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GRAIN CROP — LABOUR SHORTAGES 
Motion 

HON DR STEVE THOMAS (South West — Leader of the Opposition) [10.12 am] — without notice: I move — 
That this house — 
(a) notes the prospective record grain crop in Western Australia this season, despite the Minister for 

Agriculture and Food’s suggestion that yield should be sacrificed for tree planting; 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: The minister will enjoy this. I continue — 

(b) notes how hard our farmers are working to bring in this crop, despite the government’s failure 
to reach agreement — 

Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Continue to introduce your motion without reference to or encouraging interjections. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Apologies, President. I will start paragraph (b) again — 

(b) notes how hard our farmers are working to bring in this crop, despite the government’s failure 
to reach agreement on quarantine facilities at Bladin Village in the Northern Territory; 

(c) notes that the Minister for Agriculture and Food has again proposed her solution to labour shortages 
that farmers simply pay staff more; and 

(d) notes the shortfall in regional investment and support hindering the agricultural, forestry and 
regional development sectors, partly due to the substitution of the royalties for regions fund back 
into the consolidated account. 

Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Excuse me. When the President calls order, I do expect that order will be maintained, 
which includes no further cross-chamber chatter. That will extend for at least the next hour, in particular. The 
Leader of the Opposition has moved that motion and the question is that the motion be agreed to.  
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: It is good to see some enthusiasm on a Thursday. Thursday is the day to unleash 
ourselves and it is good to see that everybody is enthusiastic about debating things that are happening in regional 
Western Australia. I think it is good. We need to do this, particularly until the government’s agenda to strip the 
representation out of regional Western Australia comes into effect. We might as well try to get these debates in. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! The honourable Leader of the Opposition. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Thank you, President. 

It is obviously a sore point for members of the government. They do not want to hear the simple truths as they 
come out. It has always been a problem with this government. We struggle to get answers out of it; it keeps things 
hidden. It does not like to hear the simple truth that Western Australia’s regional communities have been absolutely 
dudded by the McGowan Labor government. We have not even got into the motion yet and we have already 
stimulated some passionate debate. I always like to see that on a Thursday; that is very good. 

In the very limited time we have to debate this motion, I will go through a little of each paragraph and concentrate 
on the key issues. Paragraph (a) states — 

notes the prospective record grain crop in Western Australia this season, despite the Minister for Agriculture 
and Food’s suggestion that yield should be sacrificed for tree planting; 

As the minister has said, we are all in agreement that strategic tree planting is a useful tool for farming enterprises. 
It might come as a complete shock to the Minister for Agriculture and Food that farmers, particularly wheatbelt 
farmers, but also farmers in the south west and up north, have actually been doing this for generations—not years, 
not decades, but generations. They strategically put it in place. The best thing is that when they do this, they do it and 
still manage to crop. They do not sacrifice their crop as part of the process; it is strategic. They put in tree belts, in 
particular, and they provide shelter for stock and windbreaks against dust. It is a very useful tool. 

Hon Darren West: Ever heard of a blue gum? 
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Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: I have heard of blue gums. That is a whole other argument. One can have too many 
of those. I consider them a weed species. They probably should be a declared pest, but that is a whole other debate 
that we do not have time for today. 

Hon Darren West: What about sandalwood? 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: I do not have time for that today. It is absolutely the case that farmers have been 
doing this — 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Chatter among individual members can happen outside the chamber. The honourable 
Leader of the Opposition. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Thank you, President. 

This has been strategically happening for a long period. Do members know what happens? The opposition, and at 
times when it has been in government, both the Liberal Party and the Nationals WA, has supported that process. What 
we have not done is walk out there and tell farmers how to do their job and rewrite the structure of agriculture in 
Western Australia. For a minister for agriculture to come in decades too late—probably a generation or two too late—
and lecture the farming community on the minister’s version of what agriculture should look like demonstrates the 
things I said as shadow agriculture minister in the lead-up to the last election; that is, this is the most anti-agriculture 
minister the Parliament of Western Australia has seen. This minister is trying to convince agriculture that agriculture 
should be done her way.  

If people want to farm biodynamic quinoa, this is the government for them, because it wants all the alternatives. 
The lack of support for traditional agriculture is palpable. It is palpable not just here in the Parliament, but out there 
in the community. Agricultural producers, farmers across Western Australia, understand that this government is not 
really their friend. It is trying to rewrite how agriculture is done to suit left-wing ideology. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Hansard is unable to capture continuous interjection; therefore, I suggest your interjections 
be more strategic. The honourable Leader of the Opposition. 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Strategy would indicate a purpose, President. We will have to work on that one a little 
bit, I suspect! 

We have a Minister for Agriculture and Food who is, perhaps, maybe a little unkindly, coming towards the end of 
a long parliamentary career. We all pay her credit for the work she has done. She is and has been a formidable 
opponent. Perhaps because she is towards the end of her career, this is a legacy issue for the minister. Not content 
to support agriculture, the minister is dedicating herself — 

Point of Order 
Hon PIERRE YANG: I have been listening to the Leader of the Opposition’s words intently. I draw the house’s 
attention to standing order 45, which is about imputation and personal reflections. The honourable member opposite 
is suggesting that in having an interest in her legacy, the minister is taking some kind of stance against the agriculture 
sector. That is highly unparliamentary. 
The PRESIDENT: Thank you for your point of order, Hon Pierre Yang. However, I suggest that you may be 
drawing an inference from a statement by the honourable member rather than a direct statement by the honourable 
member. Having said that, I encourage an orderly debate with fewer reflections on the broader part of the portfolio. 
Therefore, there is no point of order. The Leader of the Opposition. 

Debate Resumed 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Thank you, President. I would have been happy to withdraw the nice comments I made 
about the performance of the minister; I would have been happy to withdraw those bits as well. I am glad that the 
ruling is that we do not need to withdraw either side of that argument. 
What we are getting to is a legacy to redirect agriculture in a new direction. This is about stamping an imprimatur 
into the future. The problem is that the government and the minister are not listening to the people who have provided 
the great majority of agricultural input and production over a long period. As governments on the left-hand side of 
politics tend to do, this government is picking winners and losers. It likes biodynamic quinoa, but it does not like 
broadacre wheat cropping—winners and losers—and often it does not get it right. There is a longstanding history 
of farmers doing reasonably well, particularly in the broadacre sector. The minister dismisses them at her peril. It was 
interesting to hear “troglodyte” being used a couple of weeks ago. The minister was happy to call the CEO of the 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Thursday, 2 December 2021] 

 p6096d-6108a 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas; Hon Pierre Yang; Hon Darren West; Hon Martin Aldridge; Hon Alannah MacTiernan; 

