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KOJARENA SATELLITE GROUND STATION - EXPANDED FUNCTION 
Motion 

Resumed from 19 September on the following motion moved by Hon Giz Watson -  

That this house - 

(1) Notes that the federal government has announced an expanded function of the joint 
US spy satellite ground station at Kojarena near Geraldton. 

(2) Notes that this expanded function will coordinate US military operations in the 
Middle East and Asia, making this the most significant military encroachment into 
Australia since the signing of the Pine Gap Treaty of 1966. 

(3) Condemns the federal government for committing to this expanded function without 
consulting with the people of Western Australia, the City of Geraldton and the 
Premier. 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [11.06 am]:  I was just about to 
conclude my comments yesterday when the debate on this motion was interrupted, so I will do so now.  The 
opposition does not support the motion for the reasons that I have explained.  The motion is worded in terms that 
are less strident and aggressive than previous motions of this nature.  The first two parts simply ask the house to 
note that the “federal government has announced an expanded function” and that this expanded function “will 
coordinate US military operations in the Middle East and Asia”.  Part (3) condemns the federal government for 
not telling anybody about committing to that expansion.  The explanation given by the Leader of the House 
about consultation is proper.  There are times when the federal government will not consult anybody about 
national security matters, which is appropriate.  That is my view no matter what political party is in power.  The 
requirement of the motion to condemn the federal government for doing something that is its constitutional 
responsibility is quite inappropriate.  

I conclude by indicating that I am very comfortable with the United States-Australia alliance.  Long may it 
continue to exist and look after the security interests of Western Australia.  Indeed, as I said yesterday, the price 
of freedom is eternal vigilance.  If we do not remember that, we may find ourselves in a situation in which we 
desperately need support from other parts of the world.   

HON BRIAN ELLIS (Agricultural) [11.08 am]:  With all due respect to Hon Giz Watson, I was under the 
impression that the motion was about the federal government’s failure to consult the local community, the state 
and the Premier.  However, it appears that the real reason for the motion is to attack the alliance between the 
United States and Australia, to blame the US government for all the problems in the world and to state that the 
ground station east of Geraldton is likely to be a attacked by a terrorist group in the future.  Hon Giz Watson 
raised that matter in February this year on ABC news when she said that the Greens (WA) were concerned that 
the station would become a terrorist target.  The real reason behind the motion is to bash the alliance that 
Australia has with the United States; it is not so much about consultation.  It is not unusual, as Hon Norman 
Moore said, for federal governments to not consult anyone about national security matters.  Although some 
people believe that it should consult more widely, I would not expect the federal government to share national 
security matters until a matter is dealt with.  The federal government does not want to release information that 
terrorists can use.   

The expansion of this facility is an addition to the existing satellite communications station, which was built 
between 1988 and 1993.  It is even listed in travel brochures as a tourist attraction.  It is clearly marked with 
signs pointing to a basic lookout nearby where people can glimpse the whole facility.  The new additions will 
comprise only three small buildings that will house electronic infrastructure, a power generator and spare parts.  
Three 18-metre satellite dishes and two small antennae will also be installed, covering an area of around only 
12 000 square metres.  This is only a very small ground station.  To claim that it will be under attack by terrorists 
is farcical.  I am sure that if a suicide bomber had to ask directions to find the ground station, he would be 
struggling to find it, but when he did arrive there with his backpack on, he would probably blow himself up in 
disgust from his disappointment at being misled about the importance of the station. 

The expansion of the Kojarena satellite ground station is a joint undertaking by the governments of Australia and 
the United States of America.  It is part of a US military mobile phone network that will provide Australia’s and 
America’s front-line military units with instant intelligence information, graphics and maps.  The Minister for 
Defence, Dr Brendan Nelson, has already stated that the Australian government will be fully aware of all the 
information that will go through the ground station.  The facility will support not only the operations of the US 
military and its allies, but also Australian troops.  The federal opposition defence spokesman, Joel Fitzgibbon, 
has stated that as a matter of principle and national security, Labor supports this proposal.  Today the US 
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exercises an unmatched ability to project power around the world to the not inconsiderable advantage of its 
allies.  Should assistance be required, our alliance with the US is unmeasurable and enhances the capabilities of 
Australia’s defence forces.  The estimated cost of replicating the defence capabilities that Australia enjoys as a 
by-product of the close ties it has with the US military could be as high has $7 billion a year.  Our alliance with 
the US also affords Australia access to crucial intelligence from around the globe.  There are already joint 
facilities in Australia, as we all know, at Pine Gap in the Northern Territory, the Harold E. Holt naval 
communications station at Exmouth and the joint geological and geophysical research station near Alice Springs.  
The Pine Gap facility is a satellite ground station and its function is to collect intelligence data that supports the 
national security of both Australia and the United States.  Intelligence collected at Pine Gap makes an important 
contribution to the verification of arms control and disarmament agreements.  I note that Hon Giz Watson 
pointed out that she took great delight in attending a protest at Pine Gap.  I might be missing out on something.  
It seemed quite an occasion.  From memory, it was quite a social occasion, with the banging of drums and a lot 
of dancing and singing. 

