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LIVE EXPORT 
Motion 

MR P.J. RUNDLE (Roe) [4.00 pm]: I move — 
That this house condemns the Premier and his Labor state government for failing to “stand up for WA” 
against direct attacks by the federal government against the state’s $136 million live sheep trade. 

I would like to start by saying how underwhelmed I was by the Premier’s response today when I asked whether he 
would stand up for Western Australia and the live sheep export industry. I asked whether he would talk to industry 
stakeholders and his federal counterparts about this industry continuing in the long term. Basically all I got in response 
to my question was that the Albanese government was committed to the industry for the current term. That was 
disappointing. That is really only a commitment through to 2025, when there is every likelihood that the Albanese 
government may be unelected! Our industry needs surety for the years ahead and the long term. I was disappointed 
and underwhelmed by the Premier’s response. 
I would like to see our state government in the weeks, months and years ahead getting behind our farmers and the 
whole live export sheep industry because it is important. It is worth $136 million to our state economy and employs 
up to 3 500 people. We cannot underestimate the importance of this industry to this state. The industry has made 
massive improvements and deserves the support of the state government for the long term, not just the potential 
three-year term of the Albanese government through to 2025. 
The federal Labor government’s live export sheep policy was announced by an animal activist group during the 
federal election campaign. 
A member interjected. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: It was. It was announced on Country Hour by an animal activist group and committed to by 
a shadow minister who now seems to have disappeared. That was the pre-election scenario. We now have a federal 
Labor Minister for Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry who has committed to phasing out the industry without 
speaking to any of the stakeholders or visiting WA where 90 per cent of the industry is located. 
Today I would like to take members in the chamber through some of the history of the industry and those involved, 
including politicians, farmers and regulators—all those people who are affected by decisions made about the 
life of our industry, generally by eastern states politicians. I know the member for Mandurah, sitting opposite me, 
has agricultural connections and will be interested in this debate and put his best foot forward for the industry. The 
member has longstanding agricultural connections so I look forward to hearing his response. 
The new leader of the National Party of Australia, David Littleproud, has been in WA for a couple of days. He is 
already showing interest in our industry. Of course, he did so over the last few years as the federal agriculture 
minister. I spent time with the new leader of the federal Nationals yesterday. We met with the Western Australian 
Farmers Federation and discussed a range of agricultural issues, but certainly top of the list was the live export sheep 
industry. Mr Littleproud committed his strong support. This morning, we met at Parliament House with several 
stakeholders in the live export industry, including Gerald Wetherall, the state manager of Westcoast Livestock; 
John Mitchell from the Livestock and Rural Transport Association of Western Australia; Murray Frangs representing 
Rural Export and Trading WA; Holly Ludeman representing the Livestock Collective, who has played a very 
committed and essential role in animal welfare and improving animal welfare over the last couple of years; and 
John Hassell, president of the Western Australian Farmers Federation. It was a very interesting meeting. The shadow 
Minister for Agriculture and Food, Hon Colin de Grussa, and the member for Moore, with his agricultural connections, 
also attended the meeting. 
An interesting article by Josh Zimmerman was published in The West Australian after the leader of the federal 
Nationals’ press conference. The federal leader said that he wants the Premier, Mark McGowan, to help him educate 
east coast politicians on the importance of the live sheep export industry to WA. He called for the WA Premier to 
stand with him to help improve this industry. Josh Zimmerman wrote — 

Mr McGowan has previously said he believed a suite of measures put in place following an explosive 2018 
investigation exposing the poor treatment of sheep on board export vessels to the Middle East, including 
banning shipments in the northern hemisphere summer, were sufficient to mitigate animal welfare concerns. 

The Premier said that in the lead-up to the federal election, during the campaign. He said it in response to a couple 
of questions I asked him in Parliament. He said that he has made his thoughts on this matter well known. The leader 
of the federal Nationals, David Littleproud, understands that the Premier has committed to it. He also understands 
that the Premier certainly has made comments on the industry. The article continues — 

Mr Littleproud praised Mr McGowan over his stance, insisting opposition to live sheep export was not 
“predicated on science”. 
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I think the Premier has seen the improvements in animal welfare and the way the live export industry operates. As 
I said, David Littleproud put out an invitation to the Premier to meet with him while he was over in Western Australia. 
Unfortunately, it appears that on this occasion the Premier did not contact him to engage, but I look forward to the 
Premier in the future reaching out to Mr Littleproud, who has a lot of experience in this area. As Mr Littleproud 
said, we have to be proud of the fact that we have moved from a mortality method, in terms of our shipments, to 
an animal welfare method—a method that the world is looking at and learning from. The opposition believes in the 
live export of both sheep and cattle, and I will talk later about live cattle export and the impact of the closure of 
that industry in 2011 by former minister Joe Ludwig. It actually devastated the cattle industry throughout Australia. 
Once again, it was about lack of consultation. A decision was made by a federal minister without consulting the 
industry, and that had devastating effects. 
With a new federal Labor government there is an opportunity for the new federal Minister for Agriculture, Fisheries 
and Forestry, Murray Watt, to come across to WA and meet with the stakeholders and industry to get an understanding 
of how this works, and then maybe make decisions from there. We have to work together where there are common 
interests. David Littleproud this morning thanked the Premier for his maturity in the live sheep export debate. He 
said that he wants to be a voice for Western Australia and, of course, for the National Party. He actually wants 
to spend much more time here in Western Australia, getting an understanding of how important this industry is for 
Western Australian agriculture, farmers and associated industries. As I said, it affects many people—up to 3 500. 
I will now provide a bit of background for members about what has happened. The other thing I would like to 
mention before I move into a bit of a chronology and history of the industry is that we are dealing with not only the 
federal Labor government, but also our state Labor Minister for Agriculture and Food, Hon Alannah MacTiernan. 
She has been quoted as saying that we should not be flogging a dead horse. I think that was an unfortunate turn of 
phrase by the minister in relation to this industry, and I suspect that she may want to withdraw it. Hopefully, the 
minister now has a better understanding of how things work and how things have improved. When she was asked 
a question in the Legislative Council yesterday about whether the live export ban had been promised to be delivered 
within five years, and whether she accepted that contingency plans needed to be developed, she stated, according 
to the uncorrected Hansard — 

I point out that the content of the third part of the member’s question is incorrect. There has been no 
promise that there be a ban within five years. Indeed, the federal government has made it clear that it will 
not be proceeding with a phase-out of live sheep exports in its first term of government. I certainly will be 
working to ensure that we get the very best outcome for WA sheep farmers. 