Hon Steve Martin; Hon Wilson Tucker 

 [3] 

Western Australian Farmers Federation a troglodyte for daring to disagree that perhaps 20 per cent of tree planting 
was not the ideal outcome, but she passionately defended the CEO of the Western Australian Farmers Federation 
when he was in favour of the extension of the Agricultural Produce Commission rules into the wheatbelt. The 
minister is happy to pick and choose: “When you agree with me, you’re a good person. When you disagree, you’re 
a troglodyte.” That was absolutely astounding and, again, it reflects the arrogance of the government, which says, 
“We have it all our own way; we are always right. We don’t need to debate this. If you disagree with us, there’s 
something wrong with you.” The definition of a “troglodyte” is a cave-dweller. I can think of a few other definitions. 
We will see how we go. Perhaps it means those who are not open to how the world works. Members of the government 
should look cautiously in the mirror before they start throwing the word “troglodyte” around. I will have to look 
at it sometime. Perhaps it is part of the wording of a union membership in certain circumstances! It is amusing that 
the minister returns to personal insults when someone disagrees with her. That is the behaviour of a government 
that has lost touch with the people whom it is supposed to be supporting. I thought that was a very interesting and 
highly arrogant proposal. 
We are nearly halfway through and I have managed to address only paragraph (a) of a four-part motion. I suspect 
that it might be a difficult process to seek an extension, so we had better progress. 
The PRESIDENT: Indeed, honourable member. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Paragraph (b) notes how hard our farmers are working to bring in the crop—this 
very large crop—at a time when the prices are reasonably good. I think that is pretty much across the board. I noted 
this week that the normal poor cousin of agriculture, the dairy industry, received a price rise for one of its processes 
as well. Therefore, the economic return for all this hard work should see agriculture do reasonably well this year. 
I know that as a state our economic development is, effectively, run by the mining sector. That is the elephant in the 
room—the 400-pound gorilla!—but agriculture continues to make a significant contribution to the economy of 
Western Australia. 
I do not think the government’s failure to reach a proper agreement on Bladin Village reflects poorly on the Minister 
for Agriculture and Food. I think this minister was prepared to go into negotiations with an open mind but was 
stomped on by the Premier of the state and his philosophies around how borders will be managed. As a result of that, 
any good intent of the Minister for Agriculture and Food—we asked questions about this on numerous occasions—
to engage with both the commonwealth and the Northern Territory to see what might be deliverable was crushed 
by the Premier’s agenda, as he wants to sell to the community of Western Australia that he is the great saviour of 
the state and will keep everybody out. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: Can we get a copy of the Constitution? 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: I think the minister was trying to do the right thing. She was hung up by the powerbrokers 
in the Labor Party. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Thank you, President. The powerbrokers of the Labor Party will not let that happen. 
As the Minister for Regional Development, she should be on the Expenditure Review Committee because the 
government is looking at a budget of over a billion dollars. She was pushed out to the side; she cannot get past the 
likes of the Hon Rita Saffiotis of the world, and I think that is a real shame. 
The minister did a bit of work in that I know she focused on Timor–Leste and was kind of dragged kicking and 
screaming to the Pacific Island solution, which she resisted for months. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: I remember the press releases of this time last year when the Premier — 
The PRESIDENT: Order! “Order!” includes everyone. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Thank you, President. I remember this time last year the media statements from the 
Premier and the Minister for Agriculture and Food saying, “We will not facilitate the import of labour to assist; 
they will have to find their labourers internally.” 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: What did they say? They said it on numerous occasions. It was suddenly pointed out 
to them that it did not work. There were not thousands of people seeking to Wander Out Yonder and skip down the 
cherry orchards. It did not function. I guess the minister probably finally managed to shift the Premier a little and 
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there actually was a bit of a Pacific Island solution in place perhaps over the strained bodies and resistance of the 
government. They had to give some ground. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: Pixie land! 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: It is the case that, for the most part, agriculture managed to get through that process; 
it managed to get most of its crop in. We have to note — 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: The minister’s first plan was to say, “When you’ve finished in the Northern Territory, 
we’ll have them.” The first plan was to poach the Northern Territory people. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Thank you, President. I hope my voice lasts for another seven minutes. 
The first plan was to poach people from the Northern Territory and then they absolutely had to come kicking and 
screaming to some arrangement around the labour issue. It needs to be noted that, for the most part, various crops, 
whether they were small crops, large crops or cereal crops, were taken in. We also have to note the number of crops 
that were not planted because the labour force could not be guaranteed. That absolutely occurred. Some crops and 
vegetables were ploughed back in because the farmers could not get labour. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: No, they could not get a market because there was a lack of flights because there was 
a pandemic. The flights that they used to transport produce in the belly of passenger aircraft were not there. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: That was part of it, but that is not an excuse the government can rely on for its lack 
of performance. That is one part of the conversation. For the most part, everybody managed to get their crops in, 
particularly out in the wheatbelt. We are facing a second season with a shortage of workers, not just in the agricultural 
sector. Everyone recognises there is a shortage of workers. Employers cannot get people to brew coffees and deliver 
them. This issue is facing not only the country regions, but also the metropolitan area. That is all true. The farming 
sector is pretty exhausted at this point and is going through the second harvest in a row understaffed. We have 
to try to make sure that there is an adequate supply of workers for the third harvest. I am nervous about the state 
government’s performance of supplying the workforce that will be required in the future, given the standard of its 
performance over the last 18 months. 
Hon Kyle McGinn: You have not even mentioned the issues we have had to face. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: We know that the border is closed because of the pandemic. That is not an excuse 
for a second-rate performance. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: As happened a year ago, the solution that the minister came up with, which she repeated 
last week, is that farmers simply need to pay their staff more. I thought that was a fairly foolish comment a year ago 
with the prices as they were during a normal cropping season. The farmers might get away with it this year while the 
prices are up. The problem is that if farmers set that precedent, what will they do next year? People complain about 
the wages in the farming sector, but a lot of the orchardists I have spoken to are paying $35 an hour for people to pick 
fruit. That is not an insignificant amount. I do not know what people in the wheatbelt are paying tractor drivers, but 
I do not imagine it is much less than that, and I suspect that it is more in some cases, particularly if they are working 
on a header. They will not get a skilled graduate on a $1 million harvester. 
Hon Kyle McGinn interjected. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: There are not many of those floating around in the areas that I work. I think that is 
a dismissive and arrogant position to take. 
Unfortunately, although paragraph (d) of the motion has the most substance to it, I have only three and a half minutes 
to get through it. Paragraph (d) notes — 

the shortfall in regional investment and support hindering the agricultural, forestry and regional development 
sectors, partly due to the substitution … 

