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LIVE EXPORT — CONTINUATION 

Motion 

HON JIM CHOWN (Agricultural) [10.22 am] — without notice: I move — 

That this house acknowledges the importance of the live sheep export trade for the economy and rural 
Western Australia and supports the continuation of the trade as it exists today under the exporter supply 
chain assurance system and the Australian Standards for the Export of Livestock. 

This is a significant matter in regional Western Australia. I am sure we are all aware of the circumstances. I am 
more than happy to stand here today and say that my party, the Liberal Party, certainly supports the proposal as 
stated in my motion. I have been assured that the National Party and the crossbench also support the intention of 
this motion. For the benefit of those in the house, I will go through my address in the 20 minutes allotted to me. 
I will briefly outline what the exporter supply chain assurance system entails. This has been in place for a number 
of years. In fact, it is about the control of the supply chain. The exporter has control of all supply chain 
arrangements for livestock transport, management and slaughter. All livestock remain in the supply chain. 
Regarding traceability through the supply chain, the exporter can trace all livestock through that particular process. 
An independent audit of the supply chain in the importing country is also carried out. 

The exporter supply chain assurance system was introduced in July 2011 to enhance animal welfare matters in 
regard to live exports out of the nation. As we are all aware, Canberra—or the minister for agriculture over there—
has the authority to administer the ESCAS provisions, along with the commonwealth Department of Agriculture 
and Water Resources. It gives transparency and accountability to how exported livestock are treated, starting from 
the farm and extending to slaughter in the importing country. It is also a system that can identify where a problem 
exists and address it directly. The ESCAS provisions introduced in July 2011 are the best animal welfare 
requirements in the world. There is no argument about that. These provisions are in place and have been enhanced 
recently by the McCarthy report after footage of an incident that took place on the Awassi Express was shown. 
The McCarthy report was handed down in May this year and is part of the regulatory requirements for all exports 
out of this state and the nation. 

In regard to export requirements, exporters must also comply with the Australian Standards for the Export of 
Livestock and the Australian Maritime Safety Authority’s marine pollution regulations. We are the only country 
out of probably 100 countries to export livestock by sea. We are the only country in the world that has such 
stringent requirements for animal welfare. 

I have spoken to a number of exporters who actually ply their trade of exporting out of this state and they also export 
worldwide. It was quite encouraging to hear from one of the largest exporters about the ESCAS provisions in this 
country. When they apply for a licence, which they have to uphold, they apply voluntarily out of other countries. 
That is the sort of benchmark that we have applied to the trade. If the trade were curtailed for political reasons, 
I can assure members that that benchmark in regard to animal welfare requirements for the export of livestock 
would cease. We would go back to what we had before, which is no regulations and no requirements to uphold 
animal welfare on the high seas, and certainly from farm to wharf and from ship to slaughter in a foreign land. 

Might I also say that the Middle East—that is what we are talking about here today—imports about 10 million 
sheep per annum from all parts of the world. Our trade makes up only about 18 to 20 per cent of that. We are only 
about one-fifth of the actual trade that takes place. A number of countries actually do export into these countries; 
some by land and some by sea. Reading about these other countries that export from the Middle East, they have 
no animal welfare provisions at all. There are documented cases of land transport, for example, in which sheep 
and goats arrive in trucks in extreme heat and a great number of them suffocate. What I am saying here is that this 
trade is not only absolutely essential to the agricultural industry in this state, but it is also absolutely essential in 
demonstrating to countries that have no welfare provisions how it should be carried out. 

Let us go through some numbers. In 2010, about three million sheep were exported out of this nation. Of those, 
0.89 per cent were recorded as dying in transit. That is a pretty high figure. Since the ESCAS provisions 
commenced, death rates have dropped dramatically. In 2014, Western Australia exported about 2.2 million sheep; 
in 2015, it was two million; in 2016, that number was 1.7 million; and last year it was 1.7 million. We have levelled 
out at about 1.7 million. There has been a dramatic decrease in the number of deaths. It has almost halved since 
2010 but the death rate last year was 0.71 per cent. Over the last seven years, the number has declined from 
0.89 per cent. This matter is engaging the public psyche. There has been a lot of talk about how cruel it is. I can 
tell members now that it is not cruel, certainly since the ESCAS provisions were put in place. There have been 
10 commonwealth government and parliamentary reviews to ensure that this trade is complying and adhering to 
animal welfare matters. Yes, there have been a number of issues. The latest, of course, took place on the 
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Awassi Express, which I believe was an isolated incident. Most of these exporters are certainly highly responsible 
individuals, and so they should be. They understand, as we have seen demonstrated, that Emanuel Exports, one of 
our largest exporters, has had its licence pulled by the federal minister. One would hope that in time it will get 
back into this very important trade and comply with the requirements and inspections that need to take place on 
its vessels to ensure that animal welfare is upheld. This country has a long history of live exports. The international 
trade between this state and Mauritius started in 1845. The first live export regulations were implemented in 1926 
and remained unchanged until about 1983. They were enhanced of course, as I have just stated, when we started 
to export millions of sheep from this nation, predominantly from this state. 

Why is this trade so important to regional Western Australia? It is pretty simple: live export wethers achieve 
a premium price. That premium underwrites the price of livestock throughout the state. The recent cessation of the 
trade has virtually caused a $30 drop in prices at the saleyards. In fact, I was talking to a farmer just the other day. 

Hon Darren West: That is nonsense; prices have gone up. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: He had live export wethers for sale. A shipper came up to him and stated that he would buy 
his wethers for $85. Before the trade ceased in May, he was receiving $110 to $115. 

Hon Darren West: You need to tell the truth. That is rubbish. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: I will not take interjections. I am happy to hear support from the government benches on this 
matter but I have limited time. 

One of the matters that has concerned a number of people is heat stress. In the Middle East, the trade has what 
they call wet ports and dry ports. The wet ports are ports where humidity is quite high and the dry ports—I am 
talking about the summer months—are when the humidity is reasonably low. The issue with the McCarthy report, 
a desktop report, is that it embraces all of the Middle East. I believe that the five months of its regulation 
requirements should be curtailed back to the three hottest months of the year because the two months on either 
side of June, July and August are not that hot. The other problem with the McCarthy report is that it embraces 
places such as Turkey. Turkey imported 413 000 sheep last year, predominantly from Western Australia. Turkey 
is not part of the Middle East and its heat provisions are much less than ours, bearing in mind that these vessels 
still sail up the Red Sea through the Suez Canal. For information, Qatar imported 580 000 sheep—a bit over half 
a million. Qatar is considered to be a wet port. Kuwait imported 464 000 sheep. A number of other small ports 
throughout the Middle East take these live exports. Members may not be aware that Sudan is one of the largest 
exporters of livestock to the Middle East; so are Somalia, Jordan and Romania. None of those countries have any 
welfare provisions for the export of their livestock. We do and it is essential that they are maintained. 

