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WATER RESOURCES PORTFOLIO, PREMIER’S ELECTION COMMITMENT 
Matter of Public Interest 

THE SPEAKER (Mr F. Riebeling):  Today I received a letter from the Leader of the Opposition seeking to 
debate as a matter of public interest the following motion - 

That this house calls on the Premier to honour his election commitment to assume personal 
responsibility for the water resources portfolio. 

If sufficient members agree to this motion, I will allow it. 

[At least five members rose in their places.] 

The SPEAKER:  The matter shall proceed on the usual basis. 

MR M.J. BIRNEY (Kalgoorlie - Leader of the Opposition) [2.51 pm]:  I move the motion.  

During the cut and thrust of a state election people tend to make promises that they think will resonate with the 
public of Western Australia.  No doubt the issue of water resources was placed firmly on the agenda, mostly by 
the opposition, during the election campaign.  In response to that, the Premier made a statement, a very public 
statement, that if the Labor Party were re-elected he would take personal responsibility for water resources in 
this state.  He was referring to the fact that he would appoint himself Minister for Water Resources.  As the 
Premier, he has the right to appoint anybody he likes as Minister for Water Resources.  That promise resonated 
with the public.  I think the public was of the view that water resources in this state were sadly lacking and that 
we desperately needed some new direction, and we desperately needed somebody at the upper echelons of 
government to take charge of this portfolio.  When the Premier, no less, makes a statement to the effect that he 
personally will take charge of water resources, the public is somewhat comforted, regardless of who the Premier 
of the day might be.  It transpired that the Premier did appoint himself as the Minister for Water Resources.  That 
is a fact; it is now a forgone conclusion.  What he did not do was appoint himself with the responsibility for any 
water-related acts.   

The Government Gazette of 11 March 2005 makes for very interesting reading.  It was confirmed to me only five 
minutes ago by the bills and papers office that this is the latest available Government Gazette.  I will deal with 
that matter in a minute, because I think that earlier today the Minister for the Environment was being a bit 
mischievous in her answer to the shadow Minister for the Environment.  The Government Gazette lists the 
responsibilities of every minister in this place; under “Premier” it lists a number of things for which he is 
responsible as well as his various portfolios.  As the Minister for Federal Affairs the Premier is responsible for 
the Terrorism (Commonwealth Powers) Act 2002.  Therefore, the Premier of this state has control of that act in 
his capacity as the Minister for Federal Affairs.  The Government Gazette also indicates that as the Minister for 
Public Sector Management he has responsibility for the Indian Ocean Territories (Administration of Laws) Act 
1992, the Public Sector Management Act 1994, the Public Servants Act 1915, the Taxation (Staff Arrangements) 
Act 1969 and the Office of Director of Equal Opportunity in Public Employment, which covers the Equal 
Opportunity Act 1984.  Whoever takes on those portfolios must also take on responsibility for the various acts of 
Parliament that attach themselves to those portfolios.  The Government Gazette shows that the Premier is also 
the Minister for Water Resources.  The section that lists the acts of Parliament for which the Minister for Water 
Resources is responsible is blank.  It follows that this Premier is simply the Minister for Water Resources in 
name only because he does not want the workload.  He would rather be out there turning on taps and smiling for 
the cameras in his capacity as Minister for Water Resources with no responsibility for water resources than 
actually having to roll his sleeves up and do the hard yards in that portfolio.  It is an indictment on the Premier of 
the day and the government that the Government Gazette shows that not one single act of Parliament is attached 
to the water resources portfolio.  It is absolutely disgraceful.  This state has many water-related acts of 
Parliament.  For example, there is legislation like the Country Areas Water Supply Act; Country Towns 
Sewerage Act; Land Drainage Act; Land Drainage (Validation) Act; Metropolitan Water Authority Act; 
Metropolitan Water Supply, Sewerage, and Drainage Act; Metropolitan Water Supply, Sewerage, and Drainage 
Board (Validation) Act; Water Boards Act; importantly, Water Corporation Act; Water Supply, Sewerage, and 
Drainage Act; Water and Rivers Commission Act; Waterways Conservation Act; and the list goes on.  For how 
many of those acts of Parliament do members think that the Minister for Water Resources, who is also Premier, 
is responsible?  Can the Premier answer that?  He will not, because the answer must be zero; he has 
responsibility for absolutely zero when it comes to the water resources portfolio, albeit “water resources” is 
attached to his title.  He is Premier and Minister for Water Resources.   

We have seen an absolute disaster with the water portfolio in this state.  The infrastructure is ageing and is 
literally bursting at the seams.  It is even doing so in the Premier’s electorate of Victoria Park.   
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Dr G.I. Gallop:  Have you done your homework?  Do your homework. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Am I wrong? 