The substitution is a racket. This is a substitution racket. It is taking money out of regional development and 
substituting it into the consolidated fund for the payment of normal government activity. This government has 
made a habit of that. That is what it does. This is a substitution racket. 
Several members interjected. 
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The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: I understand that the Premier has banned the word “substitution” in discussions in his 
office. Everyone talks about the substitution. Everyone knows. It is the greatest secret that everyone is talking about. 
Substitution is an active plan of this government, and we are well aware of it. The government is putting expenditure 
back into the consolidated fund. Effectively, the Minister for Regional Development under the McGowan government 
is the minister for substitution and election commitments. The minister wants to leave a legacy and shift agriculture 
in a certain direction. I will give the minister her due. She certainly is not shy or reticent about telling everybody what 
that is, which is fine. I enjoy a robust debate. It might come as a surprise to members to know that I am perfectly happy 
having a somewhat robust debate. I think that it is a good thing. But it must be incredibly galling for the minister to 
know that the finances available to her to support agriculture in whatever direction she thinks it should go are being 
harvested in a substitution racket by her cabinet colleagues to underpin expenditure in other areas. That must be 
incredibly galling. If the minister were on the Expenditure Review Committee, she would probably spend all her time 
in arguments. That may be why the minister was shuffled out to the side. Cabinet does not necessarily want to let the 
minister know exactly how much the portfolio and the minister are being shafted in the process. I have enormous 
sympathy for the minister, because operating under those circumstances must be incredibly galling. The minister 
wants to redesign agriculture in her own image, but she is being starved of the funds to do it by her cabinet colleagues, 
who want to subsidise that money back into Perth. I do understand the frustration that would happen with that. 
Minister, let me say this—President; sorry. I do not know whether that is a promotion or demotion! 
An opposition member: A demotion. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Yes, a demotion. You do a very good job where you are, President. You do not need 
to join the hoi polloi. 
President, let me say this about forestry. The compensation package announced by the government, and I think being 
managed by the Minister for Regional Development, is wholly and utterly inadequate. The $350 million put aside 
for the pine plantation project is fine. But that is pine planation. That is not the hardwood industry that we in the 
south west know and love. Sure, they need to plant pines; that is absolutely fine. That should happen. The government 
is going to have an issue finding all the locations, but it will get there eventually and in 30 years it will be harvesting 
pine. However, the $50 million for the entire hardwood industry is a joke. That industry will be dead in two years. 
In Collie, the government has $100 million out there, and coal will last for another 12 to 15 years. The timber industry 
does not have that long. 
HON DARREN WEST (Agricultural — Parliamentary Secretary) [10.36 am]: I have been a member of this 
Council for a few years now. Today, I really cannot figure out—like the vast majority of Western Australian voters—
what the Liberal–National coalition is all about. I really cannot figure out what is going on with this motion today. 
It is totally nonsensical. It really is difficult to fathom. 
Hon Kyle McGinn: The National–Liberals. 
Hon DARREN WEST: The National–Liberals. I am sorry. 
I have clearly missed something. I do not understand why the opposition would bring a motion like this before the 
house today—I really cannot fathom that—but we will deal with it, as we do with some of the other motions that 
are put forward by the opposition, nonsensical as they may be. 
We know that we have a prospective record grain crop in Western Australia this season. That is a matter of fact. 
It has been a tremendous season right across the grain-growing areas of regional Western Australia, including 
where I live. It is the best ever season we have had in my area of the wheatbelt and through most of the wheatbelt. 
If not for a frost, I think we would be looking at a grain receival this year of 25 million tonnes–plus. I think we 
will still fall between 20 million tonnes and 25 million tonnes, which is well above the record. We have never seen 
20 million tonnes of grain before. It is an amazing effort by our farmers. There are many reasons for this record 
grain crop. Obviously, it has been a fantastic season. It opened early, with good rains right the way through, and with 
a nice soft finish across the state that has meant that all our crops have finished particularly well and our yields 
have been much higher than we could have even dreamed of when we were budgeting at the start of the year. 
That has led to some challenges. It is very difficult to get parts for harvesters at the moment with the worldwide 
shipping delays. The cost of fuel has increased. The cost of fertiliser has gone through the roof. There are a lot of 
challenges before us as a consequence of this good season, generally around supply and demand. The Leader of 
the Opposition is right. Labour has been a challenge for the last two years. I think why that might be is obvious to 
everyone, except the National–Liberal opposition. I am sure the Leader of the Opposition, as a Liberal member, 
would understand the basic economics of supply and demand. There is a shortage of workers. We will need to pay 
our staff more to secure them, because, if we do not, the mining industry will. That one is fairly easy to work out, and 
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I think most farmers understand that. Bladin Village certainly was not the answer. We are not sitting around waiting 
for the federal government to help us out. We are certainly getting on with the job and getting on with the harvest. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: They announced that in August and they still have not even started negotiations with 
the countries. 
Hon DARREN WEST: Indeed. Many challenges are facing the industry. The comment to which I really take 
some exception is in paragraph (a) of the motion — 

