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COMMITTEE REPORTS - CONSIDERATION 
Committee 

The Chairman of Committees (Hon George Cash) in the chair. 

Standing Committee on Environment and Public Affairs - First Report - A Petition into Preventing the Entry and 
Establishment of Cane Toads in Western Australia - Motion 

Resumed from 16 March on the following motion moved by Hon Bruce Donaldson -   
That the report be noted. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  On the last occasion that I spoke, I outlined that we are treating this issue very seriously.  
I also outlined the three different processes to which funds are being applied.  The third of the processes that I 
touched on is the research and development area.  It is in that area that the greatest potential exists.  We need to 
accept the fact that even in those areas in which cane toads have become endemic, there are insufficient human 
and financial resources to deal with the expansion of cane toads by any known conventional means.  This 
naturalised invasive animal has been present in the state of Queensland for many years without any diminution in 
its numbers through the use of conventional control techniques, so it is clear that we will not be able to control it 
if, or when, this species invades Western Australia.  Therefore, we need some new means of handling the pest.  
Biological control is one means of handling this pest.  However, biological control has inherent dangers, so we 
would not want to engage in it without a careful understanding of what the biological control agent actually is. 
Hon Ed Dermer: That is where cane toads came from in the first place. 
Hon KIM CHANCE:  Exactly.  We need to remember that the cane toad came to Queensland as a biological 
control agent.  Therefore, although we have learnt a lot about the damage that such agents can cause, we would 
need to be very sure that the agent itself would not become a problem.  I am particularly concerned that any 
biological control agents that might be introduced might diminish our native frog population, and other wildlife.  
Therefore, we should not confine ourselves to the use of biological control agents.  One area that we should 
consider is attractants.  If animals can be attracted into a given area from a given radius, the process of 
controlling that animal will become immeasurably simpler.  The use of attractants is a relatively new science; in 
fact, I find it surprising that it is as new a science as it is.  Attractants are the other side of the coin to repellents.  
We use repellents frequently for a number of pests.  The simple act of spraying an insect repellent on our face 
when we go fishing, for example, is well understood.  The idea of using a pheromone or similar element that can 
attract a pest into a given area to make the control of that species easier is less understood.  However, it is 
potentially much less harmful to the environment, because the side effects are likely to be considerably less.  
There are a number of known attractants for cane toads, the most obvious being a light source.  Those who are 
familiar with the presence of the animal in infested areas would be familiar with the scenario of the pool of light 
on the back lawn shed by the veranda light and the cane toads sitting in a nice circle at the light-dark interface.  
Presumably, they are not there simply to observe what humans do at night, but rather they are attracted to the 
insects that also come into that light-dark interface.  In the town of Victoria River in the Northern Territory, the 
beer garden of the hotel has a lawn area, which cane toads also like.  They like tightly mown grass; they do not 
like long grass.  There were probably eight cane toads there.  

Hon Robyn McSweeney:  That was a nice place to watch them. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  It was.  I wondered where I could find some cane toads, and then I thought that the beer 
garden would be the obvious place.  In fact, there was some science in that decision.  I was aware that there were 
cane toads in the region.  Victoria River was at that time the very frontier of the invasion of cane toads.  Ten 
kilometres away there were no cane toads at all, while in other areas close by the infestation was quite heavy.  
The first sign I look for is dead cane toads on the roads.  They are not very road-wise animals, and the first 
indication of cane toads is the squashed ones on the road.  There were not very many near the town, but they 
were very prevalent on the road at the station where my wife and I were staying.  There was a permanent 
waterhole and a closely grazed cleared paddock near the homestead.  Where the road went past the homestead, 
toads could be seen crossing the road at night, and there were a lot of dead ones on the road.  Near Victoria River 
itself, however, that was not the case; they were not seen on the roads.  The place to find them was where there 
was a pool of light, which is how I came up with my scientific theory of going to the beer garden, as one does!  
However, the point I am trying to make is that in areas where there are not many cane toads, most if not all of 
them can be attracted with a simple mechanism of a mowed grass area and a light source.  

Hon Paul Llewellyn:  What about signage? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Signage also helps, but we have not quite deciphered the language the cane toads use!  
Hon Paul Llewellyn has said that in jest, but quite possibly the sound of cane toads could be synthesised as an 
attractant.  Light, possibly sound and certainly pheromones play roles as attractants.  Quite a lot of work can be 
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done in that area to either dramatically control the number of cane toads and possibly even eliminate them from 
some areas.  The elimination issue should be considered in relation to isolated areas.  Obviously, we are all 
concerned about the major population centres; that goes without saying.   

