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FREMANTLE PORT — LEAD EXPORT 

Urgency Motion 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.  

HON SIMON O’BRIEN (South Metropolitan — Minister for Transport) [5.38 pm]: Prior to questions 
without notice, we were contemplating issues surrounding lead concentrate contamination in Esperance. The 
issue of the day is whether the transportation of similar material by the same company involved in the Esperance 
fiasco would pose a threat to people in Fremantle, or, indeed, more recently, to people along the rail route upon 
which it is proposed to transport this material to the Fremantle port. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich interjected. 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: Some time ago, Mayor Peter Tagliaferri of Fremantle expressed his concern at the 
prospect that lead from Magellan Metals Pty Ltd would be exported through the port of Fremantle. He 
subsequently continued to make a strong campaign about the issue, providing a bandwagon for my friend Hon 
Ljiljanna Ravlich to leap upon late in the day, and I will come back to that in a moment. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich interjected. 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: The member will get an opportunity in a moment to interject on me, because I will 
come back to that if I have the time.  

I remember, when asked, saying at the time that I did not blame Mayor Tagliaferri for being concerned—he 
ought to be concerned—or words to that effect, about this company wanting to ship this product through 
Fremantle in view — 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: You are a south metro member. Are you concerned? Do you support it?  

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: Will the member please let me finish! I am trying to address this.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich interjected. 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: As I have outlined, I said words to the effect that I would not blame him for being 
concerned given the fiasco with this company down in Esperance shipping this same product. I do not blame him 
for being concerned at all.  

Now let me read some quotes from when the government of the day contemplated the question of Magellan lead 
going out through Fremantle. Who said this? Here is a quiz for Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich, who knows everything. 
Who said this on 11 December 2007 — 

The Port of Fremantle already deals with large amounts of toxic material but it’s done safely and it is of 
no risk to the community. There is no reason why lead can’t be treated safely and transported safely. 

Hon Peter Collier: Who said that?  

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: It was the Premier Alan Carpenter.  

Hon Peter Collier: Former Premier.  

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: Former Premier Alan Carpenter, that is right.  

Hon George Cash: He called an election when Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich was on holidays. Can you believe it? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: She was with Eric up in Exmouth, I think. 

Hon George Cash interjected.  

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: She was. No lead up there, but she was not on holidays was she—because do not tell 
Hon Sally Talbot — 

Several members interjected. 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: Do not tell Hon Sally Talbot she was on holidays. 

Let us also remember the comments of 17 January 2008 in a government press release—its own words—talking 
about how tough it was going to be in assessing the environmental approval. Which environment minister said 
this — 

These tough conditions take into account the concerns expressed by the local member, — 

That must be Jim McGinty, and I will come to him in a sec — 
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the Mayor and the community and they will ensure that what happened in Esperance cannot happen 
again.  

This is a decision I have not taken lightly but I am satisfied that if these conditions are agreed to and 
adhered to that this can be done safely without any risk to the community.  

Come in Minister for the Environment, David Templeman; the same minister that the mover of this urgency 
motion represented in this place at that time in debate as parliamentary secretary.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: You should read the whole of the debate. 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: I have. 

Hon Peter Collier: You should listen. 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: They do not want to hear.  

What did the local member say? In a report by Jodie Thomson in The West Australian on 19 January 2008, when 
everyone had to respond to Peter Tagliaferri, the member for Fremantle and then Minister for Health, Jim 
McGinty, issued a two-sentence written response saying — 

…public safety must be guaranteed. I’ll be watching to ensure all conditions are fully complied with to 
ensure the safety of the public.  

So, even he knew that if all these conditions are met, the safety of the public can be ensured. That is the advice 
that has been given to this government as well. 

Hon Sally Talbot interjected. 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN: That is exactly what he said. Let me conclude. I wish I had some more time on this; 
perhaps we will come back to it.  

The scare campaign that is now being embraced so hypocritically and shamelessly by members opposite, 
including Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich, to frighten people along the rail line is absolutely scurrilous. What I fear it will 
do is destroy public confidence in our transport system.  