I guess my question is: What does that actually mean? Does it mean that she supports industry? Does it mean that 
she sees it going on for many years ahead? Does it mean it will only survive the Albanese government for three years, 
hopefully, and then flow on after that under a federal coalition? What does that response actually mean? 
I guess those are the things that we are contending with. We have a federal Labor government now, we have a state 
Labor government, and we have a Premier who, it appears, has been very supportive of the way in which animal 
welfare methods have improved and increased. 
Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I guess it is about standing up for WA. My question today was an example of giving the 
Premier an opportunity. I asked him whether he would stand up and whether he had met with the stakeholders. He 
stood up and said that the Albanese government had committed to it for three years. On occasions, I have had three 
or four-word answers to questions I have asked of the Premier. The Premier has said that he has made his position 
clear, but then he does not go on to elaborate his position to the Parliament. That is what I am condemning; I am 
condemning his commitment to the industry. I would love to see him come out and talk about how he has contacted 
the industry and what he is doing to talk to the federal agricultural minister. I look forward to that in times to come. 
I would like to go on now to some history. The Moss review from 2018 summed it up pretty well; it provided 
an independent review of the live animal export industry. Philip Moss, AM, stated in the background summary of 
the report — 

The live animal export industry is important to the Australian economy, especially to producers and rural 
communities. 

Live export in WA alone contributes more than $136 million to the economy. Western Australia supplies the 
majority of Australia’s sheep due to the proximity of markets to our ports. As an industry, for the whole of Australia, 
including cattle, it has been valued at more than $2.035 billion for 2020–21, and it supports the livelihoods of 
many people in rural and regional Australia. 
We knew at the time that there were serious issues with some of the animal welfare practices being highlighted in 
the media. Putting aside the suspect role of animal activists in gaining footage, perception is the key, and the public 
was horrified by what it saw, and rightly so. The sector has accepted this, and has pivoted into new, improved 
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and beneficial practices. This was on the understanding that the industry would be maintained and would remain 
an option for sheep producers in the long term. I guess what growers and industry stakeholders did not expect was 
that the live export industry would be chipped away ever so slowly by subsequent governments and used as 
a political football. 
There have been some throwaway lines from people in media and government who have no idea what the industry 
means to individual businesses, and what the consequences are when decisions are made by people who have no skin 
in the game. Growers have the right to feel abandoned, as do people who work in the industry, whose livelihoods 
are at risk from these decisions. They have the right to feel deserted by the governments of the day, and that goes 
for all governments. We saw the mental health situation. That actually became a real issue in the days of the Gillard 
government, with the disastrous handling of the blanket closure of the live cattle trade in the Top End. That was a real 
issue. Farmers involved in that industry were left high and dry, and it took the best part of 10 years to sort that out. 
I will refer to that a little bit later on, but that actually cost the Australian taxpayer and people in the industry up to 
$2 billion. That was a disaster, and it was a demonstration of what happens when governments do not consult properly 
with the industry. 
What is not in dispute at the moment is the constant threat to the industry. Labor governments, both state and federal, 
cannot agree on the future of the industry. Farmers have a lot of time to think during seasonal jobs. They will be 
listening to the constant media reports from politicians giving different messages, and the lack of surety will cause 
them to lose faith in the industry and consider other options to shore up their bottom line. 
I have a very interesting article here by Andrew Whitelaw from Thomas Elder Markets about what barley and the 
live sheep trade have in common; he wrote — 

• When a supplier is removed from the market, demand doesn’t drop. 
• New suppliers fill the void. 

Regarding when we lost the Chinese barley market, he commented — 
• In barley, Argentina, Canada, France and Ukraine filled the void left behind by Australia. 
• The same has occurred in sheep live export. 
• Kuwait, as an example, did not stop importing live sheep/goats. They increased. 
• Australian market share fell, and others gained. 

That is a demonstration of what happens in the market. Unfortunately, last weekend, a live export vessel in Sudan 
sank, and nearly 16 000 sheep were lost, which demonstrates that a lot of these countries have lower maritime 
and animal welfare regulations than we do. It also demonstrates why, with the improvements in animal welfare in 
WA’s and Australia’s live export trade, it is important that we re-establish our place in the market. Those markets 
get filled by the likes of South Africa, Georgia, Somalia, Sudan and up to 100 other exporters. They put sheep on 
the boats and do not worry too much about what happens on the way; they just worry about what is counted off at the 
other end. That is where Australia has really taken steps to improve. By comparing it with the Chinese barley market, 
I make the point that when a market is lost, it does not mean that the country stops using the product; it just means 
that the country goes to other markets. It is really important that our governments making these decisions understand 
this point. 
The consequences of this do not seem to keep the animal activists awake at night. All they feel is that if they can 
stop Australia from exporting, they have done their job. They do not think about the fact that this has opened the gate 
for another group of exporters to increase their volumes, and those exporting countries generally have much worse 
animal welfare results than ours. That is the issue for me: people do not think about the next phase; they do not 
understand what will happen and what market forces will apply. 