Hon Giz Watson:  Which one are you talking about?  There has been more than one. 

Hon BRIAN ELLIS:  It was obviously a big one because it made an impression.  The protesters ended up 
pushing over fences and attacking guards. 

Hon Giz Watson:  That is not the one I was at. 

Hon BRIAN ELLIS:  Maybe that is just as well.  Some people forget the importance of the Australia-US 
alliance for Australia’s security.  The Harold E. Holt communications station passes messages between Australia 
and the US command centres and their respective ships and submarines in the Indian Ocean and the western 
Pacific Ocean.  It became a joint facility in 1974, and since May 1999 it has operated as an Australian facility to 
which the US has full access.  The geological and geophysical research station is a seismic monitoring station 
that was originally established to monitor nuclear explosions during the Cold War.  It still monitors such 
explosions as part of the international monitoring system of the Comprehensive Nuclear Test-Ban Treaty, and it 
also monitors earthquakes, which provides very important information to the world.  These facilities that are 
constantly knocked by the Greens (WA) are important for more than just the security of Australia, because they 
provide information, such as earthquake monitoring, to other countries.  The Geraldton station will be no 
different from the other stations and will assist in maintaining Australia’s security.  There are many potential 
terrorism targets in Australia, none of which have been attacked as yet.  Even the Fremantle harbour is probably 
a bigger terrorism target than the Kojarena ground station. 

On 19 February 2007, Curtin University’s strategic affairs analyst, Dr Muraviev, said in The Geraldton 
Guardian - 

“Terrorists these days - the trends over the past three or four years have shown - seek opportunistic 
attacks, where there are easy targets, maximum casualties and maximum exposure. 

“So in this respect striking an isolated communications base is not likely. 

“The addition of a military facility such as this will not enhance Geraldton as a terrorist target . . . and 
this should not be turned into a political issue.” 

Hon Giz Watson quoted Dr Philip Dorling but did not quote all of what he is reported to have said in The 
Geraldton Guardian on 19 February 2007. 

Hon Giz Watson interjected. 

Hon BRIAN ELLIS:  The member mentioned his name, though. 

Hon Giz Watson:  I was quoting from The Age. 

Hon BRIAN ELLIS:  I will enlighten the member about what he said.  He said - 

. . . while any facility of this kind came with “a certain amount of risk”, the real threat to the Geraldton 
community was slight. 

. . .  

“But is Geraldton likely to be targeted by terrorists?  No, not likely.” 

Hon Giz Watson:  I did not say Geraldton was likely to be targeted. 

Hon BRIAN ELLIS:  The member said that the facility was likely to be. 

Hon Giz Watson:  Yes. 

Hon BRIAN ELLIS:  It is only 30 kilometres away from Geraldton.  The article continues - 
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Dr Dorling said any terrorists - either within or outside of the country - intent on attacking Australia 
would look to more accessible and less isolated targets. 

“This is a US military facility, so yes, there is some risk associated with that.  But is the risk high?  No,” 
he said. 