HON PAUL LLEWELLYN (South West) [5.44 pm]: Thank you, Mr Deputy President. If this issue of 
Magellan Metal’s transporting its poisonous powder through our regional towns and metropolitan communities 
and into the Port of Fremantle were not such a serious public interest matter, then the farcical, shallow debate 
that we have been witnessing here could be excused. But in actual fact it is a very serious matter, and I think that 
we need to give the actual matter that we are dealing with now serious regard  

It is absolutely true that I put forward a very similar motion almost exactly one year ago—in fact, on 18 March—
and I outlined at that point the breakdown in public planning and the cavalier attitude that the previous 
government was taking towards the environment and the protection of communities. In the shadow of the 
Esperance events, and before the ink had dried on the report from the committee that inquired into that public 
health matter, Magellan reapplied for a licence to export lead through Fremantle, and the Labor Party was 
helping it to fill in the forms! That is what is actually happening here, and we have seen a complete backflip by 
the Labor Party; indeed, we are seeing something of a backflip by the Liberal Party on a very similar matter. So 
this is actually a story of backflips.  

I just remind some members what Hon Sally Talbot told me at the time, around Christmas, when I said that the 
community of Fremantle was ambushed. She said that Hon Paul Llewellyn was using fairly inflammatory 
language and it was inappropriate, and that I talked about the minister’s disregard for the community concerns, 
and ambushes and things like that. She was putting down the very motion that she has put forward today. Then, 
only a few months later, on 4 February in The West Australian on page 18: “Shadow environment minister Sally 
Talbot, said that the Government had failed to listen to residents and questioned whether Fremantle port could 
deal adequately with the product.” 

So talk about backflips. This is a litany of changed minds and double standards in this house.  

Hon George Cash: This is how they save the seat of Fremantle.  

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: I know that Hon Eric Ripper was in Fremantle on the weekend and told the 
community members there that with the elapse of time they had had enough time to reconsider the importance of 
the matter and somehow he was going to stand toe by toe with the people of Fremantle against this export 
proposal. That is not what they were saying a few weeks ago.  
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Exporting this powder in whatever form—in bulk form or in triple or quadruple nylon baggies—in containers is 
no guarantee that the kind of event that we saw on the front page of The West Australian will not happen. I will 
now seek leave to table a document, and I ask members to look at this train wreck that happened.  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Order! If the member is seeking leave to table that 
document, would he identify it?  

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: It is the front page of The West Australian: “Double trouble as trains derailed”. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: And the date? 

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: On 31 January—not so long ago.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! The member seeks leave to table that document. Is leave granted? I will 
say it again; the members must not have been listening. Is leave granted? I think leave is granted.  

[See paper 496.] 

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: We can all refer to this; I will pass this document around, Mr Deputy President. 
What we have on the front page of The West Australian is a train wreck, and no baggy, whether it was tied 
together and inspected in person by the Minister for Environment now or the former minister or any member of 
this Parliament, could have guaranteed that lead could not have escaped in the event of this train wreck.  

The interesting thing—I have just lost my marked-up version—is what the police said following this major train 
wreck in which the product in those carriages was spread throughout the local environment. The police said, 
“Flooding in the goldfields was making access difficult.” Now just imagine if we had even a minor derailment of 
a couple of these carriages with their poisonous cargo and they fell over, broke up and spilt their contents—
regardless of these plastic baggies—while it was pouring with rain in the middle of winter. That lead carbonate 
would dissolve, as it is highly soluble, into the environment and down the road. We are talking here about 
exporting a highly dangerous product, both when bulk handled and when handled in bags. In the past few 
months two major derailments have occurred in Western Australia, one in the north of the state and one on the 
Kalgoorlie line. That is the risk we are talking about, whether with this poisonous powder or uranium. I had a lot 
of fans on the day I moved the previous motion. Hon Wendy Duncan said — 

I support this matter of urgency raised by Hon Paul Llewellyn. As a representative and resident of the 
Esperance area, I know the concern of the people of Esperance is that with the approval of the transport 
of lead through Fremantle … 

I seek the support of members. Let us treat this issue with the seriousness it deserves. It is a matter of having 
integrity in this place so that we treat this on the basis of evidence and that we do not backflip. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: What did the government of the day have to say on the motion? 

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: I want to say what Hon Simon O’Brien said on the day because I happen to have it 
noted. He said — 

The house should thank Hon Paul Llewellyn for bringing this matter to its attention today. Not only 
does the urgency motion reflect a wide-held fear in the community, but it also exposes the Carpenter 
and Gallop Labor governments for the spin doctors they are. The community does not want spin doctors 
running its state; it wants governments that will protect the community and act without fear or favour in 
the state’s best interests … 

I could not have put that better. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!  

