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people do not grasp that when scientists talk about variations in the temperature levels - namely, whether we will
experience a two-degree or a six-degree rise, or whatever - the same scientists often give different variations.  It is not a
situation in which different scientists give different variations and disagree with each other.  The issue is highly
complex and has many variables.  For example, one group of scientists has been working on a molecule called hydroxyl
radical, which is a small molecule that cleans up the atmosphere by combining a raft of pollutants.  It ameliorates the
rise in carbon dioxide in the atmosphere, and it also cleans out many of the other chemical pollutants that are pumped
into the atmosphere.  Unfortunately, not many hydroxyl radicals exist in the atmosphere, and the levels of hydroxyl
radicals have been decreasing at the same time that pollution levels have been increasing.

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  I remind the member that he should be speaking on the amendment and may be straying
over to the substantive motion.

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  I agree, Mr President; I probably am doing that.

Although scientists disagree with each another, because scientists around the world will never unite in their opinions -
they are rather like economists - the general consensus is that there will be a rise in temperature.  In these situations,
people usually meet somewhere in the middle, purely and simply because that is the easiest way to reach the most
precise agreement.  It is like politics - the middle ground is where most people meet at the end of the day.

With regard to the amendment moved by Hon Christine Sharp, the so-called strategy put forward by Hon Derrick
Tomlinson is not appropriate for this day and age.

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  I suggest you read it before you make that judgment, my friend.

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  A lot of good information has been put together, but Western Australia’s strategies have resulted in a
70 per cent rise in greenhouse gas emissions in the time we have been working on this issue.  We cannot afford a 70 per
cent rise.  If, in fact, despite the good information backing up the Pearce strategy -

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  You should have a look at the 1999 report.  That was well and truly after Mr Pearce left
office.

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  We have seen quite a change in attitude in the 1999 report.

Hon Christine Sharp:  It is not a strategy.

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  As Christine Sharp has pointed out, it is not yet a strategy; in fact, it is a whole lot of information put
together.

Hon B.M. Scott:  Why do you not wish to call her honourable?

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  Because she does not want to be called honourable.

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders.

VIDEOTAPING OF PROCEEDINGS

Statement by President

THE PRESIDENT (Hon J.A. Cowdell):  Normally on a Thursday we would proceed to the consideration of committee
reports, but we do not have any reports for consideration.  Before we proceed to orders of the day I have a commercial.
I have been advised that all Council proceedings are now videotaped and that members may order a copy of their
speeches at a cost of $22 each, or a copy of Hon Peter Foss’s speech if they did not get the point earlier in the day.

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  For $66.

The PRESIDENT:  I inform members of that excellent service that is now available.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY

Motion

Resumed from 20 June.

HON CHRISTINE SHARP (South West) [12.02 pm]:  I welcome this opportunity to join other members in this place
in supporting the motion before us.  I will join many members in this debate by discussing my views on the
environmental issue that has dominated other issues in the past few years in this State; that is, forest management.  I feel
there is a need to express my perspective and experience and the views of the Greens (WA) on this matter, particularly
as many members have spent a lot of their contribution to this motion in discussing the end of old-growth logging,
forest management and forestry.  This morning I will make my contribution to that debate to discuss, in particular,
issues of forestry and how they relate to Sotico Pty Ltd’s environmental debt, which it left behind for us to deal with, as
we are dealing simultaneously with the very difficult issue of restructuring the timber industry.  My topic this morning
is essentially on Sotico’s environmental debt.

First, I will say a few words about the comments made by the Attorney General last week and his soliloquy on the
benefits of forestry and his praise for the profession of forestry.