We have seen one of our largest exporters from this state stop exporting. It had a licence to export, but there was 
a lot of uncertainty regarding its requirements. That firm will probably come back into the market but its concern 
was the stocking rate under the McCarthy provisions. That firm believes that that stocking rate is too generous. It 
was put to me that that stocking rate is almost double the requirement that they were working under previously 
and it makes the trade uncommercial. Obviously, the fewer animals on a vessel, the less money the firm receives 
et cetera. Why would a firm operate in this industry if it could not make money? What does concern me is that, as 
always in politics when political decisions are made in extreme circumstances, the pendulum has swung too far 
one way and some practicality regarding this matter needs to come back and allow this trade to operate on 
a commercial and profitable basis for the benefit of Western Australian farmers. 
This trade is estimated to be worth about $1.5 billion to agriculture—a large amount of money. This trade employs 
a plethora of people throughout the supply chain, not only the farmer, but also the truck driver, the storekeeper, 
the fuel supplier, the livestock exporter and the sheep handler. Its reach is enormous. I can tell members now that 
livestock transporters out there today have spoken to me on this matter. They have had to put off employees and 
are on the verge of relinquishing some of their heavy vehicles worth up to $1 million and going back to the finance 
company because they have not rolled a wheel in five months. It is a very serious matter. That is on top of the lack 
of underwriting on the price of stock in the saleyards. I am very concerned that at this stage we are not getting 
support from the government on this issue. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: Which government? 
Hon JIM CHOWN: I am talking about the minister’s government. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 
Hon JIM CHOWN: To say that it is not this government’s problem is an absolute cop-out. It shows a lack of 
responsibility by the Minister for Agriculture and Food, who understands completely that the animal welfare 
provisions in this trade are the best in the world. I will repeat that: this is an absolute cop-out. Saying it is someone 
else’s problem is not a responsible attitude. 
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Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 
Hon JIM CHOWN: Quite frankly, I hope that the minister, in her responsibility as Minister for Agriculture and 
Food, has stepped back from her post on Facebook in 2013 where she stated — 

My view is that exporting livestock to the Middle East and Africa from Australia can never be made 
humane—even if all rules were complied, … 

I understand why someone would make that statement, but as Minister for Agriculture and Food, she should 
support a trade that has taken place in this state for at least 30 years. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 
Hon JIM CHOWN: Quite frankly, minister — 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 
Hon JIM CHOWN: I will be happy to hear from the minister in four minutes and 36 seconds. Let me also state 
that in her press release of Wednesday, 22 August 2018, the minister said — 

“Only the McGowan Government has been focused on finding long-term solutions to build resilience in 
the sheep industry; we’re supporting local meat processors 

Seventy per cent of the sheep traded in this state are traded and dealt with internally. Only 30 per cent of the 
livestock traded are exported. To say that we are building resilience in the sheep industry and supporting local 
meat processors, as opposed to supporting the live export trade, is ridiculous. The minister is trying to tell the 
marketplace—the Middle East; the market we supply—that it cannot take live exports; that we prefer to process 
them and send boxed beef there. I have already stated that the Middle East takes 10 million live sheep a year. We 
supply 1.8 million sheep, and the minister is telling the marketplace that her government will no longer support 
live exports and that she will do her absolute best to ensure — 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: We have never said that. 
Hon JIM CHOWN: The minister will get a chance.  
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! You may not have wanted to take interjections, but you are certainly inciting 
interjections and you are yelling. There is no need for anyone to raise their voice in this chamber. 
Hon JIM CHOWN: Thank you, Madam President. I am just referring to the minister’s press release and making 
comments. 
The PRESIDENT: Do it quietly then. 
Hon JIM CHOWN: I quote — 

The McGowan Government is calling on the Federal Government to provide a financial assistance 
package for the Western Australian sheep industry … 

There is another cop-out. A responsible minister, given the vacuum in available exporters over the last five months, 
would be out there talking to exporters. There are exporters who would like to take up the slack caused by the 
cancellation of licences. The minister should be talking to them and saying, “How can we get you back into the 
trade? How can we help you come into this state to export sheep to the Middle East?” They are requirements with 
which the minister must comply—“But we’ll help you get there.” That is the sort of work a responsible minister 
would undertake to support this very responsible trade. That the press release calls on the commonwealth to put 
up a financial package to compensate the lack of trade over the last five months is beyond belief. Even if the 
commonwealth said—it will not—“Here is X millions of dollars”, how would that be distributed? Who would the 
recipients be? Would the local truck driver be part of the process and receive some assistance? Probably not. 
Would the sheep handler or livestock agent be part of it? No. Would the farmer be a recipient? Who knows? Not 
all farmers export live wethers every year; some do and some do not. 
Talking about animal welfare, we are very fortunate that this state is having a really good season. Currently, 
tens of thousands of livestock out there are without a home. If we were having a below-average season or a drought 
like the eastern states is having, we would have a real animal welfare issue on our farms today. Small-minded 
people do not understand these repercussions. To have half a million to a million wethers running around looking 
for feed while ewes are dropping lambs and no feed is available for them is beyond comprehension. That would 
mean that these animals would have to be put down or starve. All farmers are very responsible. They take great 
care of their animals, and I imagine—as they are in the eastern states—they would be sending themselves broke 
trying to feed these animals, in the hope that they would be able to offload them in the marketplace or onto a ship 
at some stage in the future. 
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HON COLIN de GRUSSA (Agricultural) [10.42 am]: I rise to make a contribution on the motion of 
Hon Jim Chown, but I will take a bit of a different tack in talking about this issue. I will talk a little about some of 
the statistics and a bit of the science. According to Mecardo, as Hon Jim Chown said — 

Annually the live … export trade comprises around 30% of the WA sheep and lamb offtake, which is 
a significant proportion of the WA market. 

That is a fact. Mecardo continues — 
Given the price interdependence shown between WA Trade Lamb, WA Mutton and Live Export Wethers, 
the removal of the live export trade would likely lead to price pressures across local WA markets as the 
increased supply of stock no longer being exported live offshore would need to find a home. 