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: My last and very brief comment has been saved for the new Premier. The Premier 
stood on the front steps of Parliament House today declining to answer community questions about this 
extremely important matter. Believe me, if there were a rail accident, the people of this state would be liable for 
damages, just as they were liable for the Magellan Metals mess in Esperance. An article in the Cockburn City 
Herald of 6 September 2008 reads — 

Liberal leader Colin Barnett says lead won’t be shipped through Fremantle if his party wins today’s 
election. 

“If [it’s] not safe to ship out of Esperance it certainly isn’t acceptable to transport it through the heavily 
populated metropolitan area … 
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Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!  

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN: The original proposal was for the export of lead ingots. Had they fallen off that 
train, they could have been picked up individually and put into containers. However, lead carbonate is a 
completely different animal. This motion should be debated on principle and on facts and we should stop this 
backflip. 

HON DONNA FARAGHER (East Metropolitan — Minister for Environment) [5.54 pm]: I agree with Hon 
Paul Llewellyn that this is a very serious issue and one that has had to be addressed by both the previous Labor 
government and the current government. However, I must say that in reading Hon Sally Talbot’s motion, I will 
give it to the Labor Party: the Labor Party is very, very good at rewriting history. The problem for the Labor 
Party in this particular case, however, is that there is a clear record of its history on this issue. I am happy to go 
through it for the benefit of the public record. Let us be really clear. The proposal by Magellan Metals, which we 
are discussing today, has been in the public domain for more than a year. It is exactly the same proposal that the 
opposition, when in government, accepted subject to a number of conditions. The former Labor Minister for the 
Environment, David Templeman, was quoted in a media release of 17 January 2008 as follows — 

Mr Templeman accepted the recommendations of the Environmental Protection Authority in December 
last year that the shipment could proceed under a number of strict conditions, but considered that extra 
conditions were needed to ensure the protection of the community.  

… 

“These conditions are unprecedented for any proposal and are beyond world best practice.” 

As has been mentioned, a motion was moved in this place in March of last year. Hon Sally Talbot said — 

I suggest that it is seriously misleading to talk about this being the same poisonous stuff as what went 
through Esperance. This proposal is a world away from the process that was undertaken at the port of 
Esperance. This is about exporting lead carbonate in double-laminated, sealed vacuum bags locked 
inside shipping containers. If members know anything about what happened at Esperance, they will 
immediately see that this proposal is a qualitatively quite different process. 

I have a number of quotes of other Labor members but time is short. I agree with Hon Sally Talbot’s comments 
of March last year. It is a qualitatively different situation from that at Esperance. That is what happened under 
Labor’s watch. What happened in Esperance was completely unacceptable. Yes, the former minister did set 
tough conditions, but we, as the Liberal-National government, have made them tougher, given the health and 
safety concerns that have been raised. As is well understood, the final statement by the former minister was not 
signed owing to the early calling of the election.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: You don’t know that. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I am talking now. The member will have a chance to have her say.  

As a result, the process that was started under the previous government had to be completed. To ensure that due 
process was followed, I recommenced the consultation process with the relevant decision-making authorities, as 
required under the act, and also sought advice from the State Solicitor’s Office on the conditions. In addition, 
and recognising the concerns raised by the community, once that advice from the State Solicitor was received, 
the full conditions were sent at my direction to the Environmental Protection Authority for another full 
assessment of those conditions. The clear advice that I received from the Environmental Protection Authority—
an independent body, I might add—was that the environmental conditions were appropriate and that the proposal 
could meet the environmental, health and safety standards required for a proposal of this kind. I signed a new set 
of conditions that were above and beyond what the previous government thought to be adequate protection for 
the Western Australian community.  

Explicit conditions that will apply to this proposal include lead carbonate being packed in double-laminated, 
sieve-proof bags; all visible dust being removed from the bags prior to loading into clean shipping containers; 
each and every bag having to be inspected by an independent auditor prior to leaving the minesite; shipping 
containers having to be locked before leaving the minesite; the auditor being required to immediately report to 
the department any lead identified outside sealed bags; and monitoring results of soil and air being made publicly 
available. I have been advised that these conditions go beyond world’s best practice and that they are the most 
stringent and legally robust conditions that have ever been put on a proposal of this kind.  

I note that Hon Sally Talbot said that I met Magellan Metals prior to making my decision. I had a meeting with 
Magellan Metals after the press conference. The reason I met with the company after was to make abundantly 
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clear to it that it is my very clear expectation that it will not only meet the conditions but also exceed them. 
Furthermore, it is my very clear expectation of my department that it will take all necessary and appropriate 
enforcement actions if Magellan does not comply. Furthermore, nothing—I repeat nothing—will leave the 
minesite until such time as I have approved the health, hygiene and environment monitoring and management 
programs as well as the emergency response plan that are in those conditions.  