I move on. I mentioned that this morning we met with a group of industry people. Holly Ludeman has been doing 
some fantastic work with the Livestock Collective. This group was formed when the 2018 incident took place to 
improve livestock welfare outcomes, and it was to be proactive about demonstrating to the Western Australian 
public and all involved in the industry, including politicians and the like, the steps that were being taken to improve 
the scenario and the regulatory framework. It has certainly undergone a significant change since 2018. Some of 
those changes have included — 

• Moratorium on sheep exported during the northern hemisphere summer which is now part of regulation 

• Increased space available for each animal as outlined in the updated Australian Standards for the Export 
of Livestock 

• Improved ventilation requirements and independent auditing of ventilation systems 

• Automated environmental monitoring on decks to record deck temperatures 
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• Independent government observers provide additional assurances and reports are made public 

• System called LIVEXCollect implemented to ensure there is consistent comparable data being collected 

• Moving away from measuring success on mortality rates alone. Research is looking at measuring voyage 
outcomes with animal welfare indicators in addition to the mortality and health data already collected. 

• Mortality rates at all time lows 

David Littleproud spoke to me yesterday. He said that the independent regulator spoke to him the other week, and 
the regulator said he would be very happy to wear a body camera right throughout a voyage because of his confidence 
in the way things have changed. I found that very interesting. 

I want to compliment Holly Ludeman for the good work she has done for the industry. To be honest, I think it was 
well needed, as we all know. The footage we saw several years ago certainly was not up to scratch. That has been 
a real turning point. I reiterate what I said a few moments ago about those other countries. A well-known sheep 
grower from Esperance, Dave Vandenberghe, was recently quoted as saying that 100 countries export live sheep, and 
we are the only country with a welfare policy on it; think about what a ban on our live exports will have on global 
animal welfare. That is certainly the concern from my perspective. 

In 2017–18, 1.6 million sheep were exported live from WA, which is just over 82 per cent of the total exports of live 
sheep from Australia. In 2019, WA contributed 97 per cent of the live sheep exported from Australia. The sector 
supports many businesses other than growers, including trucking companies, shipping companies, vets, shearers, 
contractors, livestock animal husbandry businesses and livestock services. Many of those businesses are unable to 
pivot from their individual business models. It is not just farmers who are affected by some of the scaremongering 
tactics and threats to phase out the industry. For example, the livestock shipping industry underpins the employment 
of approximately 13 000 people throughout Australia. As we know, the cost of shipping anywhere in the world is 
skyrocketing, freight companies are doing it hard with shortages of labour and increased costs, and changing policies 
are making them nervous. The cost of building a new ship for sheep or cattle export is enormous. In these uncertain 
times, freight companies would have to look and ask where they go. At this stage, we have the threat of the Albanese 
government committing for only a three-year period before phasing it out. This creates underlying uncertainty. We 
know that farmers are able to pivot.  