I am also concerned that iconic high conservation areas in the Kimberley, particularly water holes, will be 
destroyed by the presence of cane toads.  The experience in western Queensland and more recently in the drier 
parts of the Northern Territory has demonstrated that this happens.  Water holes are rare and special places in the 
desert and they can be totally destroyed by cane toads.  The use of attractants over a fairly limited time could be 
a means of totally eliminating cane toads in a given area.  I have a lot of optimism that that type of total 
elimination is achievable.   

We know there is a fairly high degree of probability that cane toads do not cross the desert to get to those areas; 
people carry them across the desert to those areas.  The areas around a water hole are popular areas for people to 
camp and, without being aware, they bring with them passengers.  Cane toads are quite happy to tuck themselves 
into sleeping bags that are rolled up each morning.  It is a horrible thought, but that is a common way for cane 
toads to be transported.  We use the term “hitchhikers” in discussion on the way in which isolated colonies of 
cane toads actually leapfrog the main front.   

We know we are dealing with two separate issues.  I am less optimistic about the main frontal issues.  The wet in 
the tropics is an awe-inspiring thing.  I said in the context of another debate that recently I was on Camballin 
station.  As members will understand, the Fitzroy River is very nearly in full flood, so much so that the 
crocodiles now live on the Camballin flats.  We flew over the flats in a helicopter and could see crocodiles 
wandering out on those flats.  The river is flowing too strongly and those crocodiles that have not moved 
downriver are wandering around where sorghum used to grow.  Actually, it is quite disturbing.  The wet is a 
huge thing.  It is uncontrollable.  The Fitzroy can be 30 kilometres wide in places.  It is something that people 
who have not seen the extent of the wet simply cannot understand.   

It is very difficult to control an animal with such enormous fecundity as the cane toad.  Cane toad eggs are laid in 
their millions.  A single breeding pair can, by the next year, produce a massive infestation of cane toads.  We 
need to be innovative about this.  I am not suggesting for a moment that we should be in despair about the 
possibility of controlling the spread of cane toads.  However, we need to be realistic that oversimplified ideas 
such as putting up a fence on the Northern Territory-Western Australian border will not stop them.  The fence 
will have to be in five or 10 micron mesh to prevent eggs going through the fence.  The fence will look 
insignificant when a river is running seven metres deep and 10 kilometres wide and at 15 kilometres an hour.  It 
will not look all that impressive.   

We must understand that the spread of cane toads has never been prevented.  Also, we must understand that in 
cane toad epicentres the spread of cane toads has not been brought under control.  It is not to say that that kind of 
control and even local extermination is impossible.  I believe that with the right kind of science and dedication it 
is possible.  If cane toads were to invade major population areas, it would even be possible to reduce the 
numbers to practically zero.  I am sorry if that depresses people, but I think we must understand the threat that 
we are facing.  The state government remains committed to preventing, if it possibly can, the incursion of cane 
toads into Western Australia.  We have been working in conjunction with the Northern Territory government for 
some time now.  My agreement with Northern Territory minister Kon Vatskalis has been mentioned twice in one 
morning in this place.  My agreement was formed at the time the cane toad advance line was about halfway 
through the Northern Territory.  We have been working with the Northern Territory authorities since then, 
particularly in the Victoria River area.  We have learnt a great deal about a pest that we did not know much about 
in Western Australia.  There has been considerable innovation in that process.  We have had tremendous support 
from the community.  I cannot stress too much that the community in the Kimberley and throughout Western 
Australia generally has been enormously focused on helping to do what it can to control the spread of this 
amphibian.  Volunteers have been selflessly and very efficiently working in the Victoria River area, in pretty 
tough conditions sometimes, to add to the wealth of our knowledge about this amphibian. 

