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GENETICALLY MODIFIED CROPS FREE AREAS REPEAL BILL 2015 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 18 November 2015. 
HON DARREN WEST (Agricultural) [4.23 pm]: I rise today to speak on behalf of the opposition on the 
Genetically Modified Crops Free Areas Repeal Bill 2015, and to oppose the repeal of this piece of legislation. 
I would really like to know whether anyone on the other side of the house can tell me now who the 
Gene Technology Regulator at the Office of the Gene Technology Regulator is. I am quite sure that no members 
on the other side would know who that person is. I am quite sure that none of them would know that repealing 
this act hands the authority to make decisions about genetically modified crops from the Minister for 
Agriculture and Food in Western Australia to a person the identity of whom I am quite sure members opposite 
do not even know. 
Hon Jim Chown: The current regulator is Dr Jane Cook. 
Hon DARREN WEST: Yes, we spoke before, so Hon Jim Chown would have looked that up in the 15 minutes 
since we spoke, because when we spoke before outside he could not tell me. I am glad he has done the research 
and looked it up. 
Hon Jim Chown: You asked the question and I answered it. What more do you want? 
Hon DARREN WEST: I had spoken to Hon Jim Chown before and given him a heads-up that I was going to 
ask that question. I thank him for doing the research to find out, and of course he is absolutely right. 
Hon Sally Talbot: Did he know when you asked him? 
Hon DARREN WEST: No, he did not know 15 minutes ago when he was asked. That is a very important point. 
I think that is a very, very important point to start the debate on this piece of legislation. This government is 
handing the authority to make important decisions in the best interests of Western Australians about the growth 
and production of genetically modified crops from the Minister for Agriculture and Food, who has been elected 
by the people of Western Australia and appointed to that important role by the elected Premier of the state, to 
someone they do not even know. It is not often that we see that. It is not often that a good government would 
make such a decision and hand over such a vital role of government, such a vital responsibility to the state, to 
agriculture and, just as importantly, to consumers, exporters, and overseas consumers and customers to someone 
they do not even know. That is the first point I would like to make and I will come back to it at different times. 
There have been many people in that role and the fact that members opposite do not even know who it is is 
significant. 
This has been a very poorly handled issue by this Barnett Liberal–National government, going right back to the 
start. I am sure that Dr Jane Cook does a very, very good job, but she is not well known. Hers is not a household 
name in Western Australia among consumers of GM, non-GM, conventional and organic crops. That is the 
person who will have the responsibility of what crops are grown in Western Australia if this act is repealed. 
I will set out the case for why this act should not be repealed. Whichever side of the debate a person is on, 
whether they are pro or anti-GM, I think that most sensible people would agree that the decision on such an 
important matter should be made locally by a Western Australian elected representative of the people, not by 
someone who works in Canberra with a background in general practice. It should be made by someone who has 
knowledge of the agricultural industry and food production in Western Australia, and just as importantly who 
has been appointed and elected by the Western Australian people into the Western Australian Parliament. That is 
the very first point I wish to make and I think it is a very, very important one. That alone should have members 
opposite wondering whether it is such a good idea to hand over such an important authority. It has been a very 
poorly handled issue. We know this government made a bit of a blunder of the whole introduction of genetically 
modified crops into the state of Western Australia. The minister of the day, Terry Redman, allowed the 
commercial production of two crops, one of which was cotton in 2009. Anyone who heard the questions I asked 
Parliament would know that it was grown for one year in the Ord and never before or since. Clearly, it is not 
a financial winner, so that product has been shelved and has not been grown since about 2010 or 2011. Of 
course, the next year the then minister allowed the introduction of commercial production of genetically 
modified canola in Western Australia. 

Canola is an open pollinating plant. It is a member of the brassica family. It is a cousin or a relative, if you like, 
of wild radish. It is related to other brassica crops such as cauliflower, broccoli and the like. There are many, 
many thousands of species of brassica and genetically modified canola is one of those species. For those who are 
not aware, genetic modification can mean the addition or the replacement of a gene with that from any other 
species—from a mosquito or a fish or any other species—into a plant that we then grow in the production 
system. This has been tried over the world for a number of years and the debate rages worldwide about the 
consumer acceptance of genetically modified foods. Once again, it really matters little which side of the debate 
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a person is on; the decision of which foods to be grown and which crops to be produced commercially should be 
made by a Western Australian. There has been a steady increase in the plantings of genetically modified canola 
in Western Australia since 2010. I am interested to see what this year’s planting figures will be. As members 
opposite will know, in the past the price difference between genetically modified canola and conventional canola 
has been in the order of zero and $20 a tonne—generally $10 to $15 a tonne. Over the past 18 months, that 
premium has soared. At different times there have been premiums of up to $78 a tonne. This very day, both 
Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd and Glencore Grain are offering a price difference premium of $50 a tonne for 
non-genetically modified canola. The reason for that is consumers are prepared to pay extra for clean, green 
products. Further on in my remarks I will talk about why that is important. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 2452.] 
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