We have about 13 million sheep in Western Australia. We had around 14 million sheep or so, but then the drought 
broke in the eastern states, and we lost well over one million sheep to restock the eastern states. We now have 
managed to stabilise our sheep flock to around 13 million sheep in WA; we are in a good situation. We know that the 
price of meat is right up there, and we know the value of protein. According to the Department of Primary Industries 
and Regional Development’s website, Western Australia has more than 4 000 sheep producers. People who kept 
sheep over the last 30 years are amongst the most optimistic believers in the state. I certainly still have sheep. We 
have had a roller-coaster ride of emotions over the last 30 years. No-one who has lived through that time could forget 
when it cost more to transport a load of, say, 300 sheep to the saleyards than they were worth. Those days are 
something we would all rather forget. It is amazing how it has changed. Sheep at that time were worth anything from 
zero dollars to $1 and now we are talking anywhere between $100 and $300 or $350 for a good breeding ewe. It 
is incredible how things have changed from 1990 to 2022. Those sheep producers and stud breeders who kept a small 
number of breeding stock waited for the cycle to turn. It is great to see how things have rebounded over the last 
probably 10 or 15 years especially, but even in the last five years the value of sheep has risen. We have been able 
to re-establish our flock to the point at which the markets have confidence in our ability to supply the orders. That 
has been really important and quite heartening, to be honest. As a sheep producer, it is quite heartening to see the 
way that things have gone. 
It is important to understand that the live sheep trade provides the underlying base for the sheep market. When 
lambs are born, the ewe lambs are always kept for breeding purposes for the next year, but the wether lambs provide 
farmers with a more flexible option. These days, merino wethers and crossbred wethers can be fed and some can 
go to the abattoir or to the live sheep trade, which provides good flexibility. If farmers are running into strife due 
to the lack of rain or feed or whatever, especially around the March, April and May period, it provides flexibility 
and a good return to take those wethers off the farm and send them to a feedlot. They are bought on farm and sent 
to a feedlot for 21 days. They are in excellent condition when they go onto a ship, and they stay in excellent condition 
on the ship because they have plenty of space, plenty of food and a consistent quality of feed from the feedlot right 
throughout the trip. That is an important element. 
Another thing that a lot of people do not understand is that some of the markets for live export do not want boxed 
or chilled meat. It is a very simplistic argument to say that we have the abattoirs, so we will just send the customers 
chilled meat and that will be that. The problem with that is that a lot of countries do not have refrigeration and the 
ability to accept the meat in that form. As we know, the facilities are improving as time goes on. David Littleproud 
spoke to me about this yesterday. He referred to an abattoir that he had been to in Kuwait that has a glass enclosure 
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from one end of the abattoir to the other that takes up probably two football fields. People can see the process. The 
sheep are killed in the halal way and then the process goes right through in the same way that we would see in an 
Australian abattoir. That is improving all the time. As I said, it is not as easy as saying that we just need to have 
everything boxed, chilled and killed in Australia, because that does not work. 
I know about the labour shortages that WAMMCO, my local abattoir in Katanning, is having. We were told at 
a meeting this morning that Western Australia could need anywhere up to another 300 or 400 workers for our abattoirs. 
We are running into strife now because we do not have the ability to deal with the excess sheep in Western Australia, 
and that is an issue. To absorb the number of sheep for live export, we would need another two totally new abattoirs 
of a similar size to WAMMCO in Katanning. These are the types of things that a lot of people do not understand. 
We just cannot pivot that quickly. We cannot build an abattoir overnight, let alone two abattoirs. At the moment, we 
cannot provide labour for the abattoirs in Western Australia. Those abattoirs are working on much smaller numbers 
because they cannot get the labour. This is a real issue and it is just another element that people need to understand. 
From my perspective, we have good quality abattoirs in WA. We have Fletcher International Exports in Narrikup, 
WAMMCO in Katanning and V&V Walsh over on the west coast, but they are all facing the same issues. They 
are just some of the issues we are looking for answers to when asked simplistic questions by people on the outside 
who do not understand how the industry works. It is very important to understand the number of people and 
different industries involved in farming, such as sheep classing, tailing contractors, shearing contractors, shearers 
and roustabouts. I am sure that the member for Cottesloe did a bit of roustabouting on his farm in Cranbrook in 
his youth. 
Dr D.J. Honey: I sure did. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I have not seen him back there lately. Occasionally he goes back to the Shire of Cranbrook, 
but he is there in spirit. 
We have sheep husbandry services, livestock buyers, truck drivers and truck owners, saleyard staff, truck mechanical 
services, wharfies, port administration staff, live export shipping staff, farming staff who handle the sheep, livestock 
feed businesses, agronomists, silo and engineering businesses, abattoir and processing businesses, feedlots, exporter 
agencies, supply chain consultants and agricultural consultants. 
To give members an example, we have a new pellet production facility in Cuballing in the member for Central 
Wheatbelt’s electorate. It was in my electorate but that changed at the last election. That company has just invested 
$30 million and the facility will employ up to 20 people when it is in full production. That facility relies, and will 
continue to rely, very strongly on the live export trade for its sustainability. They are the sorts of issues that a lot 
of people do not quite understand. 
I guess I was a little disappointed when on his trip back to Western Australia the Prime Minister, Mr Albanese, 
thanked the people of Perth for the election result, but we did not actually hear him thank the people of regional 
Western Australia. I know that many people in regional Western Australia voted for Mr Albanese. I would like to 
think that he would look after the whole of Western Australia, not just the people of Perth. As I said, I very much 
look forward to the new Minister for Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry, Murray Watt, making the effort to come 
across to WA, like David Littleproud has done over the last couple of days, and talk to the WA Farmers Federation, 
the Pastoralists and Graziers Association of WA and all those people involved in the industry. 
I would like to close with the fact that I felt it was an underwhelming response today from the Premier, with him 
just saying that Mr Albanese said that live exports will be here for the next three years of his term. What is the Premier 
going to do to stand up? When will he talk to those involved in our live sheep export industry? Will he consult widely 
over the next several months to get an understanding of how people’s lives will be affected? We saw the massive 
blow that the federal live export ban caused in 2011. We saw that it cost the Australian taxpayer $2 billion, and it cost 
lives; it affected growers’ mental health and caused ongoing frustration. Many of them actually went under, and, yes, 
those who survived got their compensation 10 years down the track, but a lot of our cattle growers were ruined over 
that time. I certainly do not want to see that situation arise again. I would love to see support from the Premier and 
the state Labor government for the sector. I think we have an opportunity here. Animal welfare practices have vastly 
improved. The industry has done a very good job in that respect, and it is improving all the time. 

As I said, do not forget that if the federal Labor government bans the live sheep export industry, there will be 100 other 
countries with worse animal welfare results coming out of the woodwork and supplying the industry, when we have 
the opportunity to send good-quality sheep with good-quality animal welfare practices. I look forward to the ongoing 
support of the Premier and the state Labor government in the months and years ahead. 
MR R.S. LOVE (Moore — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [4.42 pm]: I would like to make a brief contribution 
on this motion brought to the house for discussion today by the member for Roe and compliment him on his 
excellent work in representing the interests of the many sheep farmers who live in his electorate. I am pretty sure that 
his electorate is the largest sheep-producing electorate in the state. Of course, the abattoirs in Katanning are central 
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to that, and there are abattoirs in other parts of his electorate as well. The sheep industry in his electorate is a big one. 
It is big in my electorate, but it is fair to say that over the years, many people in the northern areas have taken the 
option to move more into cropping, and we have seen a decline in sheep numbers in some of the areas I represent. 
But there is still a stable sheep industry now, especially around some of the more centrally based areas of the electorate. 
It is an important issue. The government has had the Premier in this place saying that he supports the industry. He 
said it in the press, apparently. He has not outlined that here to any great extent; he has just referred us to press releases 
and reports in The West Australian. The member for Roe has consistently asked for the Premier’s position and he 
gets some very offhand, dismissive answers instead of any answer that outlines what the Premier would do to outline 
the case for the protection of this industry to the new federal government going forward. That is essentially what 
we are calling for here: we want the government of Western Australia to stand up for the farmers of Western Australia 
and the people who rely on those farmers for their incomes, including, as the member for Roe outlined, all the workers 
in the industry, the suppliers of milled feed et cetera, and everybody who works on the wharfs and in the transport 
industry. All those people depend on this industry for a living.  
We have seen other cases in which this government has disregarded traditional regional industries. We saw it earlier 
this year with the announcement of the closure of the native forestry industry, which will happen in a short while; 
we will see the impact of that. We are not completely sure of the impact on Collie from the announcements yesterday, 
and that will be forensically examined in the coming months and years to see whether the promise in yesterday’s 
announcement to that other regional community is upheld. 
As the member for Roe has outlined, there is a massive gap in animal welfare standards between the industry that 
exports from Australia and the industry that exports from other parts of the world, such as Sudan, Kenya and other 
places where sheep can be sourced. That animal welfare consideration does not relate only to the animals in the boats 
leaving from Australia; we ensure that the processing facilities of the countries that the animals are going to are at 
a standard that meets the animal welfare requirements of a First World nation. The member for Roe talked about 
the time when the trade was shut down 10 years ago. That was after some shocking incidents in Indonesia and 
elsewhere were outlined, and the government had an instant reaction and shut down the industry instead of working 
through the issues and making sure that those animal welfare situations were resolved. That is what is required. In 
those same countries, there is now a much higher standard of animal welfare in the abattoirs; otherwise, they cannot 
do business with us. It has a flow-on effect. If we are not in the market in those countries, nobody will be pushing 
the case for increased animal welfare in not only the supply chain getting to the country, but also the supply chain 
within the country to ensure that the abattoirs, the feedlots, the handling facilities and the transport facilities are 
all up to scratch and to a standard that we would accept. 