I conclude by saying that this is a very serious issue. The government is fully aware of that. This process 
commenced under the previous Labor government and no doubt would have been finalised had it not been for 
the early calling of the election. A clear and transparent process has been followed. It was because of the 
concerns raised by the community that I, as the Minister for Environment, not only recommenced the 
consultation process with decision-making authorities, as required under the act, but also sent them to the State 
Solicitor’s Office and the Environmental Protection Authority again. What has transpired is the most stringent, 
legally robust conditions for a proposal of this kind. Quite frankly, this is a serious issue, but the convenient 
backflip and apparent memory loss of the Labor Party on this very serious issue is astounding. 

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm 

HON LJILJANNA RAVLICH (East Metropolitan) [7.30 pm]: I support the motion, and I say right up-front 
that Labor did not give final approval for this particular project. I also say that Labor lost the election, and it 
certainly was not the Labor Party that, on the eve of the election, gave a commitment that there would be no lead 
exports through Fremantle. Clearly, we are not in government. Time after time the now Leader of the House 
stood on this side of the chamber and said, “Well, you’re in government. It’s your responsibility; we’re not the 
ones in government.” We in the Labor Party cannot undo the decision simply because we are not in government. 
That is why we have moved this motion calling on the government to reconsider its decision to approve the 
export of lead through the port of Fremantle.  

I am particularly concerned because, as a member representing the East Metropolitan Region in this place, a key 
responsibility for me obviously is to look after the people in the East Metropolitan Region. I am very concerned 
that lead will travel through 22 suburbs; that is, right through the East Metropolitan Region, down through 
Kewdale and into the South Metropolitan Region.  

We all know that lead is dangerous; we know that it poses a high risk to humans. We also know that Magellan’s 
record is poor. In fact, its record is so poor that an article in The Australian of 4 March 2009 outlined — 

The Australian has obtained government records showing Magellan was in breach of environmental and 
mine safety conditions as early as September 2004, two years before its Wiluna mine became fully 
operational. 

… 

While the World Health Organisation safety guideline for lead is 10 micrograms per decilitre of blood, 
a record book entry by a state government occupational health inspector from February 16 last year 
states that three mine workers returned lead levels of 17, 27 and 37mg.  

This is quite clearly a concern not only for the mine workers, but also for the people who live in Wiluna, which 
is situated 30 kilometres from the mine.  

I am also particularly concerned that the Minister for Mines and Petroleum, who is one of several decision-
making authorities for the project, signed off on this in November. I went to the minister’s website and could not 
find any media release about this issue. It seems that the Minister for Environment, who ultimately signed off on 
this project, has therefore taken carriage of that decision.  

I want to turn to the contribution agreement because I think that agreement is very interesting. This government 
has been anything but open; in my view, it has been particularly secretive. The people who live, recreate and 
work in those 22 suburbs certainly do not know that lead will be passing through their backyards.  

Ivernia, a company located in Toronto and the parent company of Magellan Metals Pty Ltd, signed an agreement 
dated 23 December 2008, the Esperance agreement, that provides for a $9 million financial contribution by 
Magellan towards comprehensive clean-up activities at the port and within the town. The agreement has been 
formally approved of and signed by the state government, the Esperance Port Authority, Magellan and Ivernia. 
The agreement mutually releases the parties from claims against each other in respect of lead pollution in and 
around the port and the town of Esperance. The state and the Esperance Port Authority will carry out a clean-up 
under the relevant laws, regulations and requirements, and they will use their best efforts to complete the clean-
up by 31 December 2010. Magellan’s contribution comprises three equal payments of $3 million on 
31 December 2009, 31 December 2010 and 30 June 2011. These payments are subject to Magellan achieving set 
cumulative earnings targets beginning 1 January 2009. The earning targets are $6 million, $12 million and 
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$18 million respectively by the three repayment dates. That tells me that anticipated production is expected to 
increase threefold. If profit is an indication of production, quite clearly there will be a threefold increase over the 
next three-year period. Has the Minister for Environment advised the people who live, work and recreate and 
who have children attending schools in those communities that the production capacity over the next three years 
will increase threefold, and has the minister advised that the threefold increase will be loaded onto containers 
that will travel past their backyards? I would suggest that the minister has not. I would suggest that the minister 
has not told these people that there will be any lead at all, let alone advised them that there will be a threefold 
increase over such a short time. If we look at the population distribution, we can see that — 

Hon Simon O’Brien: Do you want to shut the freight rail network down? There are a lot of other things that 
travel on that same rail — 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: It is not lead!  