We also know that since 2004—Hon Jim Chown talked a bit about this as well—on average, the mortality rate of 
live sheep exports has been in decline from 0.9 to 0.7 per cent in 2017. This industry is necessary to the local 
agriculture industry, an industry with, on those figures, a 99.3 per cent success rate. Let us put that in perspective. 
The science tells us—the numbers, statistics and facts—that the industry is actually doing pretty well, but is that 
good enough in this day and age for our modern consumer? 
I attended LambEx this year. It was a fantastic conference, with almost 1 000 delegates from across the country—
over half were Western Australian. We learnt a lot about lamb production and other parts of the lamb industry. 
One of the most interesting presentations was from Charlie Arnot from the Center for Food Integrity in the 
United States. The Center for Food Integrity has committed to building trust in food production. 
One of the things that Mr Arnot said, which relates to the science and the numbers we talk about and the 
importance of this industry, was that the research of the Center for Food Integrity had found that confidence in 
today’s food system—that is, shared values—“is three-to-five times more important than competence”; in other 
words, the science, numbers or statistics. Mr Arnot also said that “an increasingly sceptical public doesn’t care 
how much experts know” until they know how much the experts care about what they are doing. For me, that 
highlights the great crisis facing our agriculture industry, one of the symptoms of which is the massive flood of 
opposition to live export. The community needs to have confidence in our industry, and in turn our industry 
needs to build that confidence. 
For example, the Center for Food Integrity talks about its animal care review panel. I quote — 

When undercover video investigations of alleged farm animal abuse occur, CFI’s Animal Care Review 
Panel program is activated to provide the public a balanced assessment. Comprised of recognised animal 
care specialists, the panels include experts such as veterinarians, animal scientists and ethicists who 
provide balanced expert perspectives for food retailers, the livestock and poultry industries, and the 
media. The perspective of these independent experts helps provide unbiased insight for food system 
stakeholders and the press. The process is designed to test the veracity of video investigations and 
demonstrate animal agriculture’s commitment to do what is right. 

I do not think we have any example of that happening in Australia, and we need it. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: So that’s in the US, is it? 
Hon COLIN de GRUSSA: That is in the US. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: And is it a state body or a federal body? 

Hon COLIN de GRUSSA: It is an independent body, funded partly from state and agribusiness. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: Interesting idea. 

Hon COLIN de GRUSSA: The Center for Food Integrity is a very interesting body, along the lines of something 
that I have personally been pushing for for a while, and I will continue to do so because in the modern world the 
agriculture industry needs to find a way to regain the trust that it has lost. It is facing a crisis of trust, perception 
and communication. It is an industry that, although doing good and doing the right things, has not been able 
communicate that to the community. The live export debate is a very pertinent example of that. 

I will refer to a Nuffield report from a fellow 2015 Nuffield scholar, Bernadette Mortensen. Her report is sort of 
centred around planning and urban land use development and its impact on agriculture, but she also discovered 
a couple of very interesting facts that I will talk about a little. She said — 

Agribusiness has a public relations issue which should be taken seriously by the industry as a whole. 
A discerning population is looking for choice, with a nostalgic image of farming which can no longer 
feed them, based on technological advances they do not understand or trust. 

There is the word “trust” again. Bernadette continues — 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Thursday, 13 September 2018] 

 p5763b-5774a 
Hon James Chown; Hon Colin De Grussa; Hon Alannah MacTiernan; Hon Rick Mazza; Hon Diane Evers; Hon 

Colin Tincknell; Hon Aaron Stonehouse; Hon Dr Steve Thomas; Hon Darren West 

 [5] 

An anti-agribusiness movement has arisen which feeds consumers misleading information, and there is 
a mainstream media that celebrates shortcomings and hardships — 

We have seen that — 

rather than achievements and successes. Confidence and trust in agribusiness is needed and this can only 
be achieved through improved communication. 

Again, that is an example of how our industry needs to find a way to unite, perhaps like the Center for Food 
Integrity or other organisations around the world that are trying to do this. Bernadette goes on to say — 

People who do not have a vested interest in agriculture, other than eating … 

That is probably a fairly important interest in agriculture! It is a very good reminder that this primary industry 
exists because we all need to eat. Agriculture is an industry that the world cannot survive without, but it needs to 
gain the trust and support of the communities in which it participates.  I quote — 

People who do not have a vested interest in agriculture, other than eating, generally believe that 
development and intensification leads to poor environment, health and animal welfare outcomes. These 
beliefs are generally unfounded in fact, logic or science, yet are powerful motivators to blocking 
development and disrupting usual practice. 

Again, that highlights the fact that in these debates agriculture must move from just talking about the science and 
saying it has an industry that is legal and acceptable to saying that it needs to be allowed to do what it is doing. In 
this day and age, agriculture needs to demonstrate that it cares about what it is doing and that it is good for the 
community, and it is. The absolute majority of farmers and agricultural producers do the right thing, do a damn 
good job of what they do and are world leaders in what they do. I bang on about this quite often and I will continue 
to do that, because I believe very strongly in this industry, but I also believe that this industry need to step up to 
the plate and improve its public perception, and that will not happen unless the industry puts its hands in its pockets 
and gets on with it. 

In my own Nuffield report from 2014 I talk about a few different examples of models and other nations working 
to build a trust and connection with agriculture in the community. One of the people I met on that journey was 
a journalist, Nathanael Johnson, for an online magazine called Grist. He did a lot of research into GM and the food 
system in general, and his observation was that consumers have become alienated from the food system and that 
GM was more a symbol for the corporatisation and homogenisation of the agriculture industry. The debate is 
actually disconnected from GM and is more about the corporatisation of food production. This is important because 
what Charlie Arnot talked about in his paper at LambEx, about needing to rebuild trust and demonstrating that we 
care about what we do, falls right into that discussion of Nathanael Johnson’s about people being alienated from 
the food system. Agriculture needs to reconnect, agriculture needs to step up to the plate and industries like the 
live export industry, which we are talking about today, will not survive unless this industry does its utmost to 
demonstrate to the community that it is doing the right thing and is continually seeking to improve. I indicate that 
I obviously support the motion, but I want to make the very clear point that the industry still has a lot of work to 
do and cannot rest on its laurels at all. 