As the member for Roe has outlined, the federal Labor government has announced that it will see the eventual 
closure of the live export industry. It has said that it will not do it in this term of government, which is three years—
it is not that long—but then there will be a staged transition out of the industry. The Premier was asked about this, 
according to a report on the ABC news website on 3 June. The article states that when he was asked whether he 
supported the federal plan, he said that he was not across the latest iteration. We have not heard much since. We 
have not heard him say that this is not a good idea and that he thinks we can do better for the industry than give it 
a death of a thousand cuts and put a date over its head that hangs there like the sword of Damocles that will eventually 
cut its head off. That is not a situation that we want for this industry. 

At the moment, we have an interesting announcement from the government that there will be a potential relocation from 
the Fremantle port. I know from talking to transporters and others that the facilities at Fremantle port are in a shocking 
mess. It is fitting that the member for Fremantle is here to listen to this part of my speech as we talk about transport. 

Ms S.F. McGurk interjected. 

Mr R.S. LOVE: I know it is, but it is near the member’s area; the member can see it across the river. The relocation 
of livestock shipping from the Fremantle port has at the moment got a $2 million price tag attached to it, which 
will be spent on investigating the feasibility of relocating it. I would have thought that the Department of Transport 
and others would already have good knowledge of the options. It is not as though it has not been occupying the 
brains of people in the industry and the transport sector for quite some time. It should not be a surprise, and I would 
have thought that there would be a nascent plan already to use an existing facility or a facility that could be used 
in the short term. If we are facing a situation in which the industry has a very finite existence open to it, I do not 
really see that the government will want to spend money to relocate to a different port. In fact, it would be a very 
good outcome for the people of Fremantle if there were a cogent plan for the continuation of the industry—to 
move to a port facility that is fit for purpose and suits the people of Fremantle and surrounds and the industry. That 
will not happen if we do not have certainty. No-one will invest if we do not have certainty. I am not sure what we 
will spend the $2 million on, but it does not seem to me to be a very likely outcome that there will be a new facility 
if the government accepts the position of the federal government that there will be a transition out of the industry 
commencing in the next term, if there is one, of the Labor government in Canberra. 
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When I say that where we could relocate to should not be rocket science, I have a media release here from 1995 
titled “Report shows potential for cost-savings by relocating live sheep export trade”. It states — 

A new report released today has identified the potential for significant cost savings by relocating the live 
sheep export trade from Fremantle to Kwinana and regional ports such as Albany and Geraldton. 

This is something that has been mooted for years. Surely there are plans that are half afoot. There must already be 
an understanding of what is a practical outcome. Perhaps the $2 million might be better spent in actually doing the 
shift rather than simply planning the shift. I asked the Minister for Transport about this matter in the recent estimates. 
She said — 

The two bodies of work include the relocation of the roll on, roll off vehicle berth, and we are looking 
primarily at maybe North Quay in the interim … Then there is the live sheep trade. We are looking at the 
potential for relocating the live sheep trade. 

I asked her who was undertaking the work on the live sheep trade, and she said that it was Westport. As far as I am 
aware, Westport is involved with the development of the Kwinana port, which indicates that there is only one location 
that the government is looking at—not many others. If that is the case, I would have thought that the planning 
would be something more than putting a few pieces of paper together in some glossy brochures, and that we would 
actually end up moving to a facility or, as outlined in the report of nearly 30 years ago, moving to Albany, Geraldton 
or Kwinana. Any of those three places could take that position. 
I also asked — 

Does the minister anticipate that live sheep could end up somewhere between North Quay and Kwinana? 
She replied — 

No, that is cars. We will look at the live sheep trade and every option will be examined in relation to 
where it can go, but business cases will be developed as best concept. As I said, it may be existing ports 
or new ports, but there will be an analysis of all possible locations. 

