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WILGIE CREEK, NORTH YUNDERUP 
Grievance 

MR BRADSHAW (Murray-Wellington - Parliamentary Secretary) [9.28 am]:  I raise a grievance with regard to 
Wilgie Creek, which is in the North Yunderup area in the Shire of Murray.  It has been of concern to residents in 
that area for up to 20 years.  The creek should run from the Murray River across to the Peel-Harvey estuary at 
Mandurah.  For some reason, the opening into the Murray River has been blocked.  As a result, the river does not 
flow during summer and algal growth takes over.  The horrific smell generated makes people nauseous.  
Residents must lock their doors and windows to prevent it invading their homes.  It is unfair that this situation 
has been allowed to continue for about 20 years.  It is well and truly past the point at which action should have 
been taken.   

A public meeting held at 6.30 pm on 23 February at North Yunderup attracted 200 to 300 local residents.  Given 
the number of people living in the area, that is an enormous rollup.  Those people were angry about the inaction 
of the past few years.  The Water and Rivers Commission stated at that meeting that it would try to get some 
money to do a survey of the area, because it was frightened that if it opened up the river, it might cause flooding.  
Money was made available through the Peel Inlet Management Authority and the Shire of Murray for a survey, 
and samples were also taken of the water and the riverbed.  Those samples showed that there was heavy metal 
contamination in the riverbed and there were huge nutrient levels in that area.  That is to be expected, because, 
unfortunately, deep sewerage is relatively new to that area, and not everyone has chosen to be connected to that 
deep sewerage, and nutrients have been getting into that creek for many years.  There are a number of hot spots 
in the creek where the nutrient levels are much higher. 

I found it interesting that at a further meeting with the Murray Shire Council and the Water and Rivers 
Commission, the commission said that it wanted the shire to come up with solutions to the problem.  The Water 
and Rivers Commission is the expert, and it should be suggesting ways to fix the problem.  Unfortunately, it is 
trying to get the Murray shire involved in it.  Today I received a letter from the Water and Rivers Commission in 
Mandurah, which states -  

As mentioned in my letter dated 1 September 2000, PIMA is seeking a cooperative approach to address 
the issues affecting Wilgie Creek with the Shire of Murray, the North Yunderup Community 
Association (Inc) and appropriate land holders as the land surrounding the Creek is vested either with 
the Shire of Murray and private land holders, and neither PIMA nor the Commission can undertake any 
works on the Creek without the support and cooperation of these parties.   

The parties will cooperate.  The people at the public meeting were very angry that little action had been taken.  
Some contractors live in that area and are prepared to use their machinery to help fix the problem, but they will 
need money to cover the cost of fuel.  I want to keep the momentum rolling so that things are done.  PIMA came 
up with some money to do the survey, but we need more money.  The reason I am asking the minister to respond 
to this grievance today is that we want to know the possible solutions to the problem, and we need money to fix 
the problem, because without money, it cannot be done.   

The problem of the nutrients and heavy metals in that creek needs to be addressed.  The creek is not massive in 
size; surely there is some way of fixing this problem.  People from the area meeting with the minister this 
afternoon, of which we are very appreciative.  We will be even more appreciative if the minister says the right 
words with regard to fixing this problem.  The people in this area are not only concerned about the bad smells 
which invade this area and affect land values but also fear for the health of their children if they play in the 
creek.  It is very important that some action be taken.  It is not good enough that we have had 20 years of 
inaction.  I fear that if I let the ball stay on the ground for a while, in five years we will still be in the same 
situation.  I want to keep the ball rolling, and I hope the minister has some answers to this problem.   

I have also received a letter from The Friends of Wilgie Creek that is headed “We have had enough” and states -  

At the public meeting held on 23rd February 2000 we were promised that a further meeting would be 
held in six weeks.  As we have had no notification of the next meeting and five weeks has since passed 
we are most anxious to know the situation regarding the meeting so that the residents of North 
Yunderup can be notified. 

I have said there is no point in having another meeting until we have come up with some ways of fixing the 
problem; that is why we held off from having another public meeting.  