Hon ED DERMER:  I rise merely on a matter to which the Minister for Agriculture and Food referred, which 
leads me to consider the nature of the biological control of a pest.  I thought it worth spending a couple of 
minutes of the chamber’s time to share one important consideration in that area.  I understand that the origin of 
the cane toad problem was their introduction into the Queensland cane fields in the hope that they would eat the 
cane beetles that were damaging the cane crop.  This was a very simplistic hope and understanding of biological 
control.  The science of biological control is now better informed than it was when that decision was made.  The 
very unfortunate experience as a result of the introduction of the cane toad has contributed to the science of 
biological control now being better informed.  Basically the problem is this: cane toads were brought into cane 
fields to eat cane beetles, but those introducing them overlooked the fact that cane toads prefer to eat other 
things.  Cane toads also become competitors with native amphibians, which is another of the many problems that 
have arisen as a result of the introduction of cane toads.   
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The principle I want to share with the chamber is one that I understand to be essential for the successful use of 
biological control.  This principle is to make sure that the predator or disease that is being introduced to kill off 
the pest is very specifically targeted at that pest and that pest alone.  If the biological control is very specifically 
targeted, it will be successful in two ways: first, it will kill off the pest that people are aiming to kill; and second, 
when the population of that pest reduces because of the success of the biological control, the introduced 
organism will also have its population diminished because its only available food source is the original pest that 
people were trying to destroy.  If something had been found that ate only cane beetles, the population of the 
introduced species would have reduced at the same time as the cane beetle population was being reduced by the 
effective biological control and there would not have been a problem.  If we were now to look at a biological 
control, if one exists, to attack the cane toad, we would need to be extremely careful to make sure that the only 
possible target for that new control being introduced would be the cane toad itself.  I understand that is a very 
key principle that is now understood by those who consider introducing biological controls, not least as a result 
of the dreadful experience of the introduction of the cane toad. 

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN:  This issue was one of the first the Standing Committee on Environment and 
Public Affairs dealt with when I was a new committee member.  I admit that I came onto that committee with 
other agendas.  I was taken by surprise at the committee’s enthusiasm to deal with cane toads, but I have been 
persuaded that, in fact, there was a really good reason to put our minds to that issue.  Time is of the essence.  For 
example, let us assume that a cane toad front is coming through at a rate of 120 kilometres a year and is moving 
from catchment to catchment, and that it might be between five and 10 years before a successful biological 
control is developed - notwithstanding the fact that the cane toad was itself originally introduced as a biological 
control - that effectively resolves the threat.  The questions that I asked were: what is the economic impact of 
cane toads?  Who has evaluated this?  Who has calculated the impact of cane toads upon the plantation sector or 
upon the pollution of swimming pools and tourist destinations?  Since cane toads prey upon dung beetles, there 
is the possibility that they might also undermine another biological control.  Who has done the economic 
analysis to suggest that it might cost us between $20 million and $100 million a year if the toads enter Western 
Australia? 

The analysis can be reversed.  If time is of the essence, and we can expect to wait five to 10 years for a solution, 
what is it worth investing to stop or even slow down the invasion of cane toads?  If, for example, the economic 
cost to the economy was a mere $20 million a year, over a five-year period it would potentially cost 
$100 million.  That suggests a very good case to continue funding toad control, even if it only slows their 
progress down, because we know that we can calculate the forward costs. 

I do not know what has been done in the Northern Territory and Queensland and how much money Western 
Australia has been contributing to their research programs.  Perhaps the Minister for Agriculture and Food could 
tell us. 
Hon Kim Chance:  Not until we receive advice. 

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN:  Yes.  An economic case could probably be made for Western Australian 
investment into control programs in the Northern Territory and Queensland to move forward on this issue. 

To look further, we know that cane toads are advancing on a front that is possibly 400 to 500 kilometres long 
and that we need some fairly high-order strategic thinking - almost military thinking - to calculate how to slow 
down the advance.  It occurred to me when discussing this in the committee that the nature of the Kimberley 
landscape, with its extremely high biodiversity, is such that if we cannot hold back the advance, we would need 
to consider protection of high-value assets and direct resources accordingly.  I refer to the biodiversity assets in 
key conservation areas that can be protected.  Dieback, for example, is dealt with by identifying and then 
focusing efforts upon that part of the landscape that can be protected in the hope that, in time, biological or novel 
controls can be developed to slow down or push back the front.  