HON ALANNAH MacTIERNAN (North Metropolitan — Minister for Agriculture and Food) [10.52 am]: 
I would like to compliment Hon Colin de Grussa. I think that was a very thoughtful contribution. I think he is 
absolutely on the money that we really have an enormous job to do to rebuild the connection between the consumer 
and the producer, and to develop trust. I am certainly going to look in detail at the references that he has given us. 
I think we could potentially get together with Hon Darren West, Hon Colin de Grussa and my good friend over 
there Hon Dr Steve Thomas and really work through these issues and see whether we can come up with a model. 
Maybe that could also be entrenched into that large review of the Animal Welfare Act that we are proposing. There 
is enormously good work to be done. 

What is not a good move is the response we saw from so many people, I would have to say, in the blue team to 
this matter. Having Barnaby Joyce coming over and slamming the people who actually consume the majority of 
food—the majority of the population lives in the city—and saying they were a mob of latte-drinking mung beans 
is completely and utterly unhelpful. I would very much like for Hon Colin de Grussa to speak to the guy in the hat 
and tell him that there is a more intelligent approach. Notwithstanding, we did some calculations—I do not have 
them with me today—on just how much milk is drunk each day by these despised latte drinkers, and they are 
a major driver of the dairy industry in this country. 

Hon Rick Mazza: They are soy lattes, not milk! 
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Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: I tell the member that there are a hell of a lot of people drinking flat whites. 
He can ask Bannister Downs Dairy; he can ask his friend Gina, and she will tell him that that place is doing very 
well, and it is underpinned by the latte drinkers. 

Hon Colin de Grussa has absolutely got this right. He has absolutely nailed what the critical issue is; that is, we 
have to build that trust and we have to have in place systems that are credible. Railing like Don Quixote at 
a windmill, like we saw first up, is not going to achieve that. We want to take this very seriously. 

Our government’s position has been very clear. We are not proposing that the live export industry be shut down. 
We have made it very clear, however, that there has been an absolute failure of the federal government, which 
for some absolutely unknown reason is not getting any of the credit from the opposition side of the house for 
shutting this industry down. The actions under the leadership of Barnaby Joyce to destroy all the architecture 
of animal welfare at a federal level and to give a very clear direction to his agency that there was a “let it rip” 
approach led to the scenes we saw on those five vessels. Those scenes on 60 Minutes apparently came from 
five vessels. That conduct was allowed to flourish by this very clear destruction of the architecture of animal 
welfare and some very clear messages given to that department. Tomorrow, I understand that the current 
Minister for Agriculture and Water Resources, Minister Littleproud, will receive a report from Philip Moss 
about the conduct of his agency under the inspired leadership of the National Party ministers. I think that is 
probably going to be a pretty damning report, and we will see lots and lots of highly questionable conduct being 
examined. Certainly, I do not think it is going to be a glowing endorsement of the administration under the 
current federal government. I think it is really clear for us to understand this and what I was arguing last night 
about the Animal Welfare Amendment Bill; that is, it is absolutely critically important that we enforce this stuff. 
If we do not, it goes horribly pear-shaped and who pays the price? Of course, it has a very substantial impact, 
and will have an impact, on prices. 

Hon Jim Chown’s ability to surprise and not delight just knows no bounds. He knows that the federal government 
did not enforce its own standards and allowed the industry to run rampant and the cowboys to get away with blue 
murder, thereby causing the industry to collapse. When we said that the federal government messed this up for the 
industry and we wanted it to give some money to the farmers of WA, he said that it was a shocking idea. Even for 
Hon Jim Chown, even by the very low bar that we would set for him, that was an extraordinary proposition. The 
point is, member, that to a very large extent, as I have said—and I have said to farmers down in Katanning—this 
is not our gift to give. Ultimately, the level of destruction of public confidence is such that it is likely that at 
a federal level, there will be a phase-out of that industry. I think that is the likely reality. We have to put in place 
a process so that we can survive and thrive whether or not there is a live export industry. We cannot just keep 
railing and saying, “It has to keep going; it has to keep going!” when, unfortunately, the lack of confidence has 
been so profound that it might not be recoverable for sheep exports. 

I am also an avid reader of Sheep Central so I know full well that the reference made by Hon Jim Chown to the 
sheep farmer is Bob Iffler, a well-known sheep farmer. 

Hon Jim Chown: No, it wasn’t at all. 

Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: Okay, it was someone with exactly the same story. That is a coincidence! We 
have to start thinking about the logic. If these various reports find that a few of the operators have been stocking 
sheep to an unacceptable density and they have not been obeying the rules or the rules were not adequate for the 
maintenance of basic welfare of these animals, we are going to have to reduce the stocking density. Once the 
stocking density is reduced, the price will be reduced. To a very large extent, the premium prices that 
Hon Jim Chown was talking about of $115 a head, which is absolutely true—Emanuel Exports was absolutely 
offering that price—are going to come down. Livestock Shipping Services is currently offering around $85 to 
$90 a head in the saleyards and to farmers. That is just logical. It is going to happen. If ships cannot be crammed 
full of sheep because they need a bit more room, farmers are not going to get as much because it will cost more 
per sheep to send them off. 

