead. It continues — 

“The Liberal–National Government will be responsible for giving the next generation of farmers 
a lifetime of battling super-weeds, forcing them to return to the weed control methods of 20 years ago 
such as ploughing, and causing farmer-to-farmer conflict caused by contamination of premium value 
non-GM crops,” he said. 

“The Barnett Government is creating a problem that will be left for our children to clean up.” 

Is that not the case? It is not only genetically modified crops, but also the economy and the environment. The 
government is allowing a free-for-all in fracking in Western Australia that will make an enormous mess that 
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future generations will have to clean up. These are the consequences of this government’s mismanagement of 
many issues. 

I am a firm believer that as legislators we should leave the world a better place than we found it. The 
government’s mantra is to leave Western Australia a worse place than it found it. Again, this media release 
proved to be prophetic. All the arguments that were put forward in 2008, 2009 and 2010—I remind members 
that it is six years on from then—have all turned out to be valid, correct and important arguments. Those 
arguments were totally ignored by the Barnett Liberal–National government. I do not know how many more 
examples I can give members, but there are many of them. I take the Leader of the House’s point; perhaps I have 
laboured on this point long enough. The risk to grain markets overseas is one more thing I discussed with 
Jo Prendergast on the ABC Rural report this morning. A premium is paid for conventional and organic crops in 
other parts of the world that is growing every day. If a person were to get a text from Co-operative Bulk 
Handling Ltd with the latest grain prices—as I do every day—they would see that it is a $55 premium today. 
That premium has been up to $78, and I believe that it will not be very long at all before that premium is $100. 
I believe that the 1.5 per cent of genetically modified crops grown in Western Australia will threaten market 
opportunities for the 98.5 per cent of non-genetically modified crops grown in Western Australia. 

Hon Jim Chown: Rubbish; absolute rubbish! 

Hon DARREN WEST: Okay, that is what the member thinks, but I am sure that plenty more people agree with 
me. For the benefit of Hansard, Hon Jim Chown just said — 

Hon Jim Chown interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, members! 

Hon DARREN WEST: Hon Jim Chown just said that there is no risk at all to overseas markets from genetically 
modified crops. 

Hon Jim Chown: Correct. I will stand by that statement. 

Hon DARREN WEST: Thank you, Hon Jim Chown. That statement will be in Hansard, and I will use it in the 
future. 

The earliest example I can find is from 2009. 

Hon Jim Chown interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, members! I just indicated that there is only one member with the call, and 
that is Hon Darren West. 

Hon DARREN WEST: Thank you, Madam Deputy President. 

This 2009 press release, titled “Grain markets at risk from GM”, states — 

Victorian farmers growing genetically modified canola have failed to find buyers for their crops and 
Western Australia farmers may soon find themselves in the same position, Shadow Agriculture Minister 
Mick Murray said today. 

Mr Murray said Victoria lifted its ban on GM crops in November 2007 but GM canola farmers were 
told last week at a Victorian Farmers Federation grain marketing meeting that there was no market for 
their crop. 

That was back in 2007. The press release continues — 

“If the GM canola crop is deemed suitable for Western Australian conditions and farmers begin to grow 
it, they may face the same rebuff from grain buyers,” Mr Murray said. 

Isn’t that the truth! A farmer trying to sell a genetically modified canola product today is $55 behind. 

Hon Jim Chown: Did you hear what I just said? 

Hon DARREN WEST: No, not really. 

Hon Jim Chown: I said that the oil content and the yield increases negate the difference in the price between 
GM and non-GM canola, and there are advantages, which we have already discussed. 

Hon DARREN WEST: That is not factual, Hon Jim Chown. I encourage Hon Jim Chown to table trial data and 
hard data that tells us — 

 [8] 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Wednesday, 11 May 2016] 

 p2686c-2694a 
Hon Darren West 

Hon Jim Chown: I’m talking about real paddock data. 

Hon DARREN WEST: I want some scientific data that tells us that in Western Australia there are increased 
yields and increased profits from growing genetically modified crops. 

Hon Jim Chown: No, I said increased oil content. 

Hon DARREN WEST: Okay; Hon Jim Chown is already changing his position. He will not be able to table in 
this house any information that backs up his claim because there is not any data that does that. I have searched 
for and I have called people to ask them for some verified and accurate scientific data that proves to me that 
there is a yield advantage and an increased profit margin from growing genetically modified crops in 
Western Australia, but there is none. When I went to a briefing with the Department of Agriculture and Food, 
I was told that there were yield increases of 27 per cent and profit increases of 65 per cent. I researched that 
information and I found that it came from a trial in Belgium, which had been written up by a journalist in the 
Fairfax rural media. When I read down to the bottom of the article, it turned out that it was trial data from 
Belgium. It was only trial data and it was not at all relevant to Western Australia. That is what is happening here. 
The pro-GM lobby is running around saying that farmers can make 65 per cent more profit and increase their 
yields by 25 per cent, but that is only if they are farming in Belgium. That is not the case for farmers in 
Western Australia. I challenge Hon Jim Chown, when he makes his contribution to this debate in this house, to 
table data specific to Western Australia that backs up his claims that farmers get increased yields, increased oil 
content and increased profits from growing genetically modified canola. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 2707.] 

Sitting suspended from 4.14 pm to 4.30 pm 
 

 [9] 


	GENETICALLY MODIFIED CROPS FREE AREAS REPEAL BILL 2015
	Second Reading
	Sitting suspended from 4.14 pm to 4.30 pm