… the Minister for Agriculture and Food’s suggestion that yield should be sacrificed for tree planting; 
The opposition is spinning a couple of comments a mile. Nobody genuinely believes that that is the minister’s sole 
view. Of course, I am one of those farmers who looks at gross margin as the number one driver in my business. 
Sometimes, that is not always the highest yield. Yield is a great influence on gross margin, but we are in business not 
to grow as much grain or produce as we can; we are in business to make money. The way to make money is to 
maximise gross margin, and gross margin is not always about the highest yield. Farmers can reach a tipping point 
where they have to spend more than they earn to gain that higher yield. 
As the member pointed out—this is what is nonsensical about this motion—tree planting has been going on for a very 
long time. In fact, tree crops have been established. Some have tried and failed, many of them through the 1980s and 
1990s, but pine and sandalwood trees will continue to be planted. All kinds of tree crops will be grown, from the 
Ord River right down to the south west corner. That will continue. I just do not understand why that link was made. 
There are a few other challenges for the sector, and I have outlined most of those. However, what has happened 
for 150 years in Western Australia is that the agriculture sector has looked those challenges in the eye, stared them 
down and met them, whether through the invention of stump-jump ploughs to handle our soil types, moving to 
different tillage arrangements that suit us better in Western Australia, the discovery that there is a shortage of trace 
elements in our south coast sand plain soils, the advent of chemicals and, now, the advent of new crops that are 
resistant to different chemicals. They are all challenges that we have stared down, faced and met. I remind the 
Leader of the Opposition that despite the industry facing some sort of doom and gloom last year, we received 
a daily record receival tonnage. That occurred without the traditional backpacker labour or traditional workforce 
being available. We found a way. This year, many receival sites have received daily record tonnages. We continue 
to find a way. 
I get a bit tired when this group of wannabe, part-time and failed farmers tells us that the industry is going backwards. 
That is not the lived case. The lived case is that our industry is succeeding and there has never been a better time to 
be involved in agriculture. I think the opposition would be well served to talk up our industry and get around the 
people who are involved in it and work in it. It should talk to Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd, which is doing an 
amazing job. It has a record amount of grain coming its way, despite the labour shortages, and it is finding a way 
to store and handle it. The opposition should talk to our marketers, who are having to fill every shipping slot to get 
as much grain out of the state as they can early in the selling season to maximise the high prices. It should talk to 
the growers and farm workers, transport operators and train drivers. All those people are doing their level best to deal 
with this once-in-a-generation opportunity that this season has given us in the broadacre grain-growing space. We 
will meet it. This harvest will set up many of us for the next few seasons. We know the climate is changing. We 
know there are tough years ahead of us. We know it is not always going to be like this, but we will stare down and 
face those challenges as they come. 
I do not have to defend the Minister for Agriculture and Food; the minister is more than capable of defending 
herself. Her record and legacy will be greater than it will be for probably anyone else in this chamber. Labor has 
a history of having outstanding agriculture ministers, whether it is this agriculture minister, the late Hon Kim Chance 
or the late Hon Ernie Bridge; all have made outstanding contributions. It seems to be that the Labor side of politics 
comes up with these fine agriculture ministers who have some continuity in the role. If we look back at the previous 
government, we see there were four of them, and I do not think many people could name them. They were all very 
junior ministers who made very little contribution, except to cut the agriculture department, talk down our industry 
and do nothing about the challenges that face us. I want to make that very important distinction between our side 
of politics, which is interested in the industry and wants to see it thrive, and especially wants more people to work 
in that sector, and those opposite who talk the talk but cannot walk the walk in government. This is the best agriculture 
minister we have had for a very long time. She looks at things that are not. It is easy to look at traditional farming, 
in the Leader of the Opposition’s words. Is traditional farming horse and one-way ploughs or is traditional farming 
Chamberlain tractors and 24-disc Connor Shea ploughs? What is traditional farming? Farming has evolved over 
many generations to where it is today. Traditional farming is an English farming system. How far back are members 
of the opposition? 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
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Hon DARREN WEST: I do not think members opposite have even made it to the 1960s yet, but we will wait to 
hear more in the fullness of this debate. 
The royalties for regions fund is alive and well and servicing what Western Australian regional people need, 
not necessarily what they want, because we all want sports centres and fancy, quirky things, but we actually need 
roads and water projects. We need all these things that this money is being invested into that is a direct contribution 
from the mining industry. I take some exception. We have all read the Langoulant report. We have all seen what 
can happen when there is no oversight and scrutiny and no action through processes like those of Treasury and the 
Expenditure Review Committee. We have all seen what can happen when public money is just thrown up against 
the wall to gain votes, and that is what we saw under the Barnett government. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: I think the member said that himself. 
Hon DARREN WEST: He did say that himself. The Leader of the Opposition has been quite a strident opponent 
of the royalties for regions program and the Liberal Party itself had a policy that saw it scrapped. Again, I come back 
to my initial point. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon DARREN WEST: I stand here, like the vast majority of voting Western Australians, going, “What is this 
opposition on?” It is the worst opposition there has ever been and it has followed on from the worst government there 
has ever been. I encourage it to keep going on the same trajectory, because it is a joke. I think it owes the people 
of Western Australia better. 
HON MARTIN ALDRIDGE (Agricultural) [10.46 am]: I rise to fully support this wonderful motion moved by 
the honourable Leader of the Opposition. It is always great to do so after hearing from the only taxpayer-subsidised 
farmer in Western Australia, Hon Darren West. 
Hon Darren West: I think you’ll find that we all get some pretty good tax breaks, mate! 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Not as much as Hon Darren West; he gets a full-time salary to be a member of Parliament 
but he is still farming. That is quite the subsidy. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: I might have hit a nerve this morning. Government members are very upset with 
this motion, and I think the reason for that is that it rings true. 
The Leader of the Opposition has set out quite well some of the challenges that the agricultural sector faces. Any 
regional members who have spent any amount of time—it does not need to be a significant amount of time—in the 
last few months at field days and local shows in particular would have got feedback loud and clear, from not just 
farmers, but also the broader agricultural sector, about the number of challenges that they face. Things may have 
gone quiet in the last few weeks and the reason for that is that they are all working flat strap trying to get their crop 
off and to market and dealing with some of the weather and transportation challenges. One of the things we have 
not talked about today is one of the indirect impacts of the lack of train and truck drivers in Western Australia, as 
well as the increasing freight costs that arise from that. Farmers are doing their best in the current conditions with 
what they have got. The workforce issue will remain unaddressed for some time. We now have a transition plan 
that when we hit a 90 per cent vaccination rate, something is going to happen, but we are still not quite sure what that 
something is. Something is going to happen with our border and, hopefully, that will allow for a freer flow of workers 
in particular. Western Australia is still significantly restricted from accessing workers not only from the two most 
populous states, New South Wales and Victoria, but also internationally. As I have said in previous speeches, we 
need only look at some of the Treasury data that was presented as part of the budget, and also in the budget briefing, 
to see the effect on migration of the pandemic and the border arrangements for Australia. 
I heard Hon Darren West trot out the line again that we just need to pay our workers more. I find this quite interesting. 
The government accepts that we have a constrained workforce at the moment. How exactly will paying agricultural 
workers more resolve that? In my mind, all that will do is push the problem somewhere else. I know when I have 
spoken to particularly big industry players in the mining resources sector over the last few months and asked them 
how nervous they were about their workforce, they said, “No, we’ve got no concerns. We’ll just pay them more and 
we’ll attract those workers”. Of course, those big resource companies can do that. The government’s response to the 
agricultural sector’s need for more workers is that it should just pay them more. What is the next industry that is 
going to be impacted? What will happen when we cannot get workers in supermarkets, service stations and other 
parts of the economy? It is a constrained labour market at the moment. It is strange that the government keeps saying 
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that the solution or at least part of the solution is to just pay workers more. I am not sure we have all these people 
sitting around at home waiting to be paid more so that they will go to work. I think that the concept is all wrong. 
I want to talk about the last part of the motion, paragraph (d), which I think speakers so far have not had a chance to 
focus on. Hon Darren West just talked about how proud he is of the government’s delivery of royalties for regions. 
I am not quite sure there is much to be proud of. The government keeps talking, as it did today, about the Langoulant 
report and the debt. The government has not done it for a little while, but for pretty much the last four years it has 
said that we should blame the Liberals and Nationals, blame Colin Barnett or look at the Langoulant report. I think 
it has finally started to take some responsibility for its own failings, although that might be a bit of a stretch. It is not 
quite at that point yet, but at least it is not blaming somebody else at this time. Perhaps it is doing a bit of inward 
reflection and getting to the point where it might admit some of its own failings. 
Let us look at the royalties for regions program. Paragraph (d) of the motion refers to the missed opportunities in the 
agricultural, forestry and regional development sectors due to the substitution of royalties for regions funds. I think 