I was taken by surprise at the fervour with which our committee dealt with this matter and I now have more 
respect for the process.  It opened my mind to how important it is to change perspective and acknowledge that 
toads are on their way and it is worth putting time and effort into controlling them.  We need high order strategic 
thinking as well as novel control methods.  We do not know where the solution will come from.  Quite frankly, 
we need further investment.  We need an economic analysis of the threat.  It cannot take too much time; there 
cannot be a 10-year cost-benefit analysis.  A competent economics department at a university could give us a 
cost-benefit analysis in a few weeks or a few months.  We just need a cost analysis, not necessarily a cost-benefit 
analysis.  We need to know what it will cost to fix this problem.  We have the experience of the Northern 
Territory and Queensland to draw on.  Then we can determine the reasonable level of investment needed to 
control the cane toads.  It might be cost effective to slow down their progression rather than just allow them to 
flood into Western Australia.   
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The Greens (WA) are very concerned about the strategic focus on high conservation assets.  The population of 
any predator will peak.  The population will explode onto the biological front.  If we imagine the toads invading 
the landscape, the population will peak ahead of the front.  That is actually the harvesting of the biodiversity.  As 
the cane toad population goes past that front, it will collapse to a lower level.  That is because it has harvested 
the biodiversity and is moving on.  It is worth the investment, firstly, to see whether we can stop that front 
moving; secondly, to protect our principal assets and our social and cultural assets; and, thirdly, to have high 
order strategic thinking, novel actions and a fairly well considered economic analysis. 

Hon LOUISE PRATT:  The petition to prevent the entry and establishment of cane toads in Western Australia 
came before the Parliament in 2005.  It was tabled 19 times and was signed by thousands of people, which 
establishes the significant level of public interest in the cane toad problem.  The petitioners asked the Parliament 
to examine what methods exist or are currently being studied nationally for the containment or eradication of 
cane toads.  They asked the Parliament to investigate all methods of physical restriction of cane toads into WA 
and to make recommendations as to effective short and long-term strategies to prevent cane toads becoming 
established in Western Australia.  To acknowledge the significant level of public interest in this issue, the 
Standing Committee on Environment and Public Affairs sought to test the request of the petitioners and what 
they called for against the kinds of activities being undertaken by the community and by the state government 
and also to reflect on what the federal government had undertaken.  The committee looked at whether the 
community’s concerns being raised by the petitioners were being addressed.  This is one of the more substantial 
reports addressing the concerns of petitioners that was prepared by the committee last year.   

It is worth noting Hon Ed Dermer’s concerns about biological controls and the introduction of future biological 
controls.  Cane toads are native to Central and South America.  Indeed, they are a common pest in many parts of 
the world where they were introduced for reasons similar to the reasons they were introduced into Australia.  
Cane toads were introduced into Queensland in 1935 in an attempt to stop greyback cane beetle damage to cane 
sugar crops.  Of particular concern is the way in which scientific research was conducted at the time of their 
introduction.  Cane toads do not jump very high and cane beetles live at the top of cane sugar; therefore, those 
who introduced the cane toad into Australia did not even conduct a basic level of assessment on the reason for 
introducing such an insidious pest into Australia.  Cane toads reproduce at a rapid rate.  Evidence given to the 
committee of the high reproductive rate of cane toads was staggering.  We are, therefore, aware that the front 
line of cane toads is in the Northern Territory, that the nearest confirmed reporting of a cane toad population is at 
the Victoria River Roadhouse, some 270 kilometres from the Western Australian border, and that it is moving at 
a rate of a few kilometres a year.  However, the cane toad population is believed to have moved along the Robe 
River in the Northern Territory at more than 200 kilometres a year.  As the Minister for Agriculture and Food 
said, they can move at a rapid rate during the wet season but in other circumstances their progress is slower.  
Cane toads have been in Australia for some 70 years and have migrated right through Queensland and across the 
Northern Territory in that time.  On that basis, until we have successful containment and biological controls, we 
pretty much expect that they will make the same kind of progress and follow the same time line across the north 
west and southern parts of Western Australia. 

