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Minerals and Petroleum — Exploration Incentive Scheme — Statement by Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

Resumed from 7 April 2009. 

Motion 
Hon NORMAN MOORE: I move — 

That the statement be noted. 

I am pleased to make a few comments about this, albeit that I am commenting on a ministerial statement I made 
a long time ago. The exploration incentive scheme, which is funded out of the royalties for regions fund, has 
been designed to better understand the geology of Western Australia. Members may not be aware—it is not a 
well-known fact—that Western Australia is, in large part, under-explored. This incentive scheme is all about 
trying to encourage companies to explore the greenfields part of the state and it also provides funding for the 
Geological Survey of Western Australia to carry out its scientific assessment of the state’s geology using 
aeromagnetic technologies. We hope that by spending the $80 million we have made provision for over the five-
year period, we will have a far better understanding of the state’s geology. That far better understanding will lead 
to more companies seeking to explore and, hopefully, ultimately mine the resources of Western Australia. 

It is a fact that during the global financial crisis there was a quite serious downturn in exploration expenditure in 
Western Australia—indeed in Australia—and this fund was seen to be a stimulus to the exploration sector during 
that time. Part of the program is a co-funded drilling scheme, under which we now provide up to $200 000 for 
each drilling program, and companies can apply for that; we are now into round 2 of that co-funded drilling 
program. The second round attracted 90 applicants and 62 of those projects were funded to the tune of 
$5.3 million. One of the benefits for the co-funded drilling program is that companies need to apply to drill in 
particular parts of the state, and they are assessed by an independent panel that decides whether there is any extra 
intellectual benefit, if one likes, to be obtained by the state by virtue of those particular drilling programs. 
Therefore, when we look at a map showing where they have all been located, we find that many of them are in 
areas that are covered by sand, for example, east and north of Kalgoorlie where there are no obvious geological 
features that would attract geologists and prospectors to have a look. Attached to the program is the requirement 
for the companies to provide their drill core to the core libraries that are managed by the Geological Survey of 
Western Australia, and that drill core is then available to the public and other companies to access. In effect, the 
state and the companies co-fund drill holes, which then provide data and information to the whole mining 
community, and of course to the Geological Survey, as part of the work they do in understanding the state’s 
geology. 

I am therefore very pleased with the way in which the incentive scheme has gone so far. We have not found 
another Roxby Downs yet. We never know; it might well be the case and that would be very helpful. But there 
have been a number of quite interesting finds. There is a Beadells gold deposit in the Musgrave Range. 
Encounter Resources has high-grade zinc mineralisation in the Pilbara. I should also add that the program is 
looking for not just minerals, but also petroleum and geothermal activity. Whilst most of the applications are 
from mining companies for mineral activity, there have been some petroleum and some geothermal applications 
that have been successful as well. 

I will just take a moment to compare and contrast the approach of this government to the exploration industry 
with that of our federal colleagues. This government believes very firmly that by encouraging exploration and 
the finding of ore bodies we will prolong the life of the resources sector. I have always made the point, and I 
make it every time I open my mouth, that we need to find today the mines of tomorrow because, as we all know, 
each ore body is finite. If we want a continuing resources sector in Western Australia, we need to encourage 
exploration. We therefore have a very strong view that that is what we need to do. As a government, particularly 
with the global financial crisis, a continuing imperative is to provide support and assistance to companies and to 
the Geological Survey itself to give us the information that we need to make sure that the mines of tomorrow are 
found today. 

On the other hand, whilst we are putting some money into the pockets of some mining companies to the tune of 
$5 million in this current round, we have a federal government that seems to think that it should have its hands in 
the pockets of mining companies. Indeed, we have gone through this complete debacle about the mining tax. The 
first one was quite obscene, to say the least, and completely illogical and ridiculous. Now we have mark 2, 
which, again, is full of unknowns. If we believe the federal Treasurer—I have to say, without being too 
disrespectful, that I sometimes do not believe the figures he uses because he will not make them available 
publicly—he is talking about $10 billion extra tax coming out of the mining industry across Australia. We 
estimate that some 60 per cent of that—perhaps even more—will come out of Western Australia. So, here we 
have two governments with completely contrasting points of view. One government wants to encourage 
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investment, encourage exploration and encourage the ongoing future of the resources sector, and the federal 
government sees the sector as a milking cow that is just going to provide additional funding to the 
commonwealth government to spend in probably eastern states’ metropolitan areas where most of the federal 
seats are located. 