Hon Simon O’Brien: What is it? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Does the honourable member support lead going through the electorates within 
his — 

Hon Simon O’Brien interjected. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: No, I have asked the question. The member supports it! Does Hon Donna 
Faragher support it? 

Hon Simon O’Brien: Hey, listen to this: it is near my house! I understand that you’ve got to have — 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: The member clearly supports it! Does Hon Helen Morton support lead going 
through the electorates in her region? No! Members opposite are absolutely dead silent on this issue. I will put 
out a press release tomorrow saying that each of the three members who are silent on this issue support the 
export of lead through Fremantle.  

Hon Simon O’Brien interjected. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I have asked a straight question. Members opposite support the transport of lead 
through the electorates in their region despite the health risk to people who live there. 

Hon Simon O’Brien interjected. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I do not support the shipment of lead carbonate through the port of Fremantle. 
The lead shipment will travel through 22 suburbs, including those of the citizens of the East Metropolitan 
Region. Quite clearly, the government has been anything but open and accountable on this matter. I want to put 
on record the 22 suburbs that will be affected, because, quite frankly, I want people to come to members’ 
electorate offices and put the same question to their local member that I have asked in Parliament this evening. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Ray Halligan): Order! The Deputy Leader of the Government is not 
contributing to the debate. He is just making it much more difficult for Hansard. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich has the 
call. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Thank you very much, Mr Deputy President.  

I want government members to tell the people that they support the shipment of lead through the electorates in 
their regions and that they support a threefold increase in the volume of lead travelling through their regions, and 
I want members to tell those people that they will be safe! The lead shipments, like the freight route, will pass 
through the following suburbs: Baskerville, Millendon, Herne Hill, Middle Swan, Midvale, Midland, Guildford, 
Hazlemere, South Guildford, High Wycombe, Newburn, Forrestfield, Wattle Grove, Beckenham, Langford, 
Thornlie, Canning Vale, Leeming, Jandakot, Bibra Lake, South Lake, Yangebup, Spearwood, Hamilton Hill, 
South Fremantle and Fremantle.  

Hon Simon O’Brien: So you want that rail line shut down, do you? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: No, I have not said that I want the railway shut down. I want the government to 
reconsider its decision to approve the export of lead through the port of Fremantle. This is what the motion has 
called for, this is what I want and that is what an increasing number of people in the community want. If the 
government was honest and open and had advised the people living in that community of what the Minister for 
Environment had signed off on, they would be informed and they would be able to — 

Hon Simon O’Brien: Are you in favour of it being a working port? No answer. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Mr Deputy President, the honourable member is trying to sidetrack me. He 
clearly supports lead being transported through his electorate. 
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HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral — Leader of the House) [7.40 pm]: What a pile of humbug 
we have just heard. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich was a member of the former government that made the decision to 
allow the bulk export of lead through Esperance, which created the problem in the first place. It was a decision 
of her government and of her ministers. Her government put in place a system of transporting lead that caused 
the problems in Esperance. Then, as a government, it tried to fix them and came up with an idea that it could take 
the lead through Fremantle. We have heard tonight that that is what the former government was going to do, and 
indeed with less stringent requirements than the current government is requiring. In listening to the honourable 
member, I got the impression that she was saying that because members of the former government have changed 
sides in the chamber, they are allowed to change their minds. That is okay; in politics they are allowed to change 
their minds. That is fair enough. They can change their minds but had they won the election on 6 September, 
they would have gone ahead with the export of lead through Fremantle. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich knows that and I 
know that. The lead would have gone on the same railway route that Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich was talking about 
and she was trying to give the frighteners to everyone who lives along that railway route. That is exactly what 
the Labor Party would have done had its members been sitting on this side of the house. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich 
knows it as well as I know it. Although the honourable member says that the Labor Party has changed its mind, I 
will tell members opposite what Alannah MacTiernan is reported as saying in The West Australian of 19 January 
this year—since the election and in opposition. She said that in her view, given the extremely stringent 
requirements that have been imposed by the Minister for Environment, she did not see the project posing a threat 
to the community. She also said that the conditions would take the system proposed beyond best practice, which 
would help to ensure that public confidence would be restored in the management of this project. 