DR HAMES (Yokine - Minister for Water Resources) [9.34 am]:  I understand the concerns of the local member 
with regard to Wilgie Creek because, as the member said, the funding that was provided by the Water and Rivers 
Commission and the Murray Shire Council for the study showed that there are significant problems in that creek, 
with heavy metal contamination and high levels of nutrients, both phosphates and nitrates, that are polluting that 
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creek.  I think the member expects the Government to solve this problem for the local residents.  However, we 
need to remember that it is the local residents who caused the problem in the first place, because the nutrients 
come from stock faeces, from human faeces through septic systems, and from fertilisers used by the farmers in 
that area; so it is a locally-created problem.   

There are two solutions to fixing the problem.  The first solution is catchment management work to reduce the 
level of nutrients.  The State Government, through the Water and Rivers Commission, has supported the North 
Yunderup Community Association to apply for a land care grant from Alcoa of Australia Ltd to begin to deal 
with the problems along the river.  As we all know, Alcoa has an excellent record in providing funds in this State 
to assist in the management of environmental problems.  It has done that in many rural areas and also, more 
recently, in the Swan River.  Those grants are extremely valuable in helping to reduce the level of nutrients.  
Areas like this are used to try to prevent high levels of nutrients from going down to the Swan River.  A good 
example is in the Midland region, where high levels of nutrients are coming through the Ellenbrook catchment.  
One of the things we are doing is building artificial wetlands, or nutrient stripping ponds, in which all the 
nutrients collect and where there are reeds and other plants which soak up and use those nutrients and thus 
reduce the level of nutrients before they get into the river.   

The other possible remedy is an engineering solution, which involves opening the creek at both ends and 
allowing the nutrients to flush away.  However, there are two problems with that solution.  The first problem is 
that it does not address the source of the nutrients, so all the nutrients that are pouring into that creek from 
farming, the septic system and the stocking of that land will continue to flow into that creek.  The good news is 
that those nutrients will not stay there but will go into the Murray and Serpentine Rivers.  However, there is 
already a major algal problem with excess nutrients in the Murray and Serpentine Rivers, and we are trying to 
stop nutrients from flowing into those rivers from farmland in that area.   

The second problem is that some private farmland abuts that area.  The farmer who owns the land at the eastern 
end of the creek where there is a buttress to stop the water from flowing into the Murray River does not want to 
open up the creek.  The member has spoken to us on previous occasions about Governments interfering with the 
rights of farmers; and this is one instance where we would need to do that.  We do not have the legislative power 
to force a farmer to open up that end of the creek against his will.   

Mr Bloffwitch:  Did he close it? 

Dr HAMES:  He was not the one who closed it.  It has been closed for a long time.  I do not know the origin of 
that closure.  Similar problems occur in the Moore River, where people have built levees to divert the course of 
that river, and we do not have the legislative power to make those people remove those levees against their will.  
We possibly could bring in legislation to do that, but, as the member knows, it is quite another thing to override 
the wishes and rights of ownership of local farmers.  It is perhaps something we could negotiate.   

Mr Marlborough interjected. 

Dr HAMES:  I do not think it is the member's grievance. 

Mr Marlborough:  Your answer is of great interest to the State. 

Dr HAMES:  So are the member's answers when he talked about what trade unions were doing about contracts.  
I must get them out of the Hansard to use them in my election campaign.  

Ms MacTiernan:  It will not help you to use Norm in your campaign. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!   

Dr HAMES:  The local community groups are not of one accord on managing this problem.  Some would like to 
see the creek open and some would not, as I understand it.  Three different groups are representing that area.  
When we have the meeting I hope they will be there and be able to tell me their collective views, which will 
make it a very important meeting.  I have an open mind, remembering that we cannot force people to open that 
section against their will.   

Mr Marlborough:  Of course you can.  

Dr HAMES:  No, we cannot. 

Mr Marlborough:  Yes, you can. 

Mr Bradshaw:  It is a natural watercourse. 

Dr HAMES:  It is no longer a natural watercourse and has not been a natural watercourse for a long time.  It has 
an opening at the other end, as I understand it.  Is that not true? 

Mr Bradshaw:  No, not the other end; it goes through Swanson.  
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Dr HAMES:  Yes.  The reality is that we need to work together with the local community, not against it.  We 
will be talking with all those different interest groups to try to find an acceptable solution for all concerned.  As I 
have said, the difficulty is the nutrients flushing into the rivers.  If we could do something that involves the 
equivalent of nutrient stripping ponds associated with some form of flushing effect, perhaps we could find a 
solution which would make everybody happy. 
 