Prevention of the entry and establishment of cane toads in WA has become an increasing priority for the state 
government of Western Australia, particularly as the population has come closer to our border.  As Hon Paul 
Llewellyn said, it is probably unfortunate that we have not engaged the Northern Territory government a little 
more in assisting with and managing the incursion of cane toads there as a way of investing in preventing their 
entry into Western Australia.  However, I am pleased to say that it is now happening.  In December 2004 the 
state government announced an allocation of $2.5 million to fight the entry of cane toads from the Northern 
Territory into Western Australia.  Of that sum, $500 000 has been provided to the Stop the Toad Foundation for 
an on-the-ground trapping program, and $500 000 to a major community awareness program.  Members will 
appreciate, therefore, on the basis of the news the other day that a cane toad was found in some produce, that 
community awareness will play a major part in preventing cane toads entering Western Australia.  People need 
to know to be vigilant and to look out for cane toads.  Tourists, the transport industry and locals alike need to be 
aware of what a cane toad looks like and what to do if they find one; that is, they should not pick it up with their 
hands but, rather, grab it with a plastic bag.  The safest and kindest way of disposing of a cane toad is to put it in 
a freezer. 

Hon Robyn McSweeney:  Hon Bruce Donaldson has another method, but we will leave that! 

Hon LOUISE PRATT:  The committee also talked about squirting a cane toad with Dettol.  However, some 
animal liberationists are a little concerned about finding kinder ways of disposing of these horrible, insidious 
creatures.  Cane toads are poisoning and causing painful deaths to many other animals, but this is not about tit 
for tat; it is about biological control.  No major on-the-ground effort has been made over the past 70 years to stop 
cane toads moving across state borders.  Efforts to prevent the front line of the cane toads from moving into 
Western Australia are important.  As the Minister for Agriculture and Food highlighted, it is not necessarily 
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about a solution to the problem; in fact, the movement of cane toads into Western Australia is inevitable.  
Nonetheless, our efforts will delay the economic, biological and social impacts of the effect of cane toads while 
we invest in biological controls and the like.   

Although some people have tried to portray a major on-the-ground effort to stop cane toads as some sort of 
nonsense, I am hopeful that a major investment in that type of control will delay the progression of cane toads, 
even if only for a few years, albeit there are no guarantees it will be successful.  In the meantime, that will give 
us time in which we can try to protect our major biodiversity assets, properly analyse the animal species likely to 
be most at risk and examine other cultural and economic issues that can arise from a cane toad invasion.   

I was most impressed with the level of knowledge of cane toads within the Department of Conservation and 
Land Management.  To a large extent, I had thought that the petitioners’ concerns about government activity in 
this area were being met.  A wide range of work is being done on examining existing methods of containing and 
eradicating cane toads.  A big investment is being made in trying to physically restrict their movement and a lot 
of strategic work is being done on effective short and long-term strategies to prevent cane toads becoming 
established in Western Australia.  The committee’s investigation was a really worthwhile exercise.  Although the 
committee did not come up with any new suggestions, it was able to analyse the situation, report the 
community’s concerns and identify the investment by government and the level of community activity.  The 
committee’s work through this petition was rather like an audit on behalf of the community to ensure that 
everything reasonable that should be done is indeed being done to prevent cane toads coming into Western 
Australia. 

Hon KATE DOUST:  Most of the comments I would have liked to make have been covered by Hon Bruce 
Donaldson and the chair of the committee, Hon Louise Pratt.  I thank the Minister for Agriculture and Food for 
his comments since this report has been tabled and during our discussions in the chamber over the past couple of 
weeks.  He raised a few issues that the committee had not thought of.  His comments about attractants, which the 
committee had not covered, were very interesting.  It shows that the government has indeed taken on board the 
committee’s recommendations to look outside the square, if we like, at some solutions to the problem of cane 
toads.   

Although cane toads have been a problem in the country since about the 1930s when they were introduced as a 
solution to another problem, not well thought out at the time, it is very sad that we are now bearing the cost 
attached to them.  We must think outside the square.  The idea of using attractants is very interesting.  I do not 
know how we could mow the grass in the Kakadu National Park and set up some solar lights!  I do not know 
whether Hon Bruce Donaldson referred to the other solution we talked about in the committee, which was raised 
anecdotally by people; namely, the Dettol solution, albeit that is not one that is favoured by the Minister for 
Agriculture and Food. 

The committee covered the full gamut of solutions, some of which were acceptable to only some people.  I had a 
very early introduction to cane toads as a result of living in Queensland at various times in my life.  They are 
repulsive creatures.  Unfortunately, the people of Queensland have accepted them as part of their lifestyle and do 
not seem to get overly upset by them.  I would hate to think that Western Australians would become as 
complacent about cane toads.  Committee members talked about some of the methods that have been employed 
to eradicate them, including some control measures that have become a feature of the sporting lifestyle of 
Queenslanders.  When I lived on a farming property at the back of Ipswich, it was a daily event to see how many 
cane toads we could crush when we drove up the driveway.  Hon Ray Halligan referred to cane toads being used 
for hockey practice.  Other members have referred to the marketing opportunity of cane toads; for example, to be 
used by businessmen as paperweights, or for some interesting party experiences. 