That was said by Alannah MacTiernan this year since the election. Is Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich telling me that she is 
not arguing the Labor Party’s case anymore? Mr Templeman, the former Minister for the Environment, said on 
17 January that he conceded that DEC and this company have a huge task ahead to regain the confidence of the 
community and that he was satisfied that they will be able to do that through the proper management of this 
project. Those are two conflicting points of view from the Labor Party. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich is telling us that 
everybody should be frightened to death because this government will do what her party would have done in 
government. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: But they didn’t. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: That is because her party is not in government. That is the only reason. The Labor 
Party is not in government; thank goodness!  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: But you are and you can change it. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: What we are doing is proper, appropriate and environmentally correct, and, as the 
minister has pointed out to the house, with the most stringent requirements imaginable. 

Let me just ask the Labor Party what it would do with the lead, assuming that what Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich said to 
me was correct that the Labor Party would not have done this. Would it leave it in the lead mine? Would it send 
it out through Esperance again? Would it send it to Port Hedland? Would it send it to Karratha? What would the 
Labor Party do with it? Would it close down the mine? Is that what the Labor Party would do; close down the 
mine? 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: No. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: Where would it go then? Would the Labor Party make sure that the company built a 
smelter or something? Is that what Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich was going to say? Would she require the company to 
build a smelter to make ingots at huge capital cost? Just today the Labor Party spokesman on mines was telling 
me that the government should be saving the mining industry, yet tonight all we can assume from the Labor 
Party is that if it were in government and the company wanted to send lead through Fremantle, it would close 
down the lead mine and put those workers out of a job. That is what the Labor Party would do. The Labor Party 
cannot have it both ways. If there is to be a lead mine, the lead must be exported, and it must be exported 
through a port that can handle containers. Fremantle is that port and it is being done under the most stringent 
conditions that the Environmental Protection Authority can require. 

I say by way of conclusion that I have no doubt that had the Labor Party won the election, it would not have 
closed down the lead mine because the mining unions would not have allowed it. The Labor Party would have 
done exactly the same in broad terms as this government is doing. The only problem is that the conditions the 
Labor Party would have attached to the transport of lead through Fremantle would have been less stringent than 
the current minister is putting in place. That is what would have happened, and the hypocrisy of the Labor 
Party’s argument today is just beyond belief. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: So will you support uranium going through Fremantle? 
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Hon NORMAN MOORE: No. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Why not? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: We have already made a commitment to that, so I do not know what Hon Ljiljanna 
Ravlich is going on about. If she wants to know where uranium is going to go, it will probably go through 
Darwin and Adelaide. However, that is another argument for another day. I am happy to have that argument 
publicly anywhere and anytime the member likes, but the bottom line is that today we are arguing about lead. 
The former government caused the problem because it could not manage the transportation of lead in Esperance. 
It created the problem. It signed off on the export of bulk lead through Esperance. It caused the problem, it tried 
to fix it up, the election intervened and so it did not do what it was going to do because it was not in government. 
I guarantee, as has been pointed out very clearly and by using the words of Hon Alannah MacTiernan herself 
who commends this government for what it is doing, that it demonstrates without equivocation whatsoever that if 
the Labor Party were in government now, it would be doing exactly what we are doing but with less stringent 
conditions attached. Those are the simple facts of the matter. The hypocrisy of the Labor Party is breathtaking. 
This nonsense about every person living along the railway line being contaminated and the fear campaign that 
the honourable member is trying to run are absolutely appalling in the extreme. However, that is the way in 
which the Labor Party in opposition is going. It will go to every port in the world and tell people that they will 
glow in the night if yellowcake goes through their port and that they will all die of lead ingestion, no matter 
where the railway line goes. The Labor Party will tell everybody that and frighten them to death. On the other 
hand, the Labor Party knows as well as I do that many products that are quite dangerous are transported in 
Western Australia. However, processes have been put in place, with rules and conditions attached, for the 
transport of those products to make them as safe as humanly possible. That is what we do all the time, just as 
fuel is carted along the highways and ammonium nitrate and sodium cyanide are carted on trains—materials that 
are absolutely vital to the economy of Western Australia. We move those products around, and we do that safely. 
The same can be done with lead. The Labor Party knows that. I thought when I first read this motion today that it 
was a dorothy dixer. It just demonstrates once and for all that when the Labor Party changes sides, all it does is 
change its argument.  

Motion lapsed, pursuant to standing orders. 
 


