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MINISTER FOR MINES AND PETROLEUM — RESPONSE TO MEDIA RELEASE 

Statement 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral — Leader of the House) [5.35 pm]: This is what appeared 
in the media today. The headline is “Mines Minister blasts hypocrisy of Margaret River vineyard owners”. I have 
asked people who heard me speak yesterday whether that bears the vaguest resemblance to what I said yesterday, 
and nobody can understand how that headline could have been created. This press release has now gone all over 
the place; and it is plainly wrong. I am glad the member has now acknowledged, at least in part, that what she 
said is not accurate. But I do suggest to her, and anybody else who wants to know what I said yesterday, that 
they read Hansard.  

In respect to the matters raised by the member, I said that in the Hunter Valley, there are wineries and there are 
coalmines, and they seem to be good coalmines and good wineries. But I also said that I do not know whether 
they coexist well, which is the issue that the member has raised; and I do not know. They may not coexist well 
for all I know. But in so far as they are two independent operations, they are perfectly good coalmines and 
perfectly good wineries. Sauvignon blanc! Tongue in cheek, member! Has the member never heard someone 
make a tongue-in-cheek comment in this place? I dislike sauvignon blanc, and I cannot understand how anyone 
can like it. However, everyone to their own taste.  

The member also talked in her press release about “Mr Moore’s tirade against Margaret River”. Tirade! The 
member is going to get a tirade now! I spent most of my speech yesterday saying how wonderful Margaret River 
is. I was going to Margaret River long before the member was probably born! I went to the vineyards in 
Margaret River when we could actually go to all of them on a weekend. I am very fond of the Margaret River 
vineyards and what they produce. I think the Margaret River area is fantastic. I have never promoted a coalmine 
in Margaret River. But I have never said there should not be one, either. That is because I do not have the luxury 
of having a view. I have an obligation under the Mining Act, as the Minister for Mines and Petroleum, to make 
sure that the act is administered properly. That is where I am at a disadvantage compared with the member, 
because I do not have the luxury of being able to have an opinion. I have not expressed a view that there should 
be a coalmine, or a view that there should not be a coalmine. So the member should not put words in my mouth 
in her press releases, because I have not done so. That is why I suggest the member read what I said yesterday.  

The member also made some remarks about how Margaret River is a pristine area. I have always thought that 
“pristine” means untouched, or in its natural state. Well, Margaret River is not pristine. Indeed, the site on which 
this company wants to put this mine is a farm. It has all been cleared. The member should go and have a look. 
Most of the land in the Margaret River area is land that was cleared, as you would know, Mr President, for 
farming purposes, mainly cow farming. That is why I call it cow country, because that is what it was; and a lot of 
it still is. If the member thinks that the flies down there make it pristine, I have to say it is not all that pristine 
from that point of view. My interpretation of “pristine” is not what the member has now sought to have us 
believe is her interpretation. It is not pristine at all, and to suggest that somehow or other it is countryside that 
has never been touched by human hands is just absolute rubbish.  

The member talks about how I have given people a slap in the face. I simply explained to the house yesterday 
that we are going through the processes that the law provides. I am not about arbitrarily taking away people’s 
rights, because that is not something that any minister would do—albeit if the member was a minister, she might 
well do that; and, by doing that, she would have the effect of saying to companies around the place that might 
want to invest in this state, in whatever industry it is, that we can change the rules halfway through the game. 
That is not the way in which I do business. There are rules and I abide by them, and companies are also required 
to abide by them. This company will in fact go through the processes that are provided for at law. As I said in my 
speech yesterday, it may well be that it goes through all the processes and gets all the approvals but the 
government might then decide that it will not proceed in the interest of the public of Western Australia. It will 
not be the public interest of one or two people or even large sections of people; it will be the public interest of 
Western Australia. I said that in my speech. How that can be interpreted as in any way supporting coalmining in 
Margaret River is beyond my comprehension.  

One other matter I want to raise is hairy marron. I did not start the project to save the hairy marron, but I was 
there when the project came to fruition. Hairy marron, which are endemic to the Margaret River, were virtually 
extinct. In fact, the Department of Fisheries has grown thousands of baby hairy marron at the Pemberton 
hatchery and transported them back to the Margaret River in the hope they will survive and be a permanent part 
of the Margaret River in the future. I think that is fantastic. The point I made by way of interjection to the 
member is that that will be another issue taken into account by the Environmental Protection Authority when it 
makes a judgement about whether this coalmine can go ahead. If it determines that the coalmine will cause these 
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marron to become extinct, that will be a serious black mark against the company’s prospects. Whether the EPA 
says it is a deal breaker, I do not know. That is for the EPA to decide.  

I want to conclude by saying that I find very disappointing these sorts of press releases from this member. I have 
to say this is the first one I have seen from her of this sort. They are disappointing not just because the 
implications are wrong, but because it is not what I expected from the Greens, who keep telling us they are purer 
than the driven snow and that whatever they say or do is right—that they somehow have the moral high ground 
when other people are simple politicians: “We are above all that in the Greens party; we are not politicians, we 
don’t play politics; we just talk about saving the environment, saving the planet and saving humanity; and 
everything we say and do is good.” This is straight-out plain gutter politics of the worst sort and I am surprised it 
came from Hon Lynn MacLaren, whose views generally I have some respect for.  
 