Although we may joke about those things, this is not a very funny issue.  The potential impact upon Western 
Australia’s agriculture industry, other aspects of the economy and our lifestyle is quite disastrous.  Since this 
matter was first raised, an article has appeared in a newspaper with a photograph of the Minister for the 
Environment holding a cane toad that had been introduced into Western Australia via a packaging box.  It was 
discovered in a fruit and vegetable container in Kewdale.  Although we are talking about what is happening in 
the Kimberley, which is important, we must concentrate also on the entry of cane toads into Western Australia 
through the back door in food packaging.  I have worked in the retail industry and am aware that it is common to 
find a snake, a cane toad or a nasty spider in packaging materials.  The creatures creep into the produce before it 
is packed and then travel across the country.  The creatures’ presence remains unknown until the package is 
opened and the creatures are released from the box at the warehouse.  On some occasions a snake, a frog, a cane 
toad or some other creature has been found either on a retailer’s floor or inside the packaging, which has given a 
consumer or retail worker a nasty shock.  We must be diligent about how those items are dealt with.  I do not 
know whether the department will take up that matter with the various warehousing companies regarding their 
processes and practices when they pack items.  They might make use of an X-ray machine to ensure that cane 
toads and other noxious creatures are detected and do not enter other states in packaging. 
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Hon Kim Chance:  Freight terminals, including those in the member’s electorate, are already being targeted as 
biosecurity hot spots for a range of pests.  The European wasp is a particular issue in the member’s electorate.  I 
have seen a European wasp nest not too far from the member’s electoral office.  I thought that might cheer up the 
member! 
Hon KATE DOUST:  I am aware of the presence of the European wasp in Victoria Park, having personally 
experienced its sting.  We must look at those issues.  The unintentional packaging of various creatures is a 
backdoor way for pests to enter the state and to reproduce.  We have already talked about the incredible 
reproduction rate of cane toads, which makes it very difficult to eradicate them.  Hon Paul Llewellyn suggested 
that novel approaches to control methods must be considered, and perhaps he is correct.  Although we have 
talked about the use of Dettol, which is not a method some people are inclined to use because it is considered to 
be cruel, we must consider other alternative chemical methods.  It is a possibility that natural chemicals which 
are expeditious and which do not harm other animals and flora can be used to deal with these creatures.  
Although we are considering the use of long-term biological methods, we must consider also a range of methods 
that could be put in place to not only slow the progress of cane toads, but also eradicate them if possible.  
Perhaps if the Queensland government had been a bit more diligent over the past 70 years, it may not be such a 
great issue.  Although the Northern Territory is now working more closely with the Western Australian 
government, I think it has been a wake-up call for the Northern Territory too, but perhaps it is a bit too late. 
People in Western Australia should perhaps talk to some people who live in Queensland to find out about the 
impact upon lifestyle.  These are revolting creatures to have hanging around the back door.  The Minister for 
Agriculture and Food is right.  In Queensland, when the lights started to go out in the evening, people would find 
these creatures outside the back door, making their hideous noise.  On occasions, if they got into the house, we 
would have to get the cricket bat out to get rid of them, because the potential spit from these creatures is very 
toxic and very dangerous.  I do not think we should take these things for granted.  It is very important that we 
look at a range of options for eradication and prevention.  I believe the government is well and truly on track in 
looking at all the different options.  I was pleased to hear the Minister for Agriculture and Food’s reply over the 
past couple of weeks.  I congratulate him on not only the level of funding that is being put into research and 
prevention, but also the his preparedness to look outside the square at methods that can be employed to delay or 
eradicate these creatures.  I look forward to seeing how that progresses over time, because I believe that this is an 
issue that is not narrowly confined to just farmers or business in this state; it is an issue that the whole 
community of Western Australia will become much more attuned to over time.  I do not think any of us want 
these creatures in our backyards - I certainly do not - and I do not believe farmers want them on their properties.  
We should do everything we can to try to eradicate them.  Therefore, I congratulate the Minister for Agriculture 
and Food on the work he has been doing in that area. 
Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  It is interesting to listen to what is being said about the cane toad and how well the 
government is undertaking whatever it is undertaking at present.  However, I want to put a few thoughts to the 
chamber.  The issue of cane toads appears to have been around for some considerable time.  The 1930s were 
mentioned.  It does not mean that at that time people had a great concern about them, because apparently they 
were introduced to overcome another problem, as were rabbits - the problem with food, boredom and that sort of 
thing - and they themselves have created additional problems. 
As with most issues of this type, the community looks to government for direction.  Today during this debate we 
have been talking about different ways in which this pest may be eradicated.  The Minister for Agriculture and 
Food said that an attractant may very well be one way of achieving that end.  At the time the minister said that, I 
was unsure of exactly where he was coming from inasmuch as I did not know whether this was part of a number 
of strategies that were being developed either by a government agency or by an independent body that the 
government had contracted to look at the issue. 