All the comments of the analysts about this facility point out that the likelihood of a terrorism attack on such a 
small facility that is of little significance is highly unlikely.  Hon Giz Watson said that the Australian 
government has an obsession with an alliance with the USA, but it seems that she is the one with the obsession 
with the United States of America.  She is out of touch with Australian opinion, as a survey conducted by the 
Lowy Institute for International Policy in 2005 and 2006 has found.  More than 90 per cent of Australians 
regarded the alliance as significant to Australia’s security.  Although I defend the member’s right to have an 
opinion, the Greens share the minority opinion that the alliance is detrimental to Australia’s security.  More than 
90 per cent of the population, who decide on our careers, have a far better grasp of the importance of this alliance 
and of these facilities than the Greens.  I do not know what the honourable member proposes we should do if, 
God forbid, we suffer a serious terrorist attack.  If it occurs, we cannot rely on the United Nations to intervene, as 
has been shown in other world events.  In many cases, Americans have been called upon to intervene.  
Hon Giz Watson:  Called upon by whom? 
Hon BRIAN ELLIS:  The democratic countries of the world.  
Hon Giz Watson:  Like Iraq? 
Hon BRIAN ELLIS:  Like Iraq at the time, but there were other reasons the Americans went in at that time.  
Hon Giz Watson:  I think weapons of mass destruction was the reason. 
Hon BRIAN ELLIS:  I admit that, in the end, weapons of mass destruction were not found, but that is another 
issue. 
If we suffer a terrorist attack, what do we do?  Do we sit down over a cup of tea and discuss it with them around 
the table?  I can assure the member that when the dust settles that cup of tea will have to be very strong to sort 
out the problems afterwards if we do not have alliances with neighbouring nations, particularly the United States 
of America.  On our own, we would be battling to defend ourselves.  Our alliance with America is more than just 
a mere expression of solidarity between democracies.  It serves our vital interests by acting to deter potential 
aggressors from exploiting our relative military weakness.  I urge the house to vote against this motion, as it has 
nothing to do with consultation and more to do with the bashing of the alliance with America, and attacking our 
national security. 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [11.22 am]:  I will make some comments in response to some of 
the contributions to this debate.  I thank members for their contributions.  The Leader of the Opposition made the 
point, and I thank him for doing so, that this motion is deliberately worded in moderate tones, in simply noting 
the announcement.  When I spoke about this motion initially, I raised two key points.  The first is that a matter 
such as this has significance to Western Australians, and is therefore of interest to the Parliament and elected 
representatives in Western Australia.  We cannot pretend that we can easily separate decisions made at a federal 
level from local matters that affect Western Australians.  Secondly, the motion is about condemning the federal 
government for committing to this expansion without consulting the people of Western Australia, the City of 
Geraldton and the Premier.  The Leader of the House acknowledged, in his appeasement speech to the US, that it 
would have been nice if some consultation had taken place.  At least there is some support for the notion that, 
whatever we understand to be the formal legal powers of the federal government to act - I am not questioning 
that the federal government has those powers; it clearly does - it is extraordinary that such an announcement 
could have been made without even having the courtesy to inform the Premier that it was to be made.  When I 
asked whether the Premier was aware of this expansion in the Kojarena facility, the answer was no.  That is the 
reason this motion is relevant. 

I listened to comments from members opposite about the degree to which this facility, with its enhanced 
capacity, will be a terrorist target.  This is not a view that is held only by the Greens.  The article I quoted from 
was published in The Age.  It indicated that the increased capacity of the facility would lead to an increase in the 
likelihood of the base becoming a terrorist target.  I agree that terrorist activities internationally have been 
targeting civilian populations.  That is outrageous, and I totally oppose it and find it abhorrent, like everybody 
else.  However, I think we kid ourselves if we think that other facilities are not also of interest to terrorists.  The 
reality is that, once this facility with its enhanced capacity is operational, it will be of fundamental importance to 
military activities by the United States in the Asia-Pacific region.  That is the reason the Americans want to do it.  
I find it rather amusing that members are suggesting that, just because it is only the size of two rugby fields, that 
somehow makes it less dangerous.  By analogy, a radioactive fuel rod from a nuclear power station is about the 
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size of a pencil, or a bit thinner.  It is very small, but if it is held in the hand for more than 30 seconds it inflicts a 
terminal dose of radiation.  I do not think size is everything.  

Hon Barry House:  Do you want that sort of stuff to be in the hands of the terrorists? 

Hon GIZ WATSON:  Of course not.  I do not quite get the connection.  Basically, I am saying that it is 
ridiculous to argue that because a facility is relatively small it is relatively innocuous.  The fact that the base 
occupies the area of only a couple of football pitches does not detract from the fact that it is dangerous. 

I direct this comment back to the Leader of the House, because he reiterated some information that is on the 
public record about this facility.  I wonder if the leader is also aware that this facility, when it is operational with 
its expanded capacity, and even currently, intercepts millions of messages every day, and 80 per cent of the 
messages intercepted are sent automatically to the Central Intelligence Agency and the National Security Agency 
in the USA without ever being seen or read by Australians.  We paint a picture of this being a joint facility, but I 
defy any member to contradict the claim that 80 per cent of the information intercepted by an extraordinarily 
sophisticated system is sent straight to the USA without being read by Australians.  It is a mobile 
communications monitoring station that intercepts millions of messages every hour.  There is a system of 
decoding those messages using keywords and that information is automatically sent directly to the CIA and the 
NSA without anybody in Australia seeing it.  There is this notion that we are in this cosy deal whereby we get 
information from the US.  We get the information that the Americans choose to give us.  We are being totally 
naive if we think otherwise.  If any member wants to get up in this place and provide evidence contradicting that, 
I would be very happy to hear it. 

Hon Anthony Fels:  Can you give the evidence that proves that? 

Hon GIZ WATSON:  I will work on it.  I do not have the documents with me, so I cannot tell the member 
where that reference comes from.  