It just so happens that, at the same time prices per head are lowering, demand for chilled meat—mutton, not just 
lamb—is improving steadily. There is massive growth in the market for chilled meat, including about 
a 300 per cent growth in the market for chilled meat in the Middle East. People in the Middle East go to 
supermarkets and the majority of the population in the Middle East are not Arabic people. In fact, they live in 
camps and get frozen meat. This massive growth in demand for chilled and frozen mutton means that we now have 
a parity price. We are not going to go back to the glory days of Emanuel offering $115 a head because it is not 
going to be able to cram as many sheep onto the ship. Whatever happens, we know that is going to occur. 
I think the federal minister really mishandled this. We tried to work cooperatively with the federal minister. We 
said, “Look, let’s just have a pause for nine or 10 weeks during that critical period, particularly with exports to the 
Middle East.” But he said, “No, I don’t want to do that. I’m going to keep the trade going!” In fact, the trade has 
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collapsed. Because he did not manage that situation properly, he has put in place a five-month summer period 
during which shipping densities will be lower. That is making it very difficult to be financially viable. Perhaps an 
increase in cattle exports might be able to underpin some of those sheep exports. We have been trying to get some 
clarity from the federal minister about what the stocking densities are going to be in the November to May period. 
We see that as a critical turn-off period for Western Australian farmers. It is true that because we have had an 
exceptionally good season, there is plenty of feed out there and plenty of demand, so we do not have such a massive 
need to turn animals off. At the same time, obviously the return from wool is extremely good, but this will not 
always be the case. We understand that, come next year, if El Niño really kicks in, we might have a drier season 
and a bigger problem. 
We really want to work with the industry. We are meeting with my good friends from LSS. We have been telling 
LSS that if it started to export from mid-September—around now—we absolutely support it. Provided, of course, 
it complies with the Australian standards for the export of livestock rules, it will have total support from us. I have 
met with LSS on several occasions and have given our support for the restart of this trade but we have been really 
clear that we have to be serious about enforcing the rules. We are very clear that we have to have a summer pause 
for exports going to the Middle East in high summer. It is the principle that sometimes if you give a little bit, you 
get more in return. Even some live exporters are now acknowledging that it would have been a good idea to 
embrace the idea of a summer pause to get merino sheep out of the extremely hot and humid conditions where it 
is beyond their physiological capacity to thermoregulate. Hon Jim Chown talked about exports from Sudan. If he 
gets out a map, he will be able to see that the Sudan is a lot closer to the Middle East than Australia is, so it takes 
the sheep a lot less time to get there. Overwhelmingly, those sheep are Awassi, not merino. Awassi sheep are much 
better adapted to the heat and, indeed, the sheep grow up in the Sudan, which is pretty hot! So the trauma to those 
sheep in moving from the Sudan to the Middle East is not the same as the sheep coming from the southern ports 
in Australia and going into that high humidity. 
This is a serious issue. We are out there supporting sheep farmers and live exporters who are doing the right thing. 
We look forward to working with sensible people like Hon Colin de Grussa to get a good outcome for our farmers. 
HON RICK MAZZA (Agricultural) [11.07 am]: I must say that I am a bit disappointed that the minister has left 
me out of the Animal Welfare Act review working group. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: Well, I’ll put you in. 
Hon RICK MAZZA: Good idea; pencil me in. Thank you, minister, that is very good. 
I rise to support Hon Jim Chown’s motion that the house acknowledges the importance of the live sheep export 
trade for the economy of rural Western Australia. I think that is a very important point. It may surprise some 
members here that along with sheep and cattle, our largest live export from Western Australia is crayfish, which 
seems to go under the radar a fair bit. We talk a lot about sheep, particularly because of the issues surrounding 
Awassi sheep in the images we saw on 60 Minutes, but there are other live exports. Live export is crucial to 
Western Australia. It has been around since the 1800s, as Hon Jim Chown pointed out, and has an economic 
impact. Australia exported 1.85 million sheep in 2016–17. Of these, 91 per cent were from Western Australia, so 
a huge part of the export trade comes out of Western Australia. It is worth almost quarter of a billion dollars. In 
the same year, Western Australia exported 66.4 million kilograms of sheepmeat worth $366 million, so there is no 
doubt that boxed meat is an important part of the trade as well. I think what gets lost here is that many customers 
in the Middle East do not want chilled, boxed meat. They want live sheep as part of their religious requirements. 
The minister mentioned something about the majority of people in the Middle East not being Middle Eastern; is 
that what she said? 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: Yes. I think you’ll find that in most of those countries—the majority of the population 
in Qatar and the UAE countries, 75 to 80 per cent of the population are immigrant workers from Bangladesh, the 
Philippines and various places like that. 
Hon RICK MAZZA: That is interesting—the majority of people in the Middle East are not Middle Eastern. We 
learn something new every day. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: In those countries that we are exporting to, I think—you don’t think that that is the case? 