That is good, but I have great concerns that the industry will not see a new home while this uncertainty hangs over 
its head and while we have a government that is not 100 per cent behind the industry. The government says it backs 
the industry when asked by the member for Roe, but, when talking to the people in Canberra, it just accepts that it 
will have to do what the federal government says. That is not the response that the government has put forward to 
Canberra on other occasions. The government prides itself on pushing against Canberra and working with Canberra. 
I have listened to the Minister for Transport tell me many times how well she worked with the previous government 
in Canberra. I do not know whether that is true because I am not in Canberra, but I would like to think that perhaps 
members opposite could work with their own side to try to get some sensible outcomes for the industry, and the 
most sensible outcome is the continuation of the trade — 
Mr W.J. Johnston: They loved us! 
Mr R.S. LOVE: They are not there now. Continuation of the trade will mean that we can get on and do the investment 
that is required to ensure that there is certainty going forward. I implore the minister representing the Minister for 
Agriculture and Food. I suppose the minister does represent the Minister for Regional Development; Agriculture and 
Food. He usually does, so I assume that that is his position at the moment as well as being the Leader of the House. 
No doubt he will have lots of information for us about everything the government is doing to shore up the live 
sheep trade and to ensure that it has a continuing future, including the lobbying that the minister will be doing in 
Canberra and the work he will be doing with his federal counterparts to undo the damage that they have done to the 
confidence in the industry and to ensure that they are on the same path as the minister if he is, indeed, as he says, 
supportive of the industry. Perhaps he is a little bit more supportive than some elements of his government. 
It is very well known that the Minister for Agriculture and Food does not support the industry. That is unfortunate. 
It is time for the Premier to step up and show that he supports the industry and to directly negotiate with Canberra 
to get an outcome for the Western Australian sheep industry so that this important part of the market—it is not the 
whole market—can continue into the future. 
MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah — Minister for Culture and the Arts) [4.56 pm]: I am very, very happy 
to respond to the motion that has today been moved by the member for Roe and supported by the member for Moore. 
This is such a disappointing motion moved by the opposition. It demonstrates a complete lack of effort, research 
and, indeed, understanding. It demonstrates that members opposite continue to not listen to the responses from the 
Premier and words that are said in this place and in the public realm, public media et cetera. It is quite disappointing. 
The member for Roe himself highlighted a number of comments made by the Premier, yet he uses a motion such 
as this to condemn. The words say — 

That this house condemns the Premier … for failing to “stand up for WA” …  
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I have to remind this place, particularly members opposite, about the Premier’s track record of standing up for 
Western Australia. Goodness gracious, if you have not learnt by now, you are dumb! I am sorry but you are dumb, 
members on the other side. This Premier has a — 

Ms R. Saffioti: Reputation! 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: — reputation of stoically standing up for Western Australia, in stark contrast to those 
members in opposition. I will go through a couple of examples. 

Let us talk about standing up for Western Australia. Let us go to the previous term of this government when a certain 
gentleman, Clive Palmer, decided to attack the state and to come out and seek to labour the people of Western Australia 
with massive costs through legal challenges. What did that side of politics do in that case? Did they stand up for 
Western Australia as the Premier did? 

An opposition member: Yes, we did! 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: No, you did not, mate! You did not! You and your side stood side by side with the former 
federal Attorney-General, Christian Porter. You lined up with him. There you were, lined up with Christian Porter 
to support Clive Palmer, of all people, in the High Court challenge. Who stood up for Western Australia? It was 
Mark McGowan, the Premier of Western Australia. Who stood up on behalf of the people of Western Australia 
when they were under attack by a Queenslander? Who was it? It was the Premier of Western Australia and the 
Labor government of Western Australia. Who supported the then Attorney-General, Christian Porter, in the High Court? 
The Liberal Party and the National Party lined up behind him to support an action against Western Australia. 
So there is the first example of the Premier of Western Australia, Labor Premier Mark McGowan, standing up for 
this state. 

Here is the second. Let us remember very clearly the GST debate. During the eight and a half years of the Barnett 
Liberal–National coalition, which two members opposite were part of, nothing was done to seek an outcome to improve 
GST amounts for Western Australia. The pitiful amount that we were getting under the Barnett Liberal–National 
government was as low as 32¢ in the dollar. That was even at a time when we had the so-called dream team of federal 
Liberal members there—Senator Cash, Mathias Cormann, Christian Porter and other senators and members of the 
House of Representatives. Did they stand up for Western Australia? 

Dr D.J. Honey interjected. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: You didn’t achieve anything, mate! You didn’t achieve anything, son! You did nothing! 
So what happened? When we came to power in 2017, the Premier of Western Australia, Mark McGowan, decided 
to have a conversation with the then federal government to say: “This is not fair. This should not be happening. We 
want a better deal.” He stood up for Western Australia, and we got the deal that ensures that Western Australia now 
gets a much fairer share of the GST. That is case number two for the Premier standing up for Western Australia. That 
is more than you will do in your lifetime, son, because you are a pitiful example — 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Leader of the House, please direct your comments through the chair. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: But you are too nice, Acting Speaker, so I want to direct my comments through the members. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Are you accepting interjections? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: No, of course not—because they are pitiful. 

That is case number two of the Premier standing up for Western Australia. The Liberals and Nationals hate the 
fact that it was a Labor government that got the better deal on GST. They hate that! They had the so-called dream 
team federally in the Senate and the House of Representatives that did nothing to stand up for Western Australia. 
They did not go to Canberra arguing for a better deal with GST. They did nothing at all. This small rump of Liberals 
and Nationals that we have now in this Parliament hate the fact that it was a Labor government that achieved 
a better outcome. 

