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COTTON AGREEMENT, MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 
Statement 

HON JOHN FISCHER (Mining and Pastoral) [5.39 pm]:  I will make some remarks about the Government’s 
non-signing of the memorandum of understanding on the cotton agreement.  I received an e-mail from an Andy 
Chapman of Environs Kimberley, which states - 

We all had a big laugh reading your poetic press release at our celebration drinks. 

EK might be “irresponsible” or “reprehensible”, but WE WON! 

The KLC might be “moribund” and “dysfunctional” but THEY WON! 

To all the 70’s mindset politicians who would laser level the pindan. 

YOU LOST 

I must admit that I accept that with reasonably good humour.  When I sat down and started to think about it, I 
thought that the answer Andy really deserves and what I would like to say to him is that he is wrong and he is a 
mug.  I did not lose anything.  The people who lost are the Aboriginals in the Kimberley who lost the chance to 
build a lifestyle.  Other losers are the Department for Community Development and all the other government 
departments that try to maintain a social issue in the country towns.  The other losers are the people who 
understand what it takes to build an economy for their country.  Andy can probably stick another ring through 
his nose and sit under a tree while contemplating the meaning of life.  The reality is that if our State and, more 
importantly, our people are to prosper, we must have a Government with vision and initiatives.  Unfortunately, 
this Government exhibits neither of those qualities.  I express my very serious concern about the Government’s 
recent announcement involving the cotton industry in the west Kimberley.  I must say that when I heard Clive 
Brown’s decision to not sign the MOU with Western Agricultural Industries, I thought I had gone back in a time 
warp and revisited Mauds Landing all over again.  The decision highlights the reaction of a gutless Government 
that has capitulated to a non-elected and largely unrepresentative group for the sake of short-term electoral gain.  
Obviously, the Government took no notice whatsoever of the survey that was recently authorised in the Broome 
Mall in which 90 per cent of people surveyed supported the continuation of the feasibility study.  The 
environmental, economic, social and employment advantages have been put to this House by none other than the 
Leader of the House, the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries.  Indeed, he spoke of the advantages in 
this House and has been backed publicly at regional meetings by competent officers of the Western Australian 
Department of Agriculture.  I have been advised that the meeting at Fitzroy Crossing was regarded as a huge 
success.  Despite that, the Labor Party Cabinet - I presume it was the Cabinet that overrode the Minister for 
Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries otherwise he deserves a gold Oscar for hypocrisy - overrode the only member 
of the Government who has any idea at all about agriculture.  The Government has cravenly kowtowed to an 
unelected bunch of left-wing activists including Environs Kimberley and the Kimberley Land Council, which 
represents a dwindling minority in the Kimberley.  I want to know how this Government and the Kimberley 
Land Council will explain to Aboriginal people in generations to come why it denied them the chance of true and 
meaningful employment, the opportunity to resurrect their lifestyle from the welfare dependency that is killing 
them and how they stopped their children from being able to compete in this advancing world because they 
chose to play grubby party politics for their own gain.  They have placed that above the future of the children.  
As has been stated by the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries in this House, the cotton project was 
expected to occupy 200 000 hectares at most.  It would have created up to 5 000 jobs.  Environs Kimberley is 
using the excuse of saving the bilbies and the ecology.  I will put that into perspective.  There are 146 000 square 
kilometres of land burnt in the Kimberley every year.  Those figures are from the Fire and Emergency Services 
Authority of Western Australia.  The Pindan country that is looked at for cotton production is minuscule 
compared with that - a maximum of 200 000 hectares against 14.67 million hectares burnt every year.  As has 
been mentioned, the other advantages from the project would have included the revitalisation of the cattle 
industry.  Cotton is a premium source of protein in feed lotting and it could lead to the re-establishment of a 
valuable abattoir in the Kimberley.  In Europe, farmers import cotton bulk to improve the protein levels required 
for both cattle fattening and the dairy industry.  The fact that this Labor Government should replicate its warped 
Mauds Landing thinking and cut the program after a private company has expended $7 million and is within two 
years of completing its feasibility study shows how unreliable the Government is. 

For the member for Kimberley, Carol Martin, to speak against the study is no surprise because her role is merely 
that of a Kimberley Land Council mouthpiece.  To say that the project should not be considered until stage 2 of 
the Ord River irrigation area has been developed is a clear case of ignorance and hypocrisy.  Does Ms Martin not 
understand that it is the totally unrealistic claims by the Greens to allocate over 50 per cent of the Ord River’s 
water to the ocean that has caused severe concern about the long-term viability of the region?  It is the lack of a 
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second viable crop to supplement the sugar industry that has caused further concern.  The very same people who 
have objected to stage 2 of the Ord scheme are now culpable for the Government’s gutless backdown on the 
completion of the feasibility study in the west Kimberley.  For Ms Martin to publicly support two-gene cotton on 
the Ord but campaign against the feasibility study in the west Kimberley says more to explain her position than 
anything else.  Does she not think that good, honest and reliable employment - perhaps up to 1 000 jobs for 
Derby - would not totally revitalise the town and the region?   

The Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries does not appear to swing enough power in his own Labor 
Cabinet to support a project that he has commended in this House.  That makes me think that the issue has been 
evaluated to do nothing more than appease the left-wing malcontents and Greens and gain votes at the expense 
of the electorate.  It will not pass the attention of voters that the Government used retiring minister Clive Brown 
to deliver the setback to the Kimberley.  It is merely another attempt at appeasement.  The reality is that the 
completion of the feasibility study is far too important for a weak and self-serving Government to sweep under 
the table.  I hope there is an opportunity in the near future or through a change of Government for sensible 
debate on this issue so that the northern region of this State can go ahead economically and benefit the people 
who live there. 
 