Hon Kim Chance:  The answer is that the CSIRO is the main recipient of commonwealth funding for the 
specific purpose of that blue-sky-type research. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  That is an august body that has been around for many years, and provided it continues 
to receive the commonwealth funding that it admittedly needs to receive -  

Hon Kim Chance:  I think that most recently the commonwealth has funded the CSIRO with $3 million for that 
purpose. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  I take it that the government of Western Australia is going down the same path of 
looking to the Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation to provide the -  

Hon Kim Chance:  Yes, but our research and development has been more in the trapping area and trying to find 
ways to make traps work better, because if we can make the attractant work, we then must couple that with 
effective, preferably non-human-serviced, trapping technology.  There will then be disposal technology, so there 
are actually a few different components.  
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Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  That I understand.  The issue I am trying to clarify at this point is that at least 
everyone is working together. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Yes, I think so. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  Whatever the state government is doing through its agencies, and the information it 
can provide, is being done in conjunction with the Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research 
Organisation.  I am sure that that is a two-way street; that is, if the agency comes up with something, it will 
provide it to the CSIRO so that the outcome will benefit everyone. 
Hon Kim Chance:  Yes, and probably even stronger than that. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  That sounds very good indeed.  I have heard the comments about some of the 
proposals for eradication, such as Dettol and the like.  The point is that dead is dead, whether it takes two 
seconds or two minutes.  If the issue before us is of such magnitude that we believe that cane toads must be 
eradicated, and because we cannot ship them back whence they came, they have to die.  It is war.  In a war we 
may set parameters, such as those in the Geneva Convention, but they are still reasonably broad.  I am sure that 
any reasonably minded persons would not stand back and wait for the cane toads to arrive on their doorstep in 
Perth because they were concerned about how long it may take them to die if we should spray them with Dettol. 

Hon Kim Chance:  It is certainly a lot kinder than myxomatosis. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  The Minister for Agriculture and Food makes a very good point.  I am glad that the 
minister has been able to clarify that issue for me.  The concern is that the government is working with 
independent specialists - scientists - on this issue.  I accept that there are so many aspects to the problem that it 
may well take some time to solve it.  We need to know about the correct genealogy of the cane toad, its method 
of breeding, its preferred habitat and the like.  We have heard about the mown grass in a beer garden.  We may 
need to set up taverns in north-western Western Australia! 

Hon Kim Chance:  That sounds attractive!  I will go a bit further than that.  We would welcome private sector 
involvement in this as well.  Indeed, the Northern Territory took the lead on that.  It ran a competition for the 
best trap that people could possibly design.  It was an open competition.  Some really good work came out of 
that, which we could not have duplicated through our traditional R&D models.  We will certainly encourage that 
kind of thing to continue as well. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  That sounds very good as well.  I am sure that once the downside of cane toads 
coming onto properties is explained to private enterprises, particularly people on the land, they will be more than 
willing to contribute something, whether it be time, money or resources, towards their eradication.  It is 
obviously an insidious pest.  Other states have found that to be so.  I understand that Western Australia has been 
particularly lucky not to have too many of them here.  I agree with everyone who has spoken on the issue that it 
is pretty obvious that we need to prevent the onward movement of the pest into Western Australia.   
Question put and passed.   
Progress reported, pursuant to standing orders. 

Sitting suspended from 12.59 to 2.00 pm 
 