We will therefore continue to argue against the federal tax because we think it is a serious disincentive to 
exploration and development in Western Australia, and indeed Australia. At the same time, this government will 
continue to provide all the support and encouragement that it can to make sure that the resources sector does not 
come to a grinding halt when the existing ore bodies have been depleted and there has been no exploration to 
find those ore bodies that will take their place. 

I am very encouraged by what I have seen so far about the prospects for Western Australia. Indeed. when we 
start looking at Tropicana, for example, which is a gold deposit east of Kalgoorlie in an area that has been under-
explored, Musgrave Range gold and nickel and those sorts of remote, largely under-explored areas, they may in 
fact deliver for us some very significant ore bodies that may rival those of Roxby Downs in South Australia, the 
Golden Mile in Kalgoorlie or some other equally spectacular discovery. We therefore need to make sure that this 
industry has a long-term future, and that will happen if we provide support for exploration. 

Hon JON FORD: The opposition has been interested in watching the development of the exploration incentive 
scheme as it has been rolled out. I agree with the minister inasmuch as the scheme is moving towards achieving 
what it set out to do to encourage people to explore the mineralogy, hot rocks and geothermal activity of Western 
Australia. Perhaps we will see a report that details the results of this incentive scheme in the future. However, I 
believe that there should be some mechanism to provide an opportunity to companies that are successful—even 
though the ground may not be fully recoverable—to make some payback to the scheme for reinvestment back 
into mining in WA. 

I was at Roxby Downs last week. The interesting thing about the deposit there is understanding the quantum of 
that discovery and how easy it would have been to miss it. It is an ore body that is quite challenging to get to. It 
will take between five and seven years to get down to the ore body in the way that the company wants to exploit 
it. It is already an underground operation, but the company wants to go to an open-cut mine. It is a mammoth 
deposit. In fact, the company has expelled its whole drilling program and not reached the limit of the deposit. It 
has therefore shored up and identified 150 years of ore body, which is consistent with what it currently has; that 
is, for the next 150 years it will remain primarily a copper mine—although people talk about uranium at Roxby 
Downs—with a good percentage of silver, a good percentage of gold and a big percentage of uranium. But, 
overwhelmingly, copper is the main game. The interesting thing to note about that is that it was discovered by a 
magnetic anomaly survey. Members might have seen aircraft from time to time with a boom out the back; they 
pick up a guy and send him out to drill. Interestingly enough, given the size of the feature at Roxby Downs, the 
guy sent out chose exactly the wrong spot to drill. He came within missing the ore body by a matter of metres. If 
he had missed it, the company would have just closed up shop and the area would have been registered as non-
explored. It might have been years later, even centuries, before somebody had a look at it again. He just managed 
to go into an area that had stranded deposits of ore. He went through one or two of them that were able to be 
detected, and that allowed for further drilling. That showed me that there is the possibility that opportunities are 
lost through the vagaries of the way in which exploration is carried out and the variations in structures. What I 
see is an advantage of this exploration incentive scheme is the possibility to go over other areas where perhaps in 
the past people have carried out some survey work and exploration work, but at the time the technology was not 
available or the program was not extensive enough to find any mineralogy, or just by a fluke they missed it. It 
also identifies the risks in this business and why there has to be some incentivisation. If the minister has a chance 
to get to his feet again, if no-one else wants to speak, he may be able to explain to the chamber whether the 
department is giving some strategic guidance on where exploration is carried out. I am not saying that the 
department should be directing this, but perhaps in the way grants are authorised there should be some strategic 
position on covering those areas. It is probably early days, but I think it would be pretty good if we went down 
that path. 