Dr G.I. Gallop:  The statements you have just made are wrong. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I will stand corrected if the Premier has responsibility for some water-related acts.  Can he 
tell me what they are?  Can he name an act? 

Dr G.I. Gallop:  Your statements on infrastructure are wrong. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I will stand corrected and apologise to the Premier if I am wrong.  I will give him the 
opportunity right now to correct me.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  You have no speech. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Unlike the Minister for Police, I do not have to read my speeches.   

The latest edition of the Government Gazette showing the administration of departments, authorities, statutes and 
votes assigns most of those acts to the Minister for the Environment and some of the acts to the Minister 
Assisting the Minister for Water Resources, which is quite a cute title, I might add.  The Minister for the 
Environment, in response to a question from the shadow Minister for the Environment, has just said that we had 
not done our homework and that we did not know anything about anything.  She said in fact that she no longer 
had any responsibility for all those water-related acts and that she had responsibility for only the Swan River 
Trust.  I must say that I was taken aback by that answer.  I slipped straight into the bills and papers office.  On 
my return, I inadvertently cut off the Minister for State Development, for which I duly apologise.  Bills and 
papers office staff confirmed for me that the Government Gazette of 11 March 2005 is the latest edition of the 
administration of departments, authorities, statutes and votes.  I then had someone in the bills and papers office 
phone the State Law Publisher to confirm that it was in fact the latest edition of the Government Gazette and that 
we had not made a mistake.  The chap in the bills and papers office was kind enough to do that.  He confirmed 
once again that this was the latest edition of the Government Gazette.  This Government Gazette allocates a host 
of water-related acts to the Minister for the Environment and a couple to the Minister Assisting the Minister for 
Water Resources.   

I assume that the Minister for the Environment did not simply lie about her responsibilities.  Therefore, I am 
moved to the opinion that the government has only recently made a change in portfolio allocation.  The Minister 
for the Environment previously had responsibility for the Country Areas Water Supply Act; Country Towns 
Sewerage Act; Land Drainage Act; Metropolitan Water Supply, Sewerage, and Drainage Act; Metropolitan 
Water Authority Act; Rights in Water and Irrigation Act; Water Agencies (Powers) Act; Water Boards Act; 
Water Services Licensing Act; and a host of other water-related acts.  I am assuming that she has now offloaded 
them.  That is quite interesting, is it not?  Why would the Minister for the Environment - in the heat of the 
moment when water pipes are bursting across the city - suddenly offload her responsibilities for water-related 
acts?  More importantly, whom did she offload them to?  Was it to the Minister for Water Resources, who is also 
the Premier?  I suspect she did not.  There are two questions.  Firstly, if she did offload them, why did she 
offload them?  Secondly, has the government admitted that it has made a mistake about its portfolio allocation?  
Why were the water-related acts given to the Minister for the Environment in the first place?  More importantly, 
why were they shuffled, and when were they shuffled?  Is it an admission that the Minister for the Environment 
may be the person responsible for the absolute disaster we have seen within the water portfolio over the past few 
weeks? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  What a pathetic speech. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  It is a very legitimate question, Minister for Police and Emergency Services.  Why has the 
Minister for the Environment offloaded all her water-related portfolios and why did she not give them to the 
Premier?  He is the Minister for Water Resources.  There is considerable confusion within the government. 

For the light entertainment of members, I will read a transcript of an interview between the person who is 
technically known as the Minister Assisting the Minister for Water Resources and Howard Sattler on radio 6PR 
the other day.  It makes for very interesting reading.  I will lower my voice because I want all members to hear 
this.  It is quite humorous.  The transcript is as follows - 

Sattler:  Where’s the Minister? 

He meant the Minister for Water Resources. 

Kobelke:  I’m the Minister and that’s why I’m speaking to you. 

. . .  
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Sattler:  Who is the Minister for Water Resources? 

Kobelke:  That is the Premier. 

. . .  

Sattler:  So the Minister is the Premier? 

Kobelke:  There is a range of Ministers. 

When he opens up, he says he is the minister, but when Sattler pushes him some more he says oh no, the Premier 
is the minister.  Sattler pushes him further and he says there is a range of ministers!  We find out today that there 
is not a range of ministers because the Minister for the Environment has shuffled her responsibilities.  I wait with 
bated breath to find whom she gave those acts of Parliament to.  I hope it is the Minister for Water Resources, 
who is also the Premier, but I do not think that is the case. 