Hon RICK MAZZA: I would have thought the Middle East was mainly made up of Middle Eastern people. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: So, you would think that? 
Hon RICK MAZZA: I would think that, yes. Anyway, I will carry on. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: So have you not been there? 
Hon RICK MAZZA: I have not been to the Middle East, no. 
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The PRESIDENT: Members, this is not a discussion across the floor. 
Hon RICK MAZZA: Thank you, Madam President. 
There is a ripple effect when the live export trade is closed. Businesses like stockfeed suppliers are affected. 
Transporters are also affected. When I went to the Dowerin field days a couple of weeks ago, I passed through 
Goomalling, home of the possums, which Hon Darren West calls home, and I saw quite a good-looking stock truck 
for sale. I thought: something is starting to happen already; something is already for sale. These stock trucks are 
coming onto the market as people find there is less work for them transporting stock to the wharves. 
It has been very fortunate for Western Australian agriculture that we have had some very good market indicators. 
Fingers crossed, we are expecting a bumper grain crop this year. Prices will be held up because of the drought 
disaster in the eastern states. That is a good sign. Fat lamb prices have been over $200 a head, so I am sure that 
farmers are quite happy with that, and wool prices, because of the demand from China, have gone through 
$20 a kilogram. If it were not for those factors, the live export trade decline would be absolutely devastating in 
rural Western Australia. It would be crippling, and there would be economic carnage throughout the country. We 
are very lucky that these other commodities have held things up in the country. 
I acknowledge that this is a federally controlled industry. The opposition is right to say that the federal government 
has taken the licence from Emanuel Exports, and it controls this industry. However, the state government has not 
been terribly supportive of the industry. The lobbying of the federal government has been less than helpful and the 
interference and rhetoric about live export has not been particularly helpful either. Emanuel’s licence was 
cancelled, and we know that, but we need to encourage other shippers, such as Livestock Shipping Services Pty Ltd, 
to step up and take a lot of these live export sheep. A lot of the sheep are actually not suitable for processing to 
boxed meat. I have had phone calls from many farmers, who have expressed concern. The sheep they have are 
generally what they term cracker ewes, which are not really suitable for being processed through abattoirs, so their 
way of moving these sheep on is to sell them to the exporters. The concern is: what is to be done with these sheep 
on the farm? Do the farmers have to destroy the sheep on the farm, because they do not have much commercial 
value without the shippers? Some animal welfare issues will arise out of that if we do not ensure that we have 
a good live export market. 
I take on board what the minister has said about the federal government now placing lower stocking densities on 
ships, and as a result the cost of shipping each sheep will rise. That will probably lower the price of sheep by itself, 
but there may come a point at which it becomes uneconomic, and we need to turn our minds to that as well. As 
I mentioned earlier, a lot of farmers have been calling me about this in despair. A lot of farmers have expressed to 
me their confusion about their future. They do not know what to do with the sheep that they will not be able to 
send to processors. There is probably a looming mental health issue that may impact on the country as time goes 
on if we do not do something towards making sure that we are able to maintain these trade links. Along with those 
trade links, many of these farmers are expressing their concern about what will happen with their grain markets. 
There has been commentary in the media about some of the customers in the Middle East saying that if we will 
not send them our sheep, they might reconsider grain purchases. There are many competitors in the world who 
will fill those markets. There is certainly some despair in the country. 
I agree with the motion. I support the motion and I hope that the state government will work towards making sure 
that we have a viable live export industry. Obviously, those who do not do the right thing need to be dealt with, 
and I think that has been happening, but more effort could be put in by the state government in promoting the live 
export trade. Things like exporting hydrogen, regenerative farming and putting a cable into Singapore are really 
pipe dreams that should be put on the backburner, and there should be more concentration on looking after our 
agricultural sector. 
HON DIANE EVERS (South West) [11.15 am]: It is great to start the day with a good, meaty debate. I would 
not mind being a representative of the Greens on the Animal Welfare Act working group. Referring to the motion 
as it stands, I can acknowledge the importance of the live sheep export trade, because every couple of years another 
unfortunate, tragic event comes to light, the community gets up in arms, and we are all reminded that there is 
a problem here. I cannot, however, accept the next part, referring to the way the trade exists today. Why would we 
stop progress? Why would we say that we are doing things fine now, so this is it? Change is good, and if change 
is for the better, let us change and move on. 
I refer to a couple of things that have been said in here today. One rationale that I can never accept is that others 
do it worse, and therefore we are okay. Hon Jim Chown alluded to the fact that, because there are other people 
who do not have the animal standards that we have, we might as well let ours go too. I will never accept something 
like that as a reason. He also mentioned that there is a lot of livestock without a home. All that brought to my mind 
was that a lot of children and other people do not have homes, yet we are not debating that in here. I rarely hear 
Hon Jim Chown speak up for those people. I am really pleased to hear Hon Rick Mazza talking about regenerative 
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farming; that is a real winner. Are people in the Middle East buying the sheep for religious reasons? Maybe a few 
are, but if we look at it, is it not cheaper to buy them live, because we have this market as it is? They find it easier 
to process the sheep there, because they have lower wages. We are really looking at a financial issue here. The 
religious issue has been debunked by many people, and it is not the factor driving this trade. I want to mention 
some of the things that Hon Colin de Grussa said. I absolutely agree with building confidence in the industry. Let 
us do that. Let us pass the Animal Welfare Amendment Bill 2017, which says that that is exactly what we are 
going to do. We need confidence in the industry so that we can continue, and to do that we need to have good 
animal welfare standards, and we have to uphold and enforce them and make sure that the community knows what 
we are doing. 
I return to the question: why stop progress? If Australia could continue to grow the current volumes of processed 
chilled meat, why would we not look into that? As long as I have been here, across political parties, government 
departments and the community, we keep talking about value adding, which will bring money back into the 
regions. I agree—let us do some value adding, so that rather than taking our sheep and trucking them through the 
city to an overcrowded ship to be sent into the hot weather in the Middle East, why not take those sheep and raise 
them for processing rather than export? To some extent, farmers have been raising sheep knowing that the live 
export trade exists. I think farmers are imaginative enough to see that the export trade is diminishing and may 
one day be phased out because of the costs associated with it, and start raising sheep for the chilled meat market. 
Let us get government involvement to make sure that we have abattoirs in local areas, where the sheep are being 
raised, where we could use more jobs and where we want to get people back into the regions, and have those sheep 
processed in our own country. If we were to do this processing here, it would mean jobs. How many truckers do 
we have taking sheep from farms to the port, and probably assisting in the loading of those sheep? Compare that 
with trucking those sheep to a local abattoir. We would have the processing done locally. We would need the 
equipment to build and fit out those abattoirs. We would have the associated industries with the workers living in 
those regional areas, with the families that they bring with them. Sure, we would need less transport. We would 
not need so many trucks going through the city to the port. Rather than live sheep filling three trucks, we could 
probably fit the chilled meat from those sheep into one truck. That makes sense. Then we do not have to keep 
building up the roads in the city to get livestock to the ports. Instead, the trucking interests would be out in the 
regional areas where we have more space, and we would not have to transport the sheep as far; we could be 
transporting them to the local abattoir. 
Hon Rick Mazza interjected. 
Hon DIANE EVERS: I am sure that the transport industry would be able to manage. Change can be and is good. 
We will move on and try new things. Yesterday, I talked at length about community expectations. The community 
is the public, whom we represent. Regardless of whether they drink lattes with soy milk, they are part of our 
community and the public we are here to represent. They care about animal welfare, as do farmers. Not all farmers 
are saying that we must have live exports. A lot of farmers do not put their animals on ships because they know 
what might happen to them. When they sell their sheep, cattle or other animals, a lot of farmers feel concern and 
care for those animals. To lump them all into a group of people who are willing to raise sheep to get them onto 
a ship to get a price for them is unfair to farmers. 
We need to first increase those standards. If that means having the standards on the ships making it so expensive 
that it becomes cheaper to buy chilled meat, that is another win. It is another chance for us to develop the industry 
here and sell our product with that value-adding overseas. We increase the animal welfare standards on those ships 
so that the animals are well looked after. When we make those standards, we enforce those standards and we 
ensure that the animal welfare is what the public is willing to accept. The public wants to eat meat. They know 
that animals are raised and killed. That is part of it, but it does not have to be inhumane. It may be that we enforce 
animal welfare standards in export transport as well as support development in onshore local processing. Again, 
we enforce the animal welfare standards and, as has already happened, the price goes up for transport, so either 
the transporters are going to make less money or the farmers are not going to get as much for their sheep in the 
first instance. Alternatively, it will not happen. That point may come. 
We enforce the animal welfare standards on the export transport. We support the development of onshore local 
processing, because that will bring people to the regions and develop the activity there and create much more 
resilience in the regions. We also assist through government by going overseas and developing those 
opportunities for increasing chilled meat exports. People overseas are changing as well. They are not sitting 
there with their heads stuck in the sand saying that this is how they have always done it so that is how they are 
going to keep doing it. We cannot let the world move on without us. If we do that, we will lose. Others will find 
out that they can get chilled meat because they have developed the processing in their countries. I do not want 
to miss out on that. 
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In the end, if we undertake all these tasks, we might find that our export markets pay a realistic price for the chilled 
meat, our farmers continue to get the good value they have been getting for their sheep and we have that resilience 
built in our communities in our regional areas. It seems a win–win situation for me. I cannot see why we would 
argue against it. 