The minister might also be able to update us on whether there is any thought of expanding the scheme or 
entering into negotiation with the commonwealth to put its hand in its pocket. When the minister started to talk 
about the commonwealth, he said something that I could agree with; that is, the commonwealth likes taking the 
benefit and not taking the risk. It would be nice to see the commonwealth put its hand in its pocket and assist in 
some manner or form—not just take the benefit of the investments, but provide money directly, and even match 
dollar for dollar what the state government is putting into the incentive scheme. However, I believe it is a 
mistake to tie up the mining tax that is being debated and negotiated currently, which is about operational mines 
and gaining a benefit from what is—I talked about this yesterday in another debate—a one-off resource and 
maximising that benefit, and an exploration incentive scheme, which is to assist companies in minimising their 
liability and encouraging them to look for that mineralogy. 
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I would be prepared to listen to a real debate about what the commonwealth might spend that money on. The 
minister talked about a lot of the money going over to the eastern states where the massive proportion of the 
Australian population is. When I say I am a proud Western Australian, I do think of myself as an Australian. 
However, I talked yesterday about what will happen when this endowment which we have through a freak of 
nature and which we have inherited runs out, what will be invested from the money that we gain from these 
minerals and how it will be used to develop the capacity of the state in the future. One of the questions that I 
have asked in the past two days was about the capacity of Western Australian businesses. One of the risks to 
businesses participating in the resource sector is the emergence of local supply chains, and I talked about that 
yesterday. It seems to me that the trick for us is to invest this wealth in developing our own capacity to get into 
those supply chains. We have seen that happen in this state with the Association of Mining and Exploration 
Companies in particular, but there needs to be a lot more of it. That is where I believe, as a nation, we need to 
invest a lot more money. 

I congratulate the government on the incentive scheme, but if the minister gets a chance to speak, I would like to 
hear his comments about whether there is an overall strategy for how it is applied. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: I will respond to that. I do not have the guidelines that are applied to assess 
applications with me now, but I can provide them for the member. They will be on the department’s website, if 
the member wants to look there. However, the general thrust, as I said in my comments earlier, is to attract 
investment into greenfields areas. We are not much interested in helping out a company that has a pretty good 
idea that there is going to be an ore body in a brownfield site. It is its business to drill that. We want companies 
to go out into the remote parts of the state, or, indeed, even the more populated parts of the state, if no drilling 
has been undertaken in those parts of the state where there may be some prospectivity based upon, say, the 
aeromagnetic work done by the Geological Survey. Indeed, a hole went down in suburban Kalgoorlie under the 
exploration incentive scheme. I do not know whether anything was found, but that part of Kalgoorlie had not 
been drilled, which was quite interesting, and there is some suggestion that there may be a significant ore body 
under what is probably West Kalgoorlie. I said to these people, “How are you going to mine this if you find 
something?” and they said, “We’ll just have a decline about a kilometre away, out of town, and we’ll come in 
underneath.” 

Hon Jon Ford: That’s my theory. One day we’ll wake up in the morning and the town will disappear into the 
hole! 

Hon Kate Doust: There’s a history of parts of the town disappearing. 

Hon Robin Chapple: Already the top half of the street there is under-mined by what was the Golden Mile. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: I suspect there are lots of tunnels under Kalgoorlie. In fact, one of my former 
colleagues in this place, Ross Lightfoot, drilled a lot of suburban Kalgoorlie when he was running a company 
called A-Cap Developments. It was interesting that when the question was put to the then mayor, Ray Finlayson, 
“What will happen if you find an ore body under the town hall?” the mayor said, “Well, we’ll just shift the town 
hall”, because that is the attitude in Kalgoorlie; the ore is more important than the town. Fortunately, we have not 
had to do that yet, but as the Super Pit gets bigger and bigger, it is encroaching closer to Boulder particularly, 
and it has caused problems in Williamstown for a long time. But that is the nature of — 

Hon Ed Dermer: They were going to move the Boulder block, weren’t they? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: The Boulder block has gone. 

Hon Ed Dermer: The original plan was to move it, but they decided not to in the end. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: I do not know about that. All I know is that the Boulder block has gone. It is now a 
hole in the ground, just as where I used to live in Trafalgar is now a hole in the ground. 

Hon Kate Doust: Is that out near Fimiston? It’s a hole in the ground now too. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: Yes. That is exactly right. A number of us seem to come from what is now a hole in 
the ground. 