“substitution” is a very charitable word used by the Leader of the Opposition. I would probably refer to it more as 
legal money laundering, and I will come to that shortly. If we look through the royalties for regions spend set out 
in budget paper No 3, Hon Kyle McGinn will find it interesting. 
Hon Darren West: It is a criminal offence—money laundering. 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: I said that it was legal money laundering. Let us have a look at where some of this 
money is going. Almost $320 million in this budget is going to the delivery of our own school buses. School buses 
are not something new in Western Australia; in fact, we have a parliamentary inquiry looking at school bus services 
at the moment. School bus services have existed for more than a century in Western Australia, but, all of a sudden, 
it is now a requirement that royalties for regions funds our school buses under this Labor government when never 
before have our school buses been funded this way. That is $319.7 million. 
Let us have a look at the country water pricing subsidy. Over the forward estimates, $370.5 million is being used 
to subsidise the Water Corporation. This is where — 
Several members interjected. 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: President. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Cross-chamber conversation can happen outside. 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: This is where my laundering argument comes in. We have a situation whereby, 
effectively, the Labor government is saying that it is a privilege, not a right, for people living outside the metropolitan 
area to receive fresh water or to have their waste taken away; therefore, royalties for regions should fund $370.5 million 
to subsidise that privilege. That is the view of this government. It is interesting, because this view is not even consistent. 
This is why royalties for regions has been completely turned into a slush fund by this government. If we look, we 
see that in 2020–21, the government spent $250 million from the fund, so one-quarter of royalties for regions funds 
in that year, on the water subsidy. Looking across the forward estimates, in 2023–24 it reduces to $43.2 million, and 
in 2024–25 it increases to $117.8 million, so the government is not even consistent. All the government is doing is 
using royalties for regions as a slush fund to ebb and flow from the consolidated account to fulfill the Minister for 
Regional Development’s desire to fund whatever projects she wants to on any given day. This is where laundering 
comes in, because the government is effectively taking royalties for regions money from a special purpose account, 
controlled by an act of Parliament, in a subsidy and giving it to the Water Corporation in the form of a subsidy, 
which then provides a dividend to the government through the consolidated account. Effectively, the government 
is cleaning royalties for regions money—some might say laundering it—through the Water Corporation. Big barrow 
loads of cash are heading down the Terrace, led by the Minister for Regional Development and her parliamentary 
secretary so that they can fund more kilometres of Metronet, car parks in Perth and other government priority projects.  
I heard Hon Darren West say that we all need roads and water projects. How many more roads and water projects 
could be delivered in regional Western Australia if the government was not spending $370 million of royalties for 
regions funds on the Water Corporation over the next four years? Imagine what a difference that would make to 
our road and water infrastructure. I heard the Minister for Regional Development in a debate earlier this week talking 
about the government needing to invest more in common-user infrastructure and to be more proactive in diversifying 
the economy. Well, we could do a much better job, President, if we were not spending in the order of $1.6 billion 
to $1.7 billion over the next four years on plain cost shifting from royalties for regions. 
Hon Kyle McGinn interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Members of this government should hang their heads in shame. 
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HON ALANNAH MacTIERNAN (South West — Minister for Agriculture and Food) [10.56 am]: I really 
welcome this motion. I was a bit sad when there was some suggestion that maybe we would not proceed with it 
because I think this is a great opportunity to talk about some serious issues around farming. I am pretty amazed 
that the Leader of the Opposition is so interested that it appears he is about to leave the chamber. I do not know 
whether this motion was dragged up on the run, but, unfortunately, instead of focusing on some of the incredibly 
important issues that we have to deal with in farming, it is another incoherent miscellany of claptrap! But I am grateful 
that I have been given the opportunity to discuss some of these really critical issues. 
Like Hon Darren West, I have to say that Labor governments are able to do a lot more in agriculture because we are 
not locked into the blue-on-green wars—the bizarrely unproductive positioning that goes on as the opposition parties 
fight and slug it out in the bush, particularly for upper house seats. The Labor Party does not have to do that. We 
do not have to focus on trying to shore up our seats, so we can focus on delivering for people in the agricultural sector. 
I want to talk a little bit about this outrage and the outrageous things that apparently I have been saying. The first 
paragraph of the motion appears to be a reference to a presentation that I gave on carbon farming at the Australian 
Association of Agricultural Consultants forum. The forum had spent a day focusing on the opportunities in carbon 
farming for farmers in Western Australia. How outrageous of me to have actually spoken about those opportunities 
and the advantages that come from strategic tree planting! I cannot grasp why that would be offensive! We were 
talking about many benefits—not only the ability to accumulate carbon credits, but also the very significant advantages 
that come from building biodiversity in the system, such as preventing soil erosion and providing places for pest 
predators to harbour. I have tabled in this house a number of papers that deal with these matters. We were talking 
about a whole series of things. We were talking about the capacity to provide a source for the development of a more 
diverse soil biome and all the advantages that would come from that, which scientific papers are clearly showing. 
A number of scientific papers are even suggesting that we might be able to restore some small water cycles, which 
would be particularly important in the eastern wheatbelt. If we could actually reduce the sentient heat and bring 
back more rainfall because of the scale of plantings, that would be a good thing. I was asked in the commentary, 
“In order to achieve all those things, how much would you need to do?” I said, “Some are suggesting that it could be 
as high as 20 per cent in some areas.” That does not mean that farmers will not be able to do anything with that land—
they could be gaining carbon credits and grazing animals on it.  
There is a plethora of opportunities, but somehow or other we cannot even consider them! Even the president of 
the Western Australian Farmers Federation is quoted in newspaper articles talking about the 600 hectares of strategic 
tree planting that has been done. This is important stuff. Land regeneration and dealing with salinity—all these things 
can happen. The evidence is growing. Whether it will involve five per cent, 10 per cent or, as I said, up to 20 per cent, 
who knows? We do not know. But we are saying that as there is clear evidence to support this, particularly in lower 
rainfall areas, we absolutely need to keep our mind open about these things and to look at the financial benefit that 
could come from doing this. 
The Liberal Party and the Nationals WA might not accept what is happening with climate change, but the market 
has. It is very clear that farmers will have to start accounting for their carbon footprint. We need to work together 
to deal with these issues, and tree planting and carbon sequestration is an obvious part of that solution. There is 
nothing radical about this. We have to deal with this issue. We have to deal with how we address our own carbon 
footprint, because, ultimately, there will be a price on carbon. Markets are already demanding that if anyone goes 
into their zone, they have to account for their carbon footprint. That is already in place in Europe with its carbon 
adjustment mechanism. But the approach of the Liberal and National Parties is to go out there, put on a hat and 
a pair of R.M. Williams boots and do their bloody horse imitations! They think that is what it takes to be a farmer!  
Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! I am struggling to hear the Minister for Regional Development, which does 
not occur very often! There is a lot of noise in the chamber. 
Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: I have been listening to farmers, listening to the science, reading and working 
hard, not just thinking, “I can turn up at the pub on Friday night and have a couple of beers with them and be 
a good bloke, and that’s doing my job.” That is not doing your job. Doing your job is actually about getting yourself 
informed—going out there, listening and learning—and being prepared to have the guts to make decisions. The 
only decision that was made by the previous government in agriculture was to strip the department and contract it; 
“the great contraction”, it was called. During your eight and a half years, you decimated agriculture. 
How can government help agriculture the most? 
Hon Dan Caddy: They are busy with other things! 
Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: They are all busy! They are all off. They have a lot of stuff happening in their 
electorate offices. 
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The important ways that we can assist are in R&D and agronomy. The previous government decided it did not want 
that; it wanted to get out of that and stripped the former Department of Agriculture and Food of all its capability. 
We have worked so hard to get that back and to do that traditional stuff. The first thing on the table when I came in 
as Minister for Agriculture and Food was that I was asked to sign off on selling InterGrain to an eastern states mob, 
and I said, “No, we’re keeping it here.” We kept it here, and it has now turned into a thriving entity that is producing 
new varieties of wheat every season—it is really thriving. We have won back the national oat breeding program. 
What a disgrace it was under your government; even though we are the premier breeders, we lost that, because the 
previous government was not prepared to put any money on the table to have oat breeding. We are developing the 
barley breeding program. 
We have revived the absolutely decimated drylands research station out in Merredin. The previous government 
told it that it was not even allowed to call itself a research station anymore. We got that back up and running as 
a drylands hub. Kununurra was like a morgue under the previous government. The Frank Wise research station is 
now thriving and expanding, and fully occupied. There are entomologists, scientists and technicians. It is the same 
with Carnarvon. When I drove into the Carnarvon research station after the election, I could not believe it. It was 
literally in tatters. We have now invested in it and got some of the leading technology that is really going to equip 
the horticulturalists up there to expand, to test new markets, and to move into new places with their farming. 