Dr D.J. Honey interjected. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Cottesloe, you are so far down the batting order that you are in the dressing room, son, 
as twelfth man. You are so far down the batting order. What is your response to whether or not Justin Langer should 
take over from you? What is your response? You are backing away. You are down there at number nine, waiting for 
the big bouncer to come and cart you out of there. I can see it happening now. They all are lining up over there in 
Peppermint Grove saying, “We’re going to get him.” 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Leader of the House, I think it would be good if you could come back to the motion, please. 
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Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I am; we are standing up for Western Australia. Very good point, Madam Acting Speaker. 
I am articulating why this is a pitiful piece of written motion by the opposition. To attack, accuse and condemn 
the Premier for not standing up for WA is a pitiful effort by this opposition. 
Let me go to case number three. During the most challenging times of COVID over the last two and a half years, 
over and over again in this place, in question time, in notices of motion and in public statements to the media from 
former Leaders of the Opposition, including the former member for Scarborough, and from former members of this 
Parliament, the Premier consistently answered questions from an opposition that was seeking to undermine the safety 
of Western Australians. They were seeking to undermine the health and wellbeing of businesses in Western Australia 
in constantly attacking and constantly undermining. 
It is absolute fact that Western Australia is recognised around the world as the state and the parliamentary democracy 
that has best responded to the COVID crisis. That is evidenced by the number of infections and the number of 
deaths—and all those terrible statistics. It is recognised that we were decisive in making decisions early, and that 
we maintained that effort and reliance on the health advice. 
I remember the early days of our emergency management, along with the Minister for Transport and the Minister 
for Police. I cannot divulge the conversations, but I can tell members that when the statistics were showing that this 
country and, indeed, the world were facing peril from a disease that we knew was going to cause massive disruption 
to populations around the world, the absolute focus of this Premier of Western Australia was on two things. The 
first was that our economy was cushioned as much as possible so that important industries would continue to function 
and people would continue to be employed with as little impact as possible on businesses. The second—more 
importantly—was that the people of Western Australia would be in the safest environment possible. 
Hard decisions were made by this Premier, supported by the cabinet and this government. Those decisions were 
made because we understood the seriousness of the situation, yet the member opposite comes in here and condemns 
the Premier for not standing up for the state. What a ridiculous and pathetic effort. It demonstrates again—I hark 
back to the words of the Minister for Transport on a number of occasions—that the member for Cottesloe does no 
research; he is lazy. He writes glib motions and pathetic questions. I do not think he writes them; someone else does, 
but whoever is writing them should be sacked, for goodness sake, because they are not doing their job! It is an 
appalling example of the laziness and pathetic efforts by the member opposite. 
Dr D.J. Honey interjected. 
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Do not write a ridiculously stupid motion, member for Cottesloe, that is wrong and 
laughable. That is why you find yourself in the precarious position you are in now. You are on a tightrope. I tell 
you what: you are wavering, son. That umbrella of yours is not helping you. 

Point of Order 
Mr R.S. LOVE: It has been roughly 15 minutes and I do not think the minister has once addressed the substance 
of this motion, which is the live sheep trade. I ask you to bring him back to the subject of the motion, which is the 
failure of this government to stand up for Western Australian farmers and save the live sheep trade in the face of 
attack from Canberra. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms C.M. Collins): There is no point of order. Minister, I ask you to speak to the motion. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: When part of the opposition’s motion reads that this house condemns the Premier and 
his Labor state government for failing to stand up for WA, I am sorry but I will defend our Premier. We have a history 
of examples of this Premier standing up for the people of Western Australia. The evidence is clear. We have the best 
economy in the nation. Why? It is because of the efforts of this Treasurer and Premier and this government. Businesses 
here have survived when businesses in other states and territories have crumbled under the catastrophic impact. 
Go to Melbourne. Go to Sydney. Talk to people whose businesses were devastated and wiped out. This was because 
their governments were not like ours. We acted decisively, we acted early and we were consistent. I will defend the 
Premier. If the opposition comes into this chamber with another motion that condemns the Premier for not standing 
up for Western Australia, I will also defend him. I will tell you what: most members of this chamber—because most 
members of this chamber are Labor government members—will do the same. I am giving you a lesson. I am telling 
you: do not be so stupid as to write a motion like this. It is dumb, it is thick and it is pathetic. 
Opposition members say they do not know where the Premier stands. Today in question time, the member for Roe 
asked a question about the live sheep trade. The Premier answered that question very clearly. The Premier has made 
his stand and his views very clear. 
Let us talk about shakiness when it comes to views on the live export trade. I remind the member for Cottesloe 
that the now deputy leader of the federal Liberal Party and federal opposition has said that she supports a ban on 
live exports. That is her status. In 2018, she sponsored a bill — 
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Dr D.J. Honey interjected. 
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: It is Sussan Ley, the member for Cottesloe’s good friend—or does she not know who 
the member for Cottesloe is? I suspect she does not know who the member for Cottesloe is! 
A government member interjected. 
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I have not seen him ducking out to go to any meetings! 
In 2018, she took a motion to the federal Parliament to ban live exports. The member for Cottesloe might want to 
ask her, as she was asked in June 2022, whether her position has changed. Sussan Ley said, “Of course I stand on 
what I presented in Parliament.” I can tell opposition members—the National Party members, and the Leader of the 
Liberal Party, that temporary leader—that they had better get on the phone and ask Sussan Ley where she stands. 
The wheels are falling off the old cart! She is riding the horse—I can tell opposition members now—out the front, 
so they had better go and do that. 
Let us look at their own side. Opposition members quoted Hon David Littleproud. What did he say just on 15 June? 
What is the date today? It is the fifteenth. It is today! I think opposition members even referenced this. He said on 
ABC Pilbara, with regard to the discussions and debate around live export — 

