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KIMBERLEY LIQUEFIED NATURAL GAS PRECINCT 

Motion 
Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON JON FORD (Mining and Pastoral) [5.39 pm]: Before question time, I was referring to the comments 
attributed to the Premier contained in my motion, particularly “that’s not the spectacular part of the Kimberley 
coast, it’s flat tableland, no people living within probably 30 or 40 kilometres of the area”.  

Hon Ed Dermer: Does the member think the Premier lacks aesthetic appreciation?   

Hon JON FORD: I think at the very least he lacks empathy and respect for the people who live in those areas. 
Nobody was very happy with those comments, not even the project proponents, because it just adds oil to the 
fire. A lot of people are users of that area of the coastline, although not necessarily due to the fact that they walk 
over the area. Many people go there fishing and camping, especially on the way up to that area, but there are also 
people who pass that area. Very high-end tourist operations go up and down the coast. We have also heard the 
debate from the environmental lobby that this area is at the end of the journey for migrating whales. What seems 
spectacular about this is the Premier’s comment, and why he would say that, but he has a history of that, and 
later on in the debate I will talk about that history. We will come to understand that this is his modus operandi on 
these issues. 

The Premier said that he was trying to work by negotiation, but the timetable is for the end of the month, and if 
he cannot do it by negotiation, the state will resume the land—albeit reluctantly. In almost the same breath he 
says that we will not hold up economic development and we will not deny the people of the Kimberley, 
particularly the Aboriginal people, the opportunity for some economic independence and security. On one hand, 
the Premier is saying that the government will take the land if the people stand in front of him. This is in the 
context of years and years of negotiations between the state government and local Indigenous people over a 
whole range of different areas. None of those people has at any stage said that he or she was not willing to 
negotiate or discuss. All those people wanted was a fair cop, remembering that there has been a long history of 
Indigenous people not getting the benefits they had been promised in the past. On the other hand, the Premier is 
trying to hold up a sword saying that he will protect their economic interests and their future. That is a hard thing 
to cop, but we will find in the course of this debate and other debates that that is what the Premier does time and 
again. 

Then there is the matter of the timetable. We must remember that we are not talking about just anybody making 
these comments; this is the Premier of Western Australia. He talks about a very important timetable. He says that 
he is trying to do it by negotiation, but the timetable is the end of the month. The Premier is saying that there is a 
real urgency in this matter—we have to push to get it cleared up—but we have also heard comments from the 
Premier saying that this is where the project is going to go. That was when James Price Point was eventually 
decided upon, after we had been told that North Head would be the location and there would be no negotiation 
about that. Now we are down to James Price Point. A few weeks ago, in a radio broadcast about gas processing 
at James Price Point, we heard that the proponents of the Browse Basin gas development appear as divided as the 
Broome community over where the gas should be processed. Gail McGowan from the Department of State 
Development, the government department responsible for overseeing this project, said that the Burrup Peninsula 
remains under consideration. The Roebourne shire president, Brad Snell, said that he was pleased that the Burrup 
was still being considered. 

We know that that is a fact, because Woodside has been lobbying everybody. I would expect that it has been 
lobbying government members, as it has been lobbying the opposition. I remember going to a presentation on the 
Browse attended by many members from both houses, including ministers, and federal members from both sides 
of politics. Don Voelte was lobbying all the members present to put pressure on the commonwealth government 
to change the rules about how joint project participants can be overruled. Currently they are either all in or none 
in. Mr Voelte was suggesting that we get the commonwealth to change the rules so that they do not need to have 
consensus across the board among the participants, just a majority. Woodside itself is having trouble selling the 
concept of the gas hub, particularly at James Price Point, to its participants. They are saying that the Burrup may 
well be a better place. They say that if a new project is built in the Kimberley, all of a sudden all the support 
services that have been developed over years and years around the Burrup may have to be duplicated, and that 
represents extra cost. It is a lesser cost if those processors and support contracts are expanded at the Burrup. The 
additional cost of an extended pipeline represents less financial risk and less overall cost for the project if it is 
moved down the coast where all the infrastructure already exists. The infrastructure includes companies that 
rewire intrinsically safe electrical motors and service gas safety valves, which are constantly being serviced with 
regular maintenance as part of the safety management scheme, and as part of corrective maintenance when they 
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fail. All the engineering services must either be divided between the two sides, or have the logistics to move 
them back and forth. There are all sorts of reasons why it should not move. 

There is a real debate going on there, but this early in the piece the Premier is dictating to everybody, not just 
Aboriginal people, other local Kimberley people and the people of Western Australia, but also now to the project 
proponents, that the facility will be at James Price Point. In that context, the comments of the Premier of Western 
Australia are extraordinary, and it seems to me they could be politically dangerous from his perspective, because 
what happens in the end if the project proponents do not want to put it where the Premier wants it? Where will 
the Premier go? Will he get up and change his tune and say it now definitely has to go to the Burrup? We know 
that he was very pro-development at Burrup until he thought he was going to retire. Then, in a reflective 
moment, in the debate about the Burrup rock art, he said that, on reflection, perhaps the government had let too 
much go on at the Burrup; the site had been put at risk and projects there should not be expanded. However, I bet 
that his position has changed now that he is the Premier. 

Hon Ed Dermer: How many times has his position changed since you put this motion on the notice paper? 

Hon JON FORD: Lots of times, and I will go through each one of them in detail, supported with all the 
evidence and the public commentary in the press. That goes to the issue of the Premier claiming that he is 
negotiating in good faith. Where the heck does threatening to resume land fit within the concept of good faith? 

Hon Ed Dermer: It’s a curious understanding of good faith, isn’t it?  

Hon JON FORD: It is a curious understanding of good faith. For arbitrated outcomes within the industrial 
relations concept of good faith, there is always a big stick at the end in that if the parties cannot reach agreement, 
the commission will make a decision, but the preference is that the parties proceed in good faith and give and 
take along the way. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
 