We are doing that. We are doing the conventional stuff, we are making it better and we are spending a lot of time 
trying to correct the destruction that the previous government wrought on agriculture. We are listening to smart 
farmers. We are listening to the Wayne Pecks and Brendan Savages at Kulin, to the Dean Ryans at Manjimup and to 
the Hagertys at Beacon. We are listening to them and we are looking at what they are doing. We are backing this up 
with research into these new techniques. If members opposite knew anything about farming, they would know that 
change is always resisted. We understand that. The grandfather of Tim Overheu, one of our soil scientists, was the 
person who first introduced superphosphate into Western Australia. He has shown me letters from people telling 
his grandfather that it would not work and that it was ridiculous. Ten years later, everyone was using it. It was the 
same with no-till farming. It was a decade; there were fights about it. We are not telling people what they have to do, 
but I am telling members that we are absolutely providing options, because many farmers out there understand where 
the markets are going. They understand that there will be increased demand for them to account for their carbon, 
and there will be increased demand to meet environmental, social and governance guidelines generally. CBH already 
segregates 20 per cent of its crop to meet those primary ESG markets. 
I am very proud of the work that we are doing. I do it because I am in awe of the work ethic, determination and 
resilience of our farmers and I want to be there to help take these things forward. I understand how challenging change 
can be. I do not want to be like one of those ministers produced by the other side who did not want to make any of 
the hard decisions and did not want to go without their support; I am prepared to do it. We will get some people, 
particularly ex–chiefs of staff of former Liberal Party ministers, who will be out there taking a pot shot, but I know 
that we have been dealing with it. There is this whole idea that there is some outrage because I have said that profitability 
has to be the key focus and not yield. My aim and my desire is to ensure that the farmers of this state have access 
to good-quality science so that they are not in the thrall of all the large chemical companies that do not provide 
disinterested advice. They absolutely have a role, but we also see the cost of inputs going up. Members opposite 
can get up there and do their traditional thing, but they are not adding any value. I know that we are adding value. 