HON COLIN TINCKNELL (South West) [11.24 am]: I thank all members for their valuable contributions. 
I also support this motion moved during non-government business by Hon Jim Chown. I start off with stating that 
our party, me included, and every farmer that I have ever spoken to in no way condones what happened on the 
Awassi Express. I have not met a farmer yet who would support what went on. However, in saying that, all those 
farmers still want the live sheep trade to continue. I do not believe that a blanket ban on the export of sheep would 
benefit Western Australians. However, I believe that this event could have been avoided and better managed. 
I believe that the industry has to make some adjustments in the future if the trade is to exist. I acknowledge that. 

I support a live industry that complements strengthening our sheep, lamb and wool industry in WA and complies 
with current improved standards and societal expectations. We have to respond to what society is saying and we 
need to improve. However, an industry such as this cannot just close down, because the consequences of that 
would be devastating to many people, including thousands of workers. The industry is taking a long time to build 
up but it is a strong industry. 

I note that New Zealand exports more animals than Australia exports, but they are for breeding purposes. We 
sometimes get caught up in this about the export trade. There is nothing wrong with exporting animals around 
the world. It just needs to be done right. We should realise that the animals that New Zealand sends away are 
for breeding purposes, but, in the end, the purpose does not matter as long as the transport is being done properly 
and humanely. 

In my extensive consultation with the industry, I made note of these comments by farmers. They told me that the 
live export industry provides a market destination for the types of sheep that are optimally produced for wool and 
certain meat products when traditional domestic demand does not exist. The WA sheep industry, despite the record 
prices for lamb and wool, remains slightly less profitable on average than the grains industry, but provides 
diversification, efficient and sustainable land use and employs many thousands of Western Australians.  
Once again, it is not a one-size-fits-all approach. We need diversification and the live sheep trade provides that for 
the farmers. 

The profitability of the live export trade is evidenced by the industry’s “Planfarm Bankwest Benchmarks”. Over 
several years of comprehensive analysis, the largest farm financial benchmarking study in WA, the Mecardo 
report, models that the discontinuation of this trade would reduce prices by around $25 a head of sheep. Farmers 
cannot tolerate losing money. The overall return on investment in agriculture does not allow for this luxury. This 
trade ban would become too hard to sustain and would have massive negative effects on mixed farming systems, 
sustainable land use and financial stability and pose risks within WA agriculture. Many of these enterprises that 
a decade ago failed to diversify and get out of sheep, increased their exposure to the volatile grain yield and are no 
longer in existence today. This is only one of the tools that farmers need. 

As recently as last year, despite good prices over the last four years, the Department of Agriculture and Food 
reported its lowest sheep numbers in 20 years and claimed that the viability to service markets was a significant 
risk. In 2016–17, we produced $826 million worth of wool and $550 million worth of sheepmeat, including live 
exports. In 2018, these prices have increased by 15 to 20 per cent. It is a $1.3 billion to $1.5 billion industry. It is 
growing in value with only 15 per cent of its value in live exports. Please understand that this 15 per cent sets the 
floor price. That 15 per cent going into a valuable growing market instead of selling into the low-value processing 
of mutton meats is the difference between farmers staying in sheep or getting rid of them. This sets that floor price. 
It is a vital part of the mix and we must not forget that. The issue will be what to do with the sheep that are normally 
exported. Crops, particularly barley, at a high price of $360 a tonne, will see crop returns far exceeding sheep 
returns, even at record wool prices. The question will be what happens with these excess sheep. The unusually 
high prices will give the minister some degree of false confidence right now, and the lack of a live export industry 
will have no impact on the WA sheep industry. Saleyard prices for sheep have risen this year largely due to the 
widespread shortage of lamb and finished mutton. We have had a poor pasture season in WA and the knock-on 
effect from the drought in the eastern states has seen a shortage of quality lambs, equating to record prices. Record 
prices are a short-lived thing. If Western Australia were in drought right now, as Hon Jim Chown mentioned, the 
meat market would be in an awful state. 

The PRESIDENT: Member, were you just quoting from a document or are you reading your speech? 

Hon COLIN TINCKNELL: I am quoting from a document, yes. 

The PRESIDENT: Can you advise us where the quote is from? 
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Hon COLIN TINCKNELL: Thank you. As I mentioned before, this is a vital industry — 

The PRESIDENT: Member, can you actually say what you are quoting from? 

Hon COLIN TINCKNELL: Yes. I mentioned that before: the “Planfarm Bankwest Benchmarks”, the Mecardo 
report and I quoted some of the farmers previously. 

What keeps abattoirs open is a diverse trade, an expanding trade, with steady supply throughout the year. Once 
again, we cannot just have one or the other; we need diversity. I have heard some quotes about live sheep and it is 
the wrong thing, but we do not all start walking to work because of one drunk driver who got it wrong. That is 
what has happened. One operator got it wrong and made some terrible mistakes. They did not have a plan B and 
they let the industry down badly. They have been dealt with. The industry needs to always improve. This industry 
is vital to the survival of many farmers and thousands of workers, and it is important to this state. Seventy per cent 
of the live export trade is from WA. We need to ensure that this industry survives and continues to improve its 
performance. The best people to do that are in the industry itself—as the honourable minister mentioned—not 
some latte sipper in West Perth or even in Canberra. The industry has a good record of improving its performance 
over the years. We would like to see that continue. One Nation and the crossbench are fully supportive of this live 
sheep trade, but we in no way condone what we all saw on the TV screen a few months ago. 

HON AARON STONEHOUSE (South Metropolitan) [11.32 am]: I will be very quick. I rise to indicate my 
support for the motion before us. It states — 

That this house acknowledges the importance of the live sheep export trade for the economy and rural 
Western Australia and supports the continuation of the trade as it exists today under the exporter supply 
chain assurance system and the Australian Standards for the Export of Livestock. 

This is an industry that supports thousands of jobs across Western Australia. Australia is the only country that 
operates an exporter supply chain assurance system, monitoring exports all the way from our farms to feedlots and 
abattoirs overseas. If our live exports cease, overseas markets will simply source their live animals from other 
countries where no such animal welfare safeguards operate—countries such as Sudan or Somalia. We can support 
packaged meat here all we like, but what we cannot do is force Qatar, Kuwait or other Middle Eastern countries 
to buy it. Due to cultural practices such as the Islamic Eid al-Adha festival, there will always be a demand for live 
animal imports into those countries. To put an end to live exports, we will have to convince Middle Eastern buyers 
to change their cultural practices. If those opposed to live export are willing to engage in a crusade of cultural 
imperialism, I wish them all the best of luck. In the meantime, if we want to ensure the greatest standard of animal 
welfare, we have an imperative to continue providing live exports and ensure that our exceptionally high standards 
are enforced. As was mentioned previously, I do not think we should engage in the practice of punishing an entire 
industry for the misdeeds of a few, especially when that industry underpins the livelihoods of thousands of people 
in our state. 