Let us look at the acts the Premier is responsible for.  Once again, this is a bit of light entertainment because 
things can get a big heavy in this place.  I thought it might be beneficial for members to know which acts of 
Parliament the Premier has decided he will be responsible for.  They include the Fairbridge Farm School Act 
1948 and the Friendly Societies’ Association of Kalgoorlie Investment Validation Act 1919!  The last one is a 
very onerous act of Parliament, which takes up considerable amounts of the Premier’s time! 

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  Contentious. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Very contentious indeed!  In fact, it is so contentious that the society, as I understand it 
because I am the member for Kalgoorlie, no longer exists!  Despite that, the Premier has allocated that act of 
Parliament to himself.  More importantly, he is also the minister responsible for the Ministers’ Titles Act 1925. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members!  I am positive that the Premier and the minister assisting are capable of 
mounting an argument against the Leader of the Opposition.  I urge members to not comment unless they are on 
their feet.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Thank you for your timely protection, Mr Speaker.  I was about to advise members of the 
acts of Parliament for which the Premier is responsible, even though he is not prepared to take responsibility for 
any water-related acts.  One act for which he is responsible is the Ministers’ Titles Act 1925.  If any ministers 
have issues with their titles - and some issues have arisen today - they can beat a path to the Premier’s door to get 
their concerns sorted out.  The Premier is also responsible for the Preston Road District Soldiers’ Memorial Act 
1918, which I am told was passed to allow for the building of the memorial in 1918.  I do not think that act has 
any relevance today.  He is also responsible for the Royal Powers Act 1953, which, once again, is a very onerous 
act of Parliament.  Another act for which the Premier is responsible is the Standard Time Act 1895, so if 
anybody has any issue with time, he can certainly talk to the Premier about it.  He is also responsible for the 
Census Act 1891, the Deputy Governor’s Powers Act 1911 and a host of very interesting acts of Parliament.  All 
those acts have one thing in common: in recent history they have not been allocated to anybody.  That begs the 
question: why has the Premier suddenly padded out the Government Gazette with a host of acts that were not 
allocated to anybody in recent history?  I hate to both ask the questions and provide the answers to them, but in 
this case I will take that liberty.  The Premier has responsibility for just about nothing; he certainly does not have 
responsibility for any water-related acts.  As such, his entry in the Government Gazette was going to look very 
thin.  The Attorney General and other ministers have pages and pages of acts of Parliament allocated to them.  
Of course, all there is under the Premier is one federal affairs act, no water resources acts, and a couple under 
public sector management.  He has padded out his entry in the Government Gazette by including the Fairbridge 
Farm School Act 1948, the Friendly Societies’ Association of Kalgoorlie Investment Validation Act 1919 and a 
host of other innocuous acts of Parliament.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  He also has a Minister Assisting the Minister for Public Sector Management.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Maybe he should get a minister assisting for the Fairbridge Farm School Act 1948, because 
I am sure that it is a very onerous act of Parliament.   

It is probably worthwhile at this point considering the portfolios held by some previous Premiers of this state.  
Sir Charles Court was both Premier and Treasurer.  I am sure the current Treasurer would attest to that portfolio 
being very onerous.  Sir Charles Court was also the Minister coordinating Economic and Regional Development.  
A fellow well known to this Parliament, Brian Thomas Burke, appeared, for all his faults, to be quite a hard 
worker.  I hate to say it, but it is true.  He was Premier and Treasurer.  He was also the Minister Co-ordinating 
Economic and Social Development, and Minister for Forests, Tourism and Women’s Interests.  He was a very 
hardworking Premier, but not one without faults.  Hon Peter M’Callum Dowding was Premier and Treasurer.  
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He was also the Minister for Productivity and Public Sector Management, and Women’s Interests.  Carmen 
Mary Lawrence was Premier as well as Minister for Public Sector Management, Women’s Interests, Aboriginal 
Affairs and, importantly, Education, which is a major portfolio.  Richard Court was also a hardworking minister.   

Dr G.I. Gallop:  I was Minister for Education in the Lawrence government.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  I wouldn’t own up to that if I were you.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The Premier should look at the parliamentary handbook, which clearly lists the portfolios.   

Dr G.I. Gallop:  Look at the dates; you’ve got it wrong.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The handbook clearly lists them.  The Premier of the state in 1993 was Richard Court.  He 
was also the Treasurer.  That is a very onerous portfolio for a Premier to take on.  He was also Minister for 
Public Sector Management and Federal Affairs, which of course are portfolios also held by the current Premier.  
However, Richard Court took on the Treasury portfolio, which is a very serious and onerous portfolio.   

