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LEAD SHIPMENTS — FREMANTLE 

186. Mr E.S. RIPPER to the Premier: 

(1) What discussions has the Premier had with the Minister for Environment regarding the safe transport of 
lead through Fremantle? 

Mr T.R. Buswell: You’re worried about that seat, aren’t you? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: I do not think the member for Vasse should ever mention the word “seat” in this place again! 

(2) Is the Premier satisfied that it is safe to transport lead through the port of Fremantle? 

(3) Can the Premier confirm that the Minister for Environment does not believe that the transport of lead 
through Fremantle is safe? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  

(1)-(3) Let us not forget that the previous government, of which the member opposite was Deputy Premier, 
approved the transport of lead through the port of Fremantle. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter: That’s not true. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The previous government approved it; it actually had the route the lead would take on a 
website. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter: Subject to appropriate safeguards. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Subject to appropriate safeguards? So the previous government approved it, but did not 
approve it; it thought it approved it. It is a bit like the electricity price: how far up and how far down did it go? 
However, the route appeared on a website — 

Mr M. McGowan: We didn’t mislead anyone. You didn’t tell the truth. Go on, tell the truth. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: It was approved by the previous minister and a statement was put out to that effect. The 
statement appeared on a website back in 2007; it even showed details of the route the lead would take. 

What happened in Esperance was a disgrace, an absolute disgrace. When the issue of birds falling out of the air 
became public, I well remember it being raised in this house and former member Dr Steve Thomas commenting 
that if birds were falling out of the air, the chances were that it was lead contamination. That is when the reality 
started to strike. What did we get from the previous government? We had resistance to a parliamentary inquiry 
into that situation. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: We moved to send it to a committee! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I remember the member opposite in particular being resistant to an inquiry. The previous 
government washed its hands of the contamination and of the high lead levels in young children. There was an 
inquiry that was moved by the Liberal Party and chaired by the now Deputy Premier. In government, what have 
we done? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: You are telling lies. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Armadale! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: This week the lead is finally being removed from Esperance, the port will be upgraded and 
the houses will be cleaned—this time properly, at a cost of $10 000 a house. Here we go. Every time the 
opposition raises the issue of lead contamination in this house, we will remind it of its negligence to the people 
of Esperance. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: You are telling lies. 

Withdrawal of Remark 
The SPEAKER: The member for Armadale knows that she cannot make that accusation in the house. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I withdraw. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 
Mr E.S. Ripper: Has the Premier finished? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I have not answered the question yet; I have a long way to go. I have all afternoon! 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Have I had discussions with the Minister for Environment? Of course I have; it is a 
contentious major issue, so of course I would discuss it with her. However, the Environmental Protection 
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Authority conducted its procedures completely independently and professionally, and when it made its 
recommendations —  

Mr E.S. Ripper interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am trying to answer the Leader of the Opposition’s question. 

The Minister for Environment quite properly informed cabinet of the advice of the EPA and that she was 
agreeing to its recommendations. The lead will be transported in double-sealed bags in a sealed container by rail. 

Mr E.S. Ripper interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am trying to answer the Leader of the Opposition’s question. There is always an element 
of risk in almost any activity involving transport. I am confident, on the advice of the EPA and the specialists 
that it sought advice from, that this is safe, but there is always an element of risk. What would be the worst-case 
scenario? The worst-case scenario would be a derailment in a densely populated area. That would also have to 
involve a container splitting open as a result of the derailment; it would also have to involve the double-sealed 
bags splitting open and spilling the lead carbonate. That is the series of events that would have to happen. Even 
in the remote possibility of an incident such as that occurring, with all those conditions, it would be a one-off 
incident of lead carbonate spillage. It would not be what occurred in Esperance—lead being continuously 
transported and going into the atmosphere from rail carriages and a conveyor system that was not fully sealed, 
creating continuous contamination and being absorbed by infants. That is not a scenario that I could ever see 
happening now. 

Mr M.P. Whitely interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Bassendean! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: If the member for Bassendean wishes to ask a question, I would love to answer it. 

I believe, on the basis of the advice of the EPA and the recommendations of the Minister for Environment in 
endorsing that advice, that the conditions laid down for the transport and monitoring of lead are safe. As I said 
yesterday, the reality is that this is a state in which all sorts of dangerous commodities and materials are routinely 
transported, and we have to be ever vigilant to make sure that it is safe. Simply transporting petrol in a tanker 
down a road probably involves a high level of risk; there is likely to be an explosion. Liquefied petroleum gas 
and cyanide are also routinely transported for the mining industry. The situation is the same for farm chemicals, 
pesticides and herbicides. Fortunately, we have a good record in this state for the transportation of often toxic 
and dangerous materials. I believe the conditions in this case are appropriate. 
 