The PRESIDENT: I am going to give the call to Hon Dr Steve Thomas and then I will explain why, once he has 
finished. 

HON DR STEVE THOMAS (South West) [11.34 am]: I will be quick, to make sure that Hon Darren West gets 
an opportunity to make some statements. 

I thank members who have contributed. Hon Colin de Grussa, that was a very well thought out contribution. I have 
often wondered why we do not get better coordination amongst the industry. The industry needs to be better 
prepared for the next disaster that comes along. Whether animals are in a paddock or on a ship, disasters happen. 
We put millions of live sheep out every year—in my view a dollar a head on one side just to prepare for the next 
disaster is a pretty reasonable investment. 

In relation to the comments that went across the chamber when Hon Rick Mazza was speaking, if we look at the 
marketplace that Australian sheep go into, people make the assumption that our sheep are going to feed Arab 
princes at a very high price. That is not the case. The minister was largely correct: our sheep that go to export 
generally go to feed the workers in the Middle East, and a lot of those workers come from further in the east—
they come from Asian communities, particularly Pakistan and India et cetera. Our sheep generally go there. 

I want to make this very quick comment, to give Hon Darren West a chance: in my view, this industry will change 
over time. Members who have said that currently the demand in that marketplace is for live sheep are absolutely 
correct. In my view, there will be generational change that takes that to a chilled carcass when the current 
generation, who demand to see it slaughtered in a particular way, pass on. Future generations of Middle Eastern 
children, and their children, will accept a chilled carcass. That is going to take some time. The biggest issue we 
have is maintaining the industry and export until such time as that marketplace changes. I would like to see state 
and federal governments develop a glide path to shift the live industry to a chilled industry. I think that will take 
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a long time. We are talking decades, not years. In the meantime, we can invest foreign aid dollars into those 
countries to lift standards and we can do more in the transport component. 

Bear in mind I was in the other chamber during the period the exporter supply chain assurance system was brought 
in—the export enhancement accreditation scheme. I got many complaints at that time for supporting ESCAS from 
rural producers who did not want an additional burden. If we did not have ESCAS in place right now, we would 
not have a Middle Eastern market. It is important that it remains and it is important, in my view, to prepare for 
a long-term transition. Let us build the glide path back to where it needs to be. There will be a time when chilled 
carcass will take over, and for all the reasons that members have said. That will be a good thing. It cannot be built 
overnight; it will not happen tomorrow. The industry needs to survive in the meantime to underpin, as other 
members have said, the economic marketplace that is the sheep industry in Western Australia. With those 
hopefully rational and brief comments, I will give Hon Darren West the opportunity to also be rational and brief. 
HON DARREN WEST (Agricultural — Parliamentary Secretary) [11.37 am]: I appreciate Hon Dr Steve Thomas 
making time available. It is a bit of a shame that the processes of the house work in such a way that the only  
farmer in this place has to be accommodated by other members to get an opportunity to have a say. What  
Hon Dr Steve Thomas also did was steal much of my thunder! He made two very, very important points that I also 
wanted to raise. 
ESCAS has been the mechanism by which we are still trading today. It was brought in by a federal Labor 
government and opposed vehemently by farmer groups here in Western Australia and across the nation. The 
introduction of that scheme gave the public some confidence that this industry would be run in a reasonable 
manner. Sadly, we had the most appalling federal agriculture minister, Barnaby Joyce, who removed all oversight 
from that scheme and allowed what we saw on television to occur. We were all utterly appalled by that. That has put 
us back in this position. We are very lucky, members. As the only farmer in the Parliament—the only person actually 
directly affected by this motion—we are so lucky to have this brilliant Minister for Agriculture and Food. Although 
Hon Jim Chown’s speech was way off the mark, the words were all researched and read. Hon Colin de Grussa’s 
speech was very good; it was all researched and read. Hon Colin Tincknell’s speech was a good speech; it was all 
researched and read. The minister got up and spoke for 15 minutes off the cuff and absolutely nailed the nuts of 
this motion. I think it was great and that the farming community now has some confidence. It is not all doom and 
gloom, members. We have never seen higher wool prices or higher meat prices. On 31 July this year, lambs sold 
for $200 in Muchea, a state record, and they have sold for more than that since. This pause has lasted significantly 
longer than the Middle Eastern cattle pause. But the industry is powering on because sheep numbers in Australia 
have become so low that supply has exceeded demand for the first time in about 30 years, and it will continue to 
exceed demand. People should have great confidence in the future of the sheep industry here in Western Australia. 
It is inevitable, as Hon Dr Steve Thomas said in the other very good point he made, that this industry will transition 
to chilled—it will happen. New Zealand has not live-exported a sheep since 2003 in the wake of the Cormo Express 
incident. New Zealand made that decision immediately. It is the second biggest lamb exporter in the world, 
exporting slightly less than Australia does, but our combined production dwarfs into insignificance compared with 
that of China. As a world player and exporter, we are significant, but we can make this transition. There are more 
jobs in transitioning to chilled beef. The truck drivers will still need to cart the sheep to an abattoir. They will not 
walk there themselves. The truck drivers will cart chilled carcases in frozen containers to the wharf. They will not 
get there themselves. There will be more jobs in regional Western Australia when we make this transition. I do not 
think the question is if we will transition to chilled; it will be when and how. I think we have the person for the job 
in the Minister for Agriculture and Food. 
Although the opposition is happy to lay the blame on the state Minister for Agriculture and Food, I think the public 
applaud her. She has got this right; she has nailed this. There is a whole lot to add. When I was wool classing in 
1989, there were 180 million sheep in Australia. There is now fewer than 70 million. The intervention in the wool 
market that was a reserve price scheme caused the sheep numbers in Australia to collapse. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: It destroyed the industry. 
Hon DARREN WEST: It did destroy our industry. When I left school, we got six bucks for lambs. As I said the 
other day, they are now selling in the Muchea saleyards for $205. Although I welcome the motion, who knows where 
the continuation of the trade as it exists today will go in the next 20 or 30 years. Markets evolve and, as farmers, 
we will adapt, members. We have been doing that for 150 years and we will continue to do so. I thank the minister 
for her efforts and I thank the member for bringing the motion before the house. But there has never been a better 
time to be involved in agriculture in Western Australia and we can do even more, so let us get on with it. 
Motion lapsed, pursuant to standing orders. 
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