HON STEVE MARTIN (Agricultural) [11.12 am]: I rise to make a contribution to the excellent motion moved 
by my colleague the Leader of the Opposition, Hon Dr Steve Thomas. In the limited time I have available, I intend 
to concentrate on paragraph (a) of the motion, which — 

notes the prospective record grain crop in Western Australia this season, despite the Minister for 
Agriculture and Food’s suggestion that yield should be sacrificed for tree planting; 

It is good to follow the minister and her remarks. I recently wrote an opinion piece about her comments, and at the 
end I said that I looked forward to the next sermon. I did not have to wait long. I appreciate the minister still has 
fire in her belly for this topic, but I disagree with some of the issues she raised. She talked about her comments on 
the percentage of the wheatbelt and great southern that should perhaps be planted with trees and how agriculture 
could be more sustainable if a variety of things were done around crop pests, and that farmers could avoid spending 
millions on chemicals, evidently, if they took the minister’s advice. I also want to comment on the speech made by 
Hon Darren West, an almost entirely sensible contribution and quite clearly a conversation he did not have with the 
minister before she started talking about the false god of yield. If she had had that conversation with Hon Darren West 
last year, he would have explained what almost no yield looks like. If she had had that conversation with the growers 
at Southern Cross in the Belka valley this year about the false god of yield when they are receiving almost no yield 
after a significant frost event, she would know that there is nothing false about that. Yield is a very good thing. 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas interjected. 
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Hon STEVE MARTIN: It might be; I will get to that. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: Do you actually think that yield at all costs is sacrosanct and profitability is not —  
Hon STEVE MARTIN: I thank the minister for the Dorothy Dixer. I will explain how that looks in the real world. 
I assume because the minister was talking about the false god of yield, she assumes that that is what some farmers 
are doing; that is, they are worshipping yield at all expense. How many of those farmers has the minister met? How 
many of those farmers worship that false god of yield, and under all circumstances that is their only priority? Where 
are those farmers, minister? The minister said those farmers should stop doing that, so I assume they exist. I have 
not met them, but I assume the minister has. The minister is obviously quite welcome to her views on how this 
might work, but if her department assumes that there are these mythical farmers in the wheatbelt and great southern 
worshipping the false god of yield, it is alarming, because it tells us that the minister is out of touch. That is not what 
farmers are doing. I will spend a little bit of time explaining what things actually look like and the informed decisions 
that farmers make. 
In autumn this year, the canola price was sky-high, and we had an early rain. Farmers would have sat down and 
worked out whether they should change their cropping rotations or order more fertiliser because they could grow 
a profitable crop. Of course, depending on where they are in the state, they would work out how risky it would be 
for them to change from a reliable wheat crop to a riskier canola crop. They would have had that conversation with 
their agronomists, their grain marketers and their contractors, and they would have made those informed decisions 
about how much canola they could sell in March to take advantage of a higher price then that may not be so at 
harvest. They would have done all that. They would have worked out that they could probably sell only as much as 
their worst ever canola crop, and if their worst ever canola crop at Mullewa was 300 kilograms a hectare, that would 
be all they could sell in advance. There is a string of decisions they would have made based on those things. Yield 
would have been one, but guessing what your yield looks like in March is about as useful as going to the racetrack. 
Yield is important and drives a few of those decisions, but there is a raft of decisions about rotations. A farmer may 
have had a set rotation, for example, and there would be time in the rotation for canola or not, and they may have 
a legume or a cereal in there. There is a string of decisions, minister, they would make, and, obviously, they would 
hope and pray for a high yield, but that would not be the entire basis of their decision-making. It is almost embarrassing 
to assume that that is what farmers are doing. Hon Darren West made it clear that he is trying to make money. You 
might lose money once or twice, but if you do it for five years in a row, you are not a farmer anymore. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: Can I just make this comment? 
Hon STEVE MARTIN: Briefly, minister. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: This is about whether or not there are often criticisms or concerns about moving to 
a more biologically based system — 
Hon STEVE MARTIN: I will come to that. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: — through which you reduce yield, which may be true, but if your costs are fewer 
and your profitability is greater, surely that is the most important thing. That is what I meant. 
Hon STEVE MARTIN: Possibly, but they are the minister’s words, not mine: “the false god of yield”. Of course, 
if a farmer’s costs are fewer and their profitability is higher, they make more money. That is obvious, but it is 
a complicated set of decisions and farmers do not just make them in March; they make them as the season evolves, 
and they will either spend more on fertiliser if it rains more or spray more if there are pests. They will work out 
whether there is a yield benefit to spraying. It is not a simple “false god of yield” situation. 
I turn to a couple of things in the minister’s remarks. The minister mentioned how farmers are somehow resistant to 
change and how things always move slowly in agriculture, which I thought was extraordinary. The minister referred 
to no-till farming in particular. The no-till farming revolution in Western Australia occurred at breakneck speed. It is 
a complicated and expensive shift that farmers—not the government, not the department—made in record time. 
Farmers made that shift in an entirely short period. They needed entirely new machinery and entirely new work 
practices and management practices to make that happen, and farmers adapted rapidly. In less than a decade, that 
entire shift was made. It is now very rare to find a farmer who is not using that method of cultivation, which has 
seen our yields approach 20 million tonnes this year. 
Like Hon Darren West, I would also like to close on an upbeat and promising note. There is no doubt that we are 
about to see a record harvest in Western Australia. It has been a very kind season. Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd 
is filling up the bins rapidly. I believe that it has received nearly nine and a half million tonnes. The bins are filling 
up by the day. That will contribute to an Australia-wide rise in agricultural production. The value of rural goods 
exported Australia-wide in the September quarter was up 64 per cent compared with the previous September quarter. 
The total value-add of the Australian agricultural industry in that quarter was up 44 per cent on the year before. 
That does not include what is about to roll into the bins in Western Australia. When farmers and the small business 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Thursday, 2 December 2021] 

 p6096d-6108a 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas; Hon Pierre Yang; Hon Darren West; Hon Martin Aldridge; Hon Alannah MacTiernan; 

Hon Steve Martin; Hon Wilson Tucker 

 [12] 