Hon Kate Doust: Our old house is still there. It hasn’t gone yet. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: I can provide for the member all the guidelines that relate to this, but the 
fundamental principle is to try to make sure that we understand the geology of Western Australia better. Hon Jon 
Ford made the point very correctly about Roxby Downs. It was discovered by Western Mining Corporation, in 
fact, which discovered a lot of the ore bodies in Western Australia, because it was a company that put 
exploration ahead of everything else. Indeed, when talking to Arvi Parbo, a former chairman of Western Mining 
Corporation, not that long ago, he said that at the company’s board meetings, the first item on the agenda of 
every meeting was the exploration budget—it was discussed before they talked about anything else—because 
Western Mining knew, as does our government, that its future lay in finding future ore bodies. Every ore body, 
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regrettably, is finite, so the next one has to be found. Therefore, Western Mining was very, very active in its 
exploration program, and it found a lot of ore bodies around Western Australia; indeed, it found Roxby Downs, 
which, as the member said, is probably the biggest ore body in the world. It is an incredible mine, with a huge, 
long life ahead of it. As I have said, if the exploration incentive scheme, for our piddly $5 million a year, resulted 
in a Roxby Downs being found, we would have to say that that is a very, very significant investment, and a huge 
return for a very tiny investment effectively. 

I mentioned the federal tax, and Hon Jon Ford said that the federal tax and the exploration incentive scheme are 
not related. In effect, they are related, because what we are about is providing incentives for exploration, whereas 
increasing taxation is a disincentive to exploration. The proof in the pudding is in the commentary and the effect 
on the stock market of the first version of the mining tax. When the stock market dropped dramatically that day, 
the Canadian mining minister said that the Australian government had just put out the very best news that the 
Canadian government had heard in years, because it meant that people were going to go to Canada. There was 
also increased interest in exploration in Africa by Australian companies. That is not because they wanted to go to 
Africa especially, but they were seeing a bit of an avaricious attitude by some governments in Australia to get a 
bit more money out of the mining industry—the companies will go where they can make the best return. 

I make this point in conclusion: the mining sector, particularly the exploration part of it, is highly risky. There 
are literally millions and millions of dollars being spent on exploration that has found nothing. There have been 
companies that have come and gone from the stock exchange. I can quote dozens of them because I have had 
shares in some of them over time. They start at 10c, finish up at nought and disappear because they raise their 
capital, go out and explore, find nothing and then collapse. That is the history of the mining industry; it is highly 
risky and the chance of finding a viable ore body is very remote. That is why I think there has to be 
encouragement for exploration rather than discouragement. When a risk is taken with the sort of money that we 
are talking about, governments have to accept that with risky investments there should be a bigger return. The 
higher the risk, the higher the return. If they are not going to get the higher returns, people are not going to take 
the higher risk options. For a government to say that a mining company is making an excess profit because that 
profit is more than 6 per cent, defies logic. Because of the risk that is being taken and the very significant capital 
that is being expended, companies have to expect that on the basis of that risk, the returns will be 
commensurately higher. They do not want to find a government saying “We are going to take the top off that 
return because we think you are getting too much.” I will not have an argument about the issue today, but it is a 
fascinating one and will be around for some time yet. As I said before, our little $5 million per year for co-
funded drilling has been well received by the industry. If the commonwealth was to give us $5 million out of the 
$6 billion that it might take out of the Western Australian resources sector, there would be a very small return, 
but if Labor can convince its federal colleagues to give it to us, we would be happy to take it. 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: The Greens (WA) would much prefer to see the money from the $18 million royalties 
for regions initiative going to the regions to supply infrastructure and housing. We had an interesting question 
asked today in which we found out that one-third of the social housing in Port Hedland is being sold off and 
going to the “industry sector”. This is also reducing the amount of housing stock available for communities. I 
would have much preferred to see royalties for regions money going to support local communities rather than the 
mining sector. 

As somebody who worked in the exploration game many years ago for Shell, doing a lot of work on the border 
of Western Australia back in the 1970s, and also for Hancock Prospecting, I know that it is risky. The key issue 
is that there is a massive element of luck. To make this point I really need to talk about Area C, which was 
originally owned by BHP or, as it was known then, Mt Newman Mining Company. It explored the area and 
drilled the area quite extensively, but did not find anything. It relinquished its leases and subsequently Rio Tinto 
picked up those tenements. 

