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Uranium Mining — Adjournment Debate 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: In respect of uranium mining, which was raised by a couple of members, let me say 
this: we went to the last election on a policy of allowing uranium mining. We said right up-front, “We will allow 
uranium mining in Western Australia if we are elected.” There were no ifs or buts. There was no spin attached to 
it. We simply said, “We will lift the ban on uranium mining.” It is only a policy ban, because the Labor Party 
never legislated to stop uranium mining even though it said that it would. It had eight years to do so and never 
did. I think it will be rather interesting what members on the other side will be saying when the Labor Party 
changes its policy on this matter, because it will look a bit silly after the things that have been said in this place. 
However, we went to the election on that policy. The Labor Party, with its then leader Alan Carpenter, saw this 
as a serious positive for the Labor Party. It ran a very strong and negative campaign against the Liberal Party 
because it said we are going to make everybody glow in the night. It said that the Liberal Party would decimate 
the state of Western Australia by allowing uranium mining. The Labor Party went around Western Australia 
claiming that yellowcake would be shipped from Western Australian ports. It went to every potential location for 
a uranium mine and told the local people about the dreadful consequences of the Liberal Party’s uranium policy. 
The Labor Party tried to make uranium a significant issue at the last state election, for the reason that the worm 
had turned during the debate between the two political leaders. The Liberal Party went to the election saying that 
it would allow uranium mining in Western Australia, and it won the election; it was not an issue. There is no 
doubt in my mind that the people of Western Australia generally support uranium mining, as do the federal 
Labor Party, the Northern Territory Labor Party and the South Australian Labor Party. The Labor Party is in 
government in those three jurisdictions, and all those governments support uranium mining. Peter Garrett, the 
federal Minister for the Environment, Heritage and the Arts, and one time luminary of the Greens, supports 
uranium mining. The bottom line is very simple: we went to the election, uranium mining was an election issue, 
and the Liberal party won the election. We believe that we have a mandate to allow uranium mining in Western 
Australia. 

Hon Jock Ferguson: It wasn’t an election issue. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: Only because the Labor Party could not get it up; nobody was interested in it. The 
Labor Party tried very hard, but it did not work. 

Hon Sally Talbot raised a couple of matters. Yesterday she asked the Minister for Environment a question about 
the regulatory regime for the mining of mineral sands and tantalum, and the relationship between those 
regulations and the regulations for the mining of uranium. She asked that question of the Minister for 
Environment. That is because I had previously provided an answer to a question in which I pointed out that the 
regulations for the mining of mineral sands and the regulations for the mining of uranium were the same. 
However, those regulations relate to mines safety. They are not environmental regulations. They are mines safety 
regulations. My responsibility as Minister for Mines and Petroleum is to ensure that the most appropriate mines 
safety regulations are in place for the mining of uranium and the transport of dangerous goods, including 
yellowcake. It is the view of my agency that the regulations that relate to the mining of mineral sands and 
tantalum are sufficiently stringent as to allow us to regulate the mining of uranium and the transport of 
yellowcake. So the question that Hon Sally Talbot asked of the Minister for Environment was not to do with 
environmental issues at all; it was about mine safety issues. Hon Sally Talbot yesterday accused me of causing 
disruption in the house. That is because she was not listening. That is her problem. I was trying to correct her so 
that she would understand exactly what was going on. 

The next question asked of me was from Hon Jon Ford. 

Hon Jock Ferguson interjected. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: Let me finish; I am running out of time. 

Hon Jon Ford’s question was about what uranium ore processes it was proposed would be utilised by uranium 
project proponents. He also asked what types of uranium processing would be approved, should uranium mining 
be allowed to proceed. My answer related to the Environmental Protection Act, because I assumed that the 
question was about the environmental processes that the proponents would need to go through to operate a 
uranium mine.  

Hon Sally Talbot got two different questions confused. One related to mines safety, and the other related to 
environmental approvals. Because she got the questions confused, she drew the wrong conclusion. That is her 
problem; she seems to think that she knows more than anybody else around here about these matters, but 
occasionally she gets it wrong. In fact, she has got it wrong twice—once yesterday, and once today. I take 
exception to her comment today that I had somehow or other pulled the house into chaos yesterday when I was 
simply trying to interject on her to tell her that she was wrong. It would have been helpful if she had listened to 
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me yesterday, because it might have avoided another of her speeches today. The house might have been given 
the option of not listening to Hon Sally Talbot make the same speech today that she made yesterday, the day 
before that, and the day before that. I mean—10 minutes of turgid nonsense that goes on every day during the 
adjournment debate! 

I will conclude by saying that this government has made a decision to allow uranium mining in Western 
Australia. On the issue of mine safety, we will have the most stringent regulations for the way in which that 
operation takes place. Those regulations will be mine safety issues, and that is my responsibility. 

Hon Sally Talbot: Trust me! Trust me! 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: If Hon Sally Talbot wants to ask questions about mine safety regulations, she should 
please ask the appropriate minister. If she wants to ask questions about the environment, she should ask 
questions of the Minister for Environment, and she will answer them. 

In respect of areas within my responsibility, we will make sure that things are done in the most stringent way 
possible. In respect of environmental issues, we already know the sorts of environmental approvals that will be 
required: they are the highest level of environmental assessment that is available to the Environmental Protection 
Authority at this time, and we would have it no other way. The Minister for Environment has already made that 
decision, which Hon Sally Talbot already knows about. That is how it is going to be. I have always said that if 
we have uranium mining, which will be my responsibility ultimately, we will do it on the basis of the very best 
regulations for mines safety and for the environment. 

Hon Sally Talbot: Why is it you who’s trying to explain it? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: It is because I wanted to explain to Hon Sally Talbot that she asked the wrong 
question. I also wanted to respond to her today, because I am tired of her standing and saying that somehow or 
other I disrupted the business of the house, because that is not correct at all. In conclusion, I just ask Hon Sally 
Talbot to please make sure that she gets her facts straight; in other words, she should switch on her brain before 
she puts her mouth into gear! 

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 5.41 pm 
__________ 

 
 
 
 
 