“I’ve got to say to the Premier, thank you for your maturity in this debate. 
He understands where the Premier stands; and, not only does he understand, he thanks the Premier for his maturity 
in the debate. The problem with the opposition members in this state is that there is no maturity. They try to fling 
around as much mud or as much stuff as they can find, and there is no pattern. There is no strategy. That is why 
they are shooting themselves in the foot consistently. 
The Premier has talked on numerous occasions, and only as recently as a couple of weeks ago, about the current 
arrangements that were implemented as a result of the horrific stuff that we saw occur in the Persian Gulf a little 
while back. Those were shocking outcomes. I think that shocked lots and lots of people, as it should. The measures 
that were implemented included the northern summer live export ban—that is, that sheep should not be exported 
at the hottest time of the year in that part of the world. The Premier said also that he supported additional measures, 
including vet checks and monitoring. In the Premier’s words, these measures have worked well and are appropriate 
at this time. Therefore, for opposition members to say that the Premier has not had and does not continue to have 
good dialogue with new Prime Minister Albanese is just farcical. The new Prime Minister of Australia made the point 
of coming to Western Australia only days after he had been elected as the Prime Minister of this country. That in 
itself demonstrates how important he regards Western Australia in the context of the national debate and the national 
economy, and in terms of the national approach to the new Albanese government. He came here. 
The member for Cottesloe is obviously not happy with what I have said because he has vacated the chamber for 
the moment. His leader is here, apparently. 
A government member interjected. 
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: He has probably got the call! His federal leader was here, I understand, supposedly 
trying to repair things. 
I will tell members what: if the federal Liberal Party had stood up for Western Australia, maybe it would not have 
had as serious and severe an outcome as we saw in the federal election only two weeks ago. The fact of the matter 
is that the people of Western Australia are not thick—members opposite are, but they are not. They saw very clearly 
what was being offered at the last federal election. I think opposition members will see that in their little analysis. 
Yesterday, the Minister for Transport gave us an insight into that secret meeting at the Italian Club. She knows these 
things. I do not know what the conversations were, but it is very clear that the people of Western Australia saw 
through the opposition. They recognise very strongly that Christian Porter and his cavalcade of supporters back 
in the time were not standing up for Western Australia. They paid the price for that. That is why we now have the 
magnificent new member in Tangney, the magnificent new member in Pearce, the magnificent new member in Swan 
and the magnificent new member in Hasluck. I am enjoying this! 

Point of Order 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Madam Acting Speaker, the minister has not actually mentioned sheep once. 
Mr D.A. Templeman: Yes, I have. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms C.M. Collins): He has mentioned sheep. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Maybe once, but I tell you what — 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: There is no point of order. 

Debate Resumed 
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Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I talked about the northern summer. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: The Premier has made it very clear. He did that because you are so thick! You do not 
like the answers you hear, so you keep trying to make up all sorts of things. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister, please direct your remarks to the chair. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Yes, I will. I apologise for not doing that. 

Opposition members quoted Mr Hassell from WAFarmers. What was his comment on 1 June? I will not go through 
all of it. One of his key lines was, “My position really is the same as the Premier’s.” The Premier has made it very 
clear to the Prime Minister that he supports the current measures, including the northern summer live export ban, and 
the measures that were introduced to address the concerns about what happened in the Persian Gulf some time ago. 

Opposition members keep asking about whether the Premier is talking to the Prime Minister. I can tell members 
that of all the state and territory leaders in Australia, I reckon the Premier would be pretty high up in terms of whom 
the Prime Minister would consult with. I think the Premier would be pretty high up in terms of communication. 

In addressing this motion, I have to say that the problem with what members of the opposition have now become 
is that they do not want to make constructive contributions; they want to make destructive contributions. They frame 
their motions destructively. That undermines the lots of good things that are happening in our government. The 
other thing is that they love to try to drive a wedge between people who live in the metropolitan area and people 
who live in country and regional areas. If we look around this chamber, we see a number of members who represent 
and live in regional Western Australia. They very much understand their communities and they very much value 
farmers and growers. I live in Mandurah. Not much growing is done in Mandurah now; there is no pasture. But I have 
to tell members that a lot of people who are ex-farmers would always come to Mandurah, first as their holiday 
destination and then as the place in which they chose to live later on. 

A member interjected. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Has the member seen my prescription? 

The reality is that that is what members opposite are trying to do. They have to be careful, particularly Nationals WA 
members, because they should be representing all Western Australians, including the nearly two million who live 
in the Perth metropolitan area, and understand the issues and aspirations of all Western Australians. They should 
not continue to try to drive a wedge between those who live in regional Western Australia and those who live in the 
metropolitan area because it will not work. People will see through them. 

I have to remind those members of the 2021 state election result in their own heartland and in places such as the 
wheatbelt and my old home town of Northam. In all those regional communities, a huge number of people saw the 
strength of the Premier and recognised that he always has and always will stand up for Western Australia, and they 
voted accordingly. 

Mr D.R. Michael: It would be interesting to know how they went with first preference votes in the federal election. 
Just a little bit of a difference. For context, the Labor Party across the Senate and the House of Representatives got 
1.069 million first preference votes, and still counting. The National Party for the whole of Western Australia in 
the Senate and House of Representatives got 9 166 votes. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: The “Antony Green” of the chamber has just given us a report. Thank you for that insight. 

The Premier’s view is very clear, and he reiterated it again in question time. He has made his position very clear in 
public, in the press and in media outlets, and indeed when he was asked about it, but members opposite simply choose 
not to listen. They then bring into this place motions that seek to condemn him for his failure to stand up for 
Western Australia. Members should not do that again. It does not make their cause any stronger and it actually means 
that genuine and real debate is belittled by their framing of the motion.  

If they had used the words “called upon” or “sought” in the motion, that would have been a sensible thing do—reword 
it. But, no, they have to go straight for the old, “Let’s go and condemn him.” Of all the people to condemn for not 
standing up for Western Australia, they choose to condemn the Premier of Western Australia. What a ridiculous 
motion. We do not support it. The Premier has made his views very clear and they have been articulated very clearly 
to the Prime Minister of Australia. This government continues to support our growers, our farmers and those who 
put food on our tables and export their magnificent quality products to other parts of world and other states and 
will continue to do so. Therefore, the motion is certainly not supported. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr D.R. Michael. 
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