Hon Norman Moore: Goldsworthy Mining explored it first. 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: Yes, I will deal with Area C and I will explain how it worked. Then Rio took it over, 
drilled the area extensively and again could not find anything. Goldsworthy then picked up the leases and drilled 
Area C and found just about all the iron ore. Subsequently, BHP bought out Goldsworthy and therefore took 
over the leases of Area C, which are now incredibly productive. There is a massive element of risk in doing 
drilling. I think that it is a risk that needs to be borne by corporations and not by the government. If royalties for 
regions are to increase the social wellbeing of communities in the north west, I do not see that giving $80 million 
to the minerals sector to increase exploration, which as we have already identified, is a relatively risky game, is 
necessarily the best economic use of that fund.  

Most of Western Australia has been drilled over extensive periods. People who work for mining corporations go 
back and look at drilling logs that have been done over many areas. Again, new material that has been missed is 
sometimes found, but Western Australia has been pretty extensively drilled. When companies go back out to do 
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their drill work, they use previous logs and they make assessments. The key thing that has changed is the depth 
of drilling compared to what it was in the 1970s or 1980s. More information is available through drill logs 
nowadays than there previously was. Therefore, better predictions about where minerals are can be made. In 
essence, the Greens have never supported the idea that the mining industry should be subsidised by the state in 
any way, shape or form. It operates in a competitive market around the world; it operates in a very competitive 
market here in Western Australia. Given that a large part of mining royalties are removed from the state through 
the GST, we believe that the royalties should be retained wherever possible in the state for the community’s 
benefit as opposed to that of the minerals sector.  

The minerals sector gets many advantages; for example, it gets a diesel fuel rebate—it is assisted in many ways. 
In some cases, this is rightly so. However, the notion that we should be using our royalties, which are generated 
by the minerals industry for the benefit of the community, the state and the government, to pile that money back 
into the minerals industry makes a mockery of the process of generating royalties in the first place. If we had the 
understanding that we would generate royalties, pass the money back to the industry and that that money would 
not go into general revenue and not provide for the benefit of the community, this would be a completely 
different issue.  

I think that the work going on with the geothermal energy program is interesting. That is a very risky process and 
the return on that investment in geothermal energy is nowhere near the potential return on mining. The Minister 
for Mines and Petroleum also made note of the fact that many corporations raise massive amounts of money 
through initial public offerings—it depends what the mineral flavour of the day is—and inevitably go to the wall. 
Having worked in that area and having worked for some of these corporations, I find it quite interesting that 
many of those corporations are, in fact, not owned by miners, but are owned by speculators, lawyers or people 
who have, in some regard, little knowledge of mining. They will launch an IPO on the strength of a commodity 
that is in demand in the market. The punters, the investors in the stock exchange, look for these elements that are 
being promoted as being high value. There are often dubious proposals that are well oversubscribed, raising 
many millions of dollars. At the end of the day, it is the investors who suffer, because in a lot of cases those 
funds will just keep the board running for four or five years and keep the income coming in. The company will 
fill out its form 5s, going through a process of doing desktop analysis, do little work on the ground and then go 
to the wall. Therefore, it has basically, in a lot of cases, just kept corporations running for the benefit of the 
income stream of the boards and not necessarily for the benefit of either the investors or the Stock Exchange. I 
point out that in recent times the Australian Stock Exchange has had significant concern over a number of these 
sorts of proposals and developments and has deregistered quite a number of companies from the Stock Exchange 
on the basis that they were just doing that; they were mining the market and not mining the ground. Therefore, I 
think it needs to be noted and we need to be very, very careful. If the government is handing over $80 million of 
royalties for regions money to the mining sector, it will be important at the end of this time to do a cost analysis 
to find out how many of those corporations in which the government invested its $80 million are still in the game 
and how many have gone to the wall. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: I just have to respond; I cannot help myself—forgive me! The cynicism of the 
member is astonishing. We have heard a diatribe about an industry that somehow or other is full of charlatans 
and lawyers and all the rest who raise funds on the stock market to keep the board happy for four or five years 
and then go to the wall and do not actually do any mining. The Mining Act, as the member knows very well, has 
some very stringent requirements on companies that take out tenements to actually do something with them. 