sector have a good season, the good news is that they sometimes have an alarming habit of spending nearly all of 
it straightaway. This time, I hope it goes towards paying back some debt and increasing equity in farms. They have 
a habit of spending at their local machinery dealers, silo manufacturers and businesses in their communities. That 
will flow into the Western Australian economy in the coming year, which is great news for Western Australians. 
I wish all those hardworking farmers the best for the remainder of the harvest. I commend the motion to the house. 
HON WILSON TUCKER (Mining and Pastoral) [11.21 am]: I stand today to speak on this motion. Typically, 
I find that these motions contain some digestible clauses on which both sides of the chamber can agree, and then we 
find some clauses with a Trojan Horse word or phrase slipped in that causes some angst for the other side. Today’s 
motion is quite controversial. I admit that I have quite limited knowledge of the agriculture and forestry sector. That 
is a gap that I will have to close in the next three and a half years, and hopefully it will not take that long. I certainly 
do not have the pedigree of some of the other members in this place. However, I was particularly interested in 
paragraph (d) of this motion and the words “shortfall in regional investment”. Based on those words, I would like 
to share a few personal observations. 
Over the past few months, I have travelled to a number of towns, cities and shires in regional WA, particularly in 
the Mining and Pastoral Region. Recently I went to Karratha. I spoke to people from a number of different companies, 
and stakeholders and residents while I was in Karratha. A few residents approached me and asked whether I had 
been to Port Hedland yet. At the time, I had not, unfortunately. They told me—not quite in these words—to prepare 
myself for the stark contrast between Karratha and Port Hedland. When I visited Port Hedland, it struck me as 
a town that was completely at odds with the wealth that was being funnelled through it. When I was there, I spoke to 
the Mayor of Port Hedland, Peter Carter. Some exciting projects are going ahead in the region, as the Minister for 
Hydrogen Industry can attest. There are certainly opportunities for growth, but growth does not necessarily translate 
to liveability or prosperity for the residents who live in that town. I am not here to pick on Port Hedland; other towns 
and shires in regional WA that produce massive amounts of royalties for this state and, indeed, this country, are 
getting a raw deal. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: Member, are you aware of the investment that we’re putting into Port Hedland in 
terms of the marina and all of the amenity around that? 
Hon WILSON TUCKER: I am aware of some of those, minister. I will get to my final point in a second, which 
is royalties for regions. I thank the member for the segue. I understand that 25 per cent of those royalties are credited 
to the royalties for regions fund, which is great. I do not have a problem with royalties for regions at all. In my opinion, 
it is ideal that the wealth generated by regional WA is invested back into regional WA. Royalties for regions has done 
a great number of things for the regional community in WA. However, I compare this with countries such as Norway. 
Norway’s taxation of oil and gas is in that 50 per cent bracket. Western Australia as a state, and regional WA as 
the economic powerhouse of the state, is certainly getting a raw deal. I will share some statistics with members, 
using Port Hedland as an example. Port Hedland exports tens of millions of tonnes of iron ore every month. The 
Port Hedland port’s supply chain pumped $54.7 billion into WA’s economy in 2018–19 and the port’s supply 
chain economic contribution accounted for 20 per cent of WA’s gross state product in 2018–19. Members would 
not think that today if they visited Port Hedland. They would see a town that is struggling for basic services, similar 
to regional Western Australia’s experience with housing and health care. I acknowledge that there is a lot of history 
with royalties for regions and I plan on speaking on this more in the future. I support royalties for regions as a fund 
for regional WA. It is unfortunate that more funds are not being directed to royalties for regions, but I thank the 
honourable member for moving this motion today. 
HON DR STEVE THOMAS (South West — Leader of the Opposition) [11.26 am] — in reply: I do not often 
get a chance to reply to a motion. I think I should have 10 minutes on the clock for my reply, but there is not a full 
10 minutes left, so that is okay. What a shame. I will recap my earlier contribution. 
This reply will allow me to address some of the issues I did not get time to raise in my original contribution. We 
have had a good discussion around yield versus profit. It was an excellent contribution by Hon Steve Martin, who 
obviously has a vast wealth of experience in this area. It may come as a shock to the government to realise that 
yield and profit are highly related and that it is a critical measure. I think the Minister for Agriculture and Food 
acknowledged that during the debate, so that is a positive thing. She may need to look over those comments and 
attempt to educate the rest of her government on that because it is a highly related issue. Obviously, yield is highly 
related to profit. Some studies suggest that yield and price are probably the two biggest indicators of profit, but 
there is a range of others as well. I know the minister likes to focus on those other bits, but we cannot forget that 
yield and prices are part of that. That is the argument the opposition has tried to put forward. 
I note that once again we had some reflections on the chief executive officer of the Western Australian Farmers 
Federation. I repeat the point that when it is convenient for the government to support the comments he makes, it 
is “for he is a jolly good fellow”, and if he dares to disagree with the agenda of the government, he is a troglodyte. 
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I thought the mention of hats was hilarious, given that the minister had to borrow an akubra for a debate here a year 
or two ago about agricultural issues. Let me reassure the house that my workboots frequently get covered in farm 
produce and, let us say, farm waste. 
Hon Tjorn Sibma: By-products. 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: That is a good word—by-products! For many years in my task as a country veterinarian 
in rural practice, I was quite famous in Donnybrook for taking off my boots before entering a shop. If people saw 
a rather contaminated set of boots outside supermarkets and shops in Donnybrook, they generally knew who was 
inside. Mine are truly properly christened, as is my hat that has been worn for work in the agricultural sector. Just 
before we start trying to have a conversation about which hat we are wearing or talking through, mine is covered with 
the glory of agricultural production in the state of Western Australia. To be honest, that was a pretty brave direction 
to take. Perhaps the minister did not think that one through. 
In the last few minutes, I will refer to paragraph (d) of the motion, which notes the shortfall in regional investment. 
I absolutely congratulate Hon Martin Aldridge on his contribution about the functioning of royalties for regions. It 
was an excellent, very considered and somewhat measured contribution, given what this government has done to the 
royalties for regions debate. He is absolutely right about what I call trans-subsidisation. The Premier abhors the word 
“substitution”. I understand that it has been banned from discussion in his office because it is a very sensitive point. 
It was interesting that in his excellent contribution today, Hon Martin Aldridge talked about the theft of funds from 
royalties for regions to the consolidated fund through the Labor Party’s substitution racket. He mentioned a couple 
of very interesting things, including school buses, which was the last substitution that the government implemented. 
It was millions of dollars, which is still significant. When I was the shadow Minister for Regional Development, 
I gave a commitment before the election that we would reverse that decision—last on, first off. I know that union 
members here will probably understand that. We were going to put the last subsidy that the Labor government took 
from royalties for regions back in. It would have gone back to the funding of the Department of Transport—I forget 
the exact number; let us say $80 million over the estimates—for Metronet projects. Where it mattered, we put our 
money where our mouths were before the election. We said that we would reverse the latest substitution. 
It is even more hilarious because Hon Martin Aldridge raised the issue of substitution in the country water pricing 
scheme, which is critical. He said that for some reason, the Labor Party thinks that regional people owe it something 
because they do not pay an increased price for water. Members need to consider that when the government came to 
power in 2017 and started this theft out of the royalties for regions program—perhaps it was not the fault of Minister 
for Regional Development, but that of the Expenditure Review Committee, the Treasurer and the powerbrokers in 
the Labor Party who orchestrated this to perhaps not necessarily blame the locals—it was significantly more than 
the $300-odd million to which Hon Martin Aldridge referred. It was $250 million a year, so $1 billion over the 
forward estimates, which was a quarter of the royalties for regions fund being trans-subsidised and substituted and 
stolen from regional Western Australia. In the last budget—it only changed in the last budget—the amount dropped 
from $1 billion over the forward estimates to one-third of that. If members read the budget papers, they will see 
that it says that the government has reduced this cross-transfer—it does not say that it has reduced the theft, but 
that is what it was—because there was not enough money left in royalties for regions to pay for Labor’s election 
commitments. If there was ever a definition of the Labor Party using this fund as a slush fund, which is what it is 
doing, that is it. It is not a set amount. It can move this money back and forth at its will and behest to prop up its 
election commitments. It was $250 million a year or 25 per cent of the annual budget of the royalties for regions 
fund—“We cannot change that except if the Labor Party wants to pay for some of its election commitments.” That is 
what happened. I am sure that the Minister for Regional Development would not mind if Labor election commitments 
were funded out of the consolidated fund, but Labor Party powerbrokers will not let that happen. Labor Party 
powerbrokers will make sure that it comes out country people’s pockets. That is what the Labor Party is doing. It is 
an absolute disgrace and the government should be ashamed. 
Motion lapsed, pursuant to standing orders. 
 


	GRAIN CROP — LABOUR SHORTAGES
	Motion
	Point of Order
	Debate Resumed