It is most unfortunate that after saying quite clearly during the election campaign that he would take personal 
responsibility for the water resources portfolio, the Premier has not done so, apart from allocating himself the 
title of Minister for Water Resources.  That shows a lack of commitment on the part of the Premier.  Over time, 
the Labor Party has produced its typical spin.  Sadly, the public bought it before the last election.  I think the 
public will be saddened to learn that the Minister for Water Resources, who is also the Premier of this state, does 
not have one water-related act to his name.   

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Merredin) [3.11 pm]:  I support the motion.  I ask the Premier to consider some of the 
points I will put forward.   

The role of the opposition is very clear.  It must consider the government of the day’s objectives and determine 
how those objectives will play out.  It must raise concern about some of the government’s strategies and the 
ramifications of those strategies.  This is an important debate because we are talking about the future of the 
state’s water resources and the way that the government has established management of the water resources 
portfolio to ensure that water resources issues are effectively addressed and acted on.   

I take members back to 2001 when the Gallop government won its first term.  I will reflect for a moment - my 
time is short - on what has transpired in the energy portfolio.  Originally, the Treasurer of the day was allocated 
the energy portfolio.  From the beginning of 2001, the National Party raised the issue of electricity in regional 
areas.  In 2002 -  

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Not before 2001.   

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I only became a member of Parliament in 2001.  The Treasurer cannot question me on that.  

We went through that debate.  Questions were asked in Parliament and the Treasurer of the day, who also had 
responsibility for electricity, is on the record as saying that there was no crisis in regional Western Australia’s 
power infrastructure.  As time went on, issues arose and the National Party continued to question the Minister for 
Energy’s power strategies, right up to black Wednesday in February 2004 when it was made plain to everybody 
in government that we had an energy crisis on our hands.  The government only began to act on the issue in 
2004.  The Treasurer announced the commitment of $1.8 billion to the issue, and $488 million has been included 
in this week’s budget as an important recognition of the energy crisis in this state.   

Over the past four weeks, but particularly during the past two weeks, our water supply network and sewerage 
infrastructure network have been in a state of decay.  Continuous sewerage line breakages have led to a 
contamination of the Swan River.  Sewage has been running down the hallways of houses in the Minister for 
Water Resources’ electorate.  Quite clearly, the water infrastructure issue is absolutely critical and must be 
addressed by the Gallop Labor government over the next four years.  As I said, it took four years of debate 
before the government provided any meaningful action on the Western Power infrastructure issue.  The 
opposition is making it clear today that a similar type of investment and focus is needed for our water supply and 
sewerage infrastructure to ensure that we do not reach the stage that we reached in February 2004 when 
everybody’s power went out.  That is the reason that the opposition has raised this matter.   

The way that the government has structured the water portfolio sounds alarm bells for the opposition: the 
Premier is in charge of water strategy, the Minister Assisting the Minister for Water Resources, who is also the 
Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection and the Leader of the House, has a role in the day-to-day 
activities of the water acts, and the Minister for Environment also has some involvement.  Although three 
ministers are responsible for this issue, none of them has his or her eye on the ball 100 per cent.  As history has 
shown, when the eye was taken off the ball in energy infrastructure, the end result was catastrophic to the state.  
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The state cannot afford to allow the government to take its eye off the ball when it comes to our water 
infrastructure.   

I will raise some of the issues that have to be dealt with.  Not only is sewage leaching into the Swan River from 
pipe breaks, but also the infill sewerage program is not complete.  People in the Premier’s electorate have 
sewage in their homes.  A cafe in Bruce Rock, in my electorate, has sewage leaking out onto the footpath in the 
main street.  The government has not acted upon its promise and it will not be acted upon if it does not reinstate 
the infill sewerage program.  That is the infill sewerage issue.  There is also the National Water Initiative, on 
which the Premier and opposition have made their positions very clear.  It is very important that the Premier 
work his way through that initiative and get some agreement with the federal government so that moneys from 
the National Water Initiative come to Western Australia and are spent on important infrastructure issues that 
must be addressed. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  You support all the requirements of the National Water Initiative being applied to WA; is that 
your position? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  No, I am clearly saying that this is a challenge that the Premier must work his way through.  
I acknowledge that the government has raised issues about full-fee payment, cost recovery and so forth, but the 
Premier of Western Australia must work his way through these issues and ensure there is a resolution to them. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  But do you accept the commonwealth’s position on these matters? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I accept that there is a long way to go before WA signs the National Water Initiative.  While 
negotiations occur, money is in limbo that could be available for important infrastructure.  The Premier, not the 
opposition, has the responsibility to negotiate for WA to receive that money.  I say that the current structure of 
the water portfolio in Western Australia raises cause for concern.  We in opposition would not be doing our job 
if we did not clearly put that matter on the