
Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 25 August 2005] 

 p4652e-4653a 
Ms Margaret Quirk; Dr Geoff Gallop; Dr Graham Jacobs; Speaker 

 [1] 

URANIUM MINING, MEMBER FOR COTTESLOE’S MOTION 

427. Ms M.M. QUIRK to the Premier: 
Has the government been given any indication by the opposition that the anti-uranium mining motion 
foreshadowed by the member for Cottesloe will be given private members’ time for debate?   
Dr G.I. GALLOP replied: 
There is an interesting contrast in Western Australian politics at the moment between the government and me, 
and the opposition and the Leader of the Opposition.  The government has a very clear position on mining 
uranium and we are very happy to debate it.  The Leader of the Opposition has no position on uranium and he 
does not want to debate it.  A headline in today’s Kalgoorlie Miner states “Matt Birney puts stop to Barnett’s 
uranium motion”.  We are very happy to debate this issue.  If the member for Cottesloe is having difficulty 
getting a platform within his own party for this matter to be debated, I can assure him that we will facilitate a 
proper debate on the matter in this Parliament as soon as possible.  The Leader of the Opposition is a follower; 
he is not a leader.  His view on this subject is to put his finger on his tongue and then put his finger up to the 
breeze to work out which way the public is going on the issue.  The government has a policy on uranium, which 
it took to the 2001 and 2005 elections.  It is the right policy, and we have been sticking to it.  

It is interesting to note that, should uranium mining occur in Western Australia, all sorts of questions would have 
to be answered about it.  One of them would be: through which port would the uranium be shipped from Western 
Australia to other parts of the world?  It is important to know the positions of the various members of Parliament 
in whose electorates there is a port.  What would the member for Albany’s community think about uranium 
being shipped through his port?   
Several members interjected.  
Mr P.B. Watson:  They would be more worried that the uranium might be affected by the bombs in the harbour.   

Point of Order 
Dr G.G. JACOBS:  Surely questions between members of the government are out of order.   

The SPEAKER:  Order!  There is no point of order.  

Questions without Notice Resumed 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Perhaps it is out of order to invite an interjection from this side.  What about the other side?  
I ask the member for Roe, who represents the port of Esperance, how he feels about uranium being exported 
through the port of Esperance?   
Dr G.G. Jacobs:  I haven’t been asked a question; you’re answering the question.  
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  More decisiveness from the Liberal Party!  How does the member for Bunbury feel about 
uranium being shipped through Bunbury’s port?   
Several members interjected.  
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The opposition is a policy-free zone.  It does not have the internal fortitude to come up with 
a policy and defend it in public.  We on this side of the house have a policy.  We are happy to defend it and to 
debate it, as we have been ever since we came to government in 2001.  Our position is very clear.  However, the 
opposition’s position is not at all clear.  We know the member for Cottesloe’s position.  The Leader of the 
Opposition is unable to take leadership on all of these important issues that face the people of Western Australia.  
 