Hon Robin Chapple: Under form 5, you’re dead correct. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: Expenditure conditions are required to be met by companies, and the department is 
very fastidious in ensuring that they are met. In fact, very, very many files come across my desk that say, 
“Forfeit these tenements because the companies have not done what they are required to do under their 
expenditure conditions.” That is a pretty regular occurrence—on a weekly basis—in my office.  

The member said that we should spend the $80 million on infrastructure and housing. Let me put it to the 
member this way in a simple deduction of what the member has talked about: $80 million over five years will 
get 80 houses in the North West; over five years that works out at 16 houses a year. That will not make a 
significant difference to the housing stock in the North West at all, but that sort of money may in fact find an ore 
body that means that the community can remain for another 50 years. That is what exploration is about; we want 
ore bodies to be found so that regional communities have a future, and so much the better if it turns out that a 
new town is built or an existing town benefits as a result of a new discovery. Fly in, fly out is not something that 
I have a great deal of enthusiasm for, but I recognise that it is a fact of life. However, even with fly in, fly out, 
city communities and indeed some of the larger regional communities benefit by virtue of the fact that these 
workers live in those communities. There is no point in building infrastructure and housing in remote parts of the 
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state if there is no future in industry, so we want to get the industry going with the expectation that when the 
companies find ore bodies, they will work on providing the infrastructure, which is the history of the Pilbara. 

Hon Robin Chapple: The industry itself is saying that there’s not a lot left out there. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: Not a lot of what? 

Hon Robin Chapple: Minerals left out there. Surely, you’ve read the reports that are coming out of the eastern 
states in terms of the mineral results of assays that have been done over the past 10 years? We had a 16 per cent 
decline in gold—you’re aware of that—in the Kalgoorlie region. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: That may well be the case, except that we now have a brand-new discovery called 
Tropicana east of Kalgoorlie and that whole belt may in fact be a new gold province. Indeed, just last Friday I 
opened a mine called Randalls by Integra Mining, which is about 60 kilometres east of Kalgoorlie, and is a 
highly productive mine—a very rich ore body. These are being found on a regular basis. All I can say is that the 
Greens would be very happy if there was no more mining because they seem to have a very significant problem 
with the industry. Whenever anybody talks about a new deposit having been found, the Greens say that we 
should not really mine it because it will have a bad effect on the environment. Therefore, I guess Hon Robin 
Chapple would be pleased if his prediction about us running out of minerals was in fact correct. However, 
one thing that the member might also take into account is the fact that if we look at magnetite iron ore, which has 
now become fashionable because there is a market for it, there are literally billions of tonnes of magnetite iron 
ore around Western Australia and every second day somebody comes up with a new discovery. To suggest that 
we might be running out of iron ore is ludicrous. The assertion that the member makes that the state has been 
largely explored is not correct, but he is partly correct in the sense that a lot of the drilling has been shallow 
drilling and deeper drilling is giving us a better chance to find ore bodies in largely under-explored areas. That is 
why that sandy country east and north of Kalgoorlie that overlays the geological strata in which we mine 
minerals is so important because we need to drill a long way down before we come to where the ore bodies 
might well be located. That is why we are in the business of putting money into exploration. It is to ensure that 
we can find those ore bodies; and, if we can, the regions benefit and it is a good use of royalties for regions. 

Hon Robin Chapple: But surely that’s a sovereign risk for miners, not the government. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: It is not a sovereign risk for miners; the miners will put money into exploration but 
they will go where the best returns are. At the moment, we have a federal government ensuring that people do 
not think Australia is the best place to get returns, so they will take their exploration dollars somewhere else and 
other parts of the world will benefit, not us. We as a state government are saying that we think the future of the 
resources sector is important enough for us to make an investment in it as a government. It is a very minimal 
investment as far as companies are concerned—$5 million a year—but it is $80 million over five years for the 
Geological Survey of Western Australia to do its work so that the state of Western Australia, through its 
government, has the knowledge of our geology. We can then make that available to the mining industry to spend 
its dollars knowing that when companies go to places where a Roxby Downs might be—which they found 
through aeromagnetic survey work—they are getting some assistance from the government to ultimately assist 
the people of Western Australia through royalties and taxes. The only thing I agree with the member about is the 
royalties; we keep about 30 per cent—that is the latest figure—which is outrageous and needs to be fixed.  

Progress reported and leave granted to sit again, pursuant to temporary orders. 
 