Hon Anthony Fels:  It would be hard to prove that it does do that. 

Hon GIZ WATSON:  Exactly, and that is the point, but my question is: on whom is the onus of proof?  I argue 
that Australians need to know what is happening on Australian soil.  Therefore we need to know whether all that 
information is available to Australia or whether, as alleged, it goes directly to the USA.  I believe that it does go 
directly to the US; that is the nature of electronic communications.  

It is also perhaps of interest to members that, in September 2001, according to a report in the Sydney Daily 
Telegraph, the Kojarena spy base intercepted private phone calls from the MV Tampa that enabled the Howard 
government to formulate its infamous political response to the Tampa rescue.  These spy stations are involved in 
tapping private communications in Australian waters, such as those between the captain of the MV Tampa and 
authorities.  I obviously will not have a chance to get a response to my next question, but I ask: given that the 
government has some information about the expansion of this facility, when will construction actually occur?  
That is also of interest to the community.   

It has been said that this spy base is a hard target and not a soft target.  I was interested to note the comment of 
the Leader of the House that it is an unmanned facility.  It is interesting that this facility, which is supposedly a 
hard target and very secure, does not seem to have any attending personnel.  I do not know how security is 
maintained at the site if people are not on site.   

Hon Kim Chance:  It is on an Australian site.  That is the point I made.   

Hon GIZ WATSON:  Does the Australian service provide security?   

Hon Kim Chance:  I do not know that, so I cannot comment.   

Hon GIZ WATSON:  That is what I am asking. 

Hon Kim Chance:  It is not on an unmanned site.  The facility is unmanned, but the site is manned.   

Hon GIZ WATSON:  Right.  In the view of the Leader of the House, is security provided by Australian - 

Hon Kim Chance:  I can’t know that; I’m sorry.   

Hon GIZ WATSON:  The Leader of the House cannot know it?  Would he be told if he asked? 

Hon Kim Chance:  Probably not.   

Hon GIZ WATSON:  No.  That is what I thought.  That is why it is worth having a look at the site and seeing 
the uniforms.  It is good to walk around it.   

Hon Kim Chance:  The golf balls are very pretty.   
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Hon GIZ WATSON:  Gorgeous - it is usually black.  I have touched on the relationship between Australia and 
the United States and the treaties between the two countries because they very much underpin these joint 
facilities.  I do not think that we can talk about the expansion of a facility such as this without commenting on 
the broader relations between Australia and the United States.  The point was made by members opposite that the 
Greens have an issue with the US.  I am here to tell members that I do not care which country wants to be the 
world’s policeman, because I disagree with any nation taking on that role.  It would not matter which country it 
was.  It is totally inappropriate for one nation to occupy a role - 
Hon Barry House:  How about giving that role to Osama bin Laden?   
Hon GIZ WATSON:  No. 
Hon Barry House:  Do you think that is a good idea? 
Hon GIZ WATSON:  Of course not.  Hon Barry House is not listening to what I am saying.  It is inappropriate 
for any country to occupy that role.   
Hon Barry House:  But he doesn’t acknowledge any law or authority.   
Hon GIZ WATSON:  Saddam Hussein was propped up by the US, he was paid by the US and he was armed by 
the US.  That is what the US does.  Other countries have done that in the past.  I disagree with any country that 
appoints itself the world’s policeman.  I would not care about the ideology of that country or what - 
Hon Barry House:  What about independent, radical groups that will not acknowledge any sort of authority?   
Hon GIZ WATSON:  That is why we need organisations such as the United Nations.  The United Nations is 
continually undermined by countries such as the US, which refuses to sign treaties or to pay its dues to the 
United Nations.  One reason that the United Nations is under capacity is that the US refuses to pay the levy that 
each member country of the United Nations is asked to pay.   
Hon Anthony Fels:  What was the position of the Greens (WA) on the USSR’s invasion of Afghanistan?   
Hon GIZ WATSON:  We opposed it and we continue to oppose it.   
Hon Anthony Fels:  As much as you oppose the US invasion of other countries?   
Hon GIZ WATSON:  Each has to be taken on its merit. 
The PRESIDENT:  Order, members!  We are moving away from the motion.   
Hon GIZ WATSON:  Thank you, Mr President, for your timely reminder.  I ask the house to support this 
motion.  The Leader of the House acknowledged, albeit in moderate terms, that it is at least unfortunate, if not 
inappropriate, that the announcement of the expansion of this facility was made without any consultation with 
the Western Australian community or the Western Australian government, either in the lead-up to the 
announcement or even on the actual day on which the announcement was made.  Therefore, I expect that the 
Labor Party will be comfortable with supporting this motion.   
Question put and negatived. 
 


