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ESPERANCE LEAD DUST POLLUTION 

531. Dr K.D. HAMES to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure: 
I refer to the continued contamination of Esperance with lead dust causing further risk to children. 

(1) Did the minister ensure that the Esperance port was properly cleaned after the contamination? 

(2) Has the lead shed, still containing 9 000 tonnes of lead carbonate on the wharf, now been fully sealed? 

(3) Will the minister ensure that all houses that have been recontaminated will be professionally cleaned? 

(4) Why is it that in July this year the minister increased the pay of the members of the Esperance Port 
Authority board by 50 per cent right in the midst of the inquiry into the lead pollution? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN replied: 
(1)-(4) Instructions were certainly issued to the port authority that there was to be a thorough clean-up.  Indeed, 

one would have had some confidence, looking at the results that came in in May from the depositional 
gauges and in May, June and July from the high-volume gauges that indeed that had been achieved, 
because very low or nil results had been returned from those particular monitors.  However, in fact it 
was true that in July two of the depositional gauges showed that there had been some elevated levels.  
We need to get this in context because we need to look at what it was like during the period of 
contamination.  The graph that I hold shows the level of lead in February was around 700 micrograms 
per litre.  By May we had got that back to nil and it continued to be nil for a couple of months.  We 
have now seen a slight elevation, and I must say that it is a comparatively modest elevation.  It indicates 
that there may well have been an area that was not as thoroughly cleaned as it should have been.  It 
appeared from those early results in May and June that the clean-up had been very thorough.  There has 
now been a minor increase.  It is important that we see it in context and that we compare the levels 
during the contaminated period with this most recent study.   

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order!   

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  The two depositional gauges that have shown this modest increase in elevation are 
near the conveyor.  I have given strict instructions that there is now to be a re-cleaning of the conveyor.  We will 
also be reporting, as soon as we can, on the results from August.  Those results are not yet in unfortunately, but 
we anticipate that we will have those by the end of the week.  Certainly, we will go back and clean anyone’s 
home that has been cleaned and has recorded elevated levels again.  We have already given that undertaking to 
Mr Curtis, for example.   

Dr K.D. Hames:  A letter was sent to the people whose homes had been contaminated saying that they should 
clean. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Mr Curtis is the one case that I am aware of.  Mr Curtis has been advised that he is 
eligible to have his house re-cleaned.  We will do that.  We will get to the bottom of this.   

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order!   

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  We have seen a very marked drop in the levels and very good results in the most 
important indicator, which is the lead level in blood of children.  We have seen that 94 per cent of those children 
show a very significant drop in blood lead levels.  That continues to be the most important gauge.  We have had 
an application in for a great deal of time for an increase in the pay of board members of all regional port 
authorities.  The remuneration given to all regional port authorities is incredibly minimal and well below the 
standards of what is given for any other duties.  We are very committed to ensuring - 

Mr T. Buswell interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, member for Vasse!   

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  - that we actually have people with very solid backgrounds and very strong 
commercial backgrounds on our port authorities.  We cannot get that at the level of remuneration that we were 
offering.  The princely sum that I think has now been paid to the port authority board members is around 
$15 000 a year -  

Mr T. Buswell:  It is $16 000. 
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Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  It is $15 000 or $16 000, which is a very modest sum of money when one considers 
the extraordinary responsibilities that they take on.  Members opposite cannot simultaneously be arguing that 
they want more expertise and more senior people on the board and deny giving port authority members a decent 
set of remuneration.  I am extremely pleased with the quality of chairs that we have been able to attract for really 
what is basically pin money.  We are now giving a more reasonable remuneration but it is still well below what 
any other government trading enterprise is able to give. 

Dr K.D. Hames:  A supplementary question, Madam Deputy Speaker? 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  I do not think so.  What I do think is that certain members on my left better 
contemplate this: it is twenty-five past two and we have had three questions.  If the behaviour on my left in 
particular continues in this way, that will be all the questions that they will get to ask.  Members know the 
correct way to seek an interjection.  I suggest they try that approach, otherwise there will be no supplementaries 
and there will be no further questions.  The member for Vasse is called to order for the second time. 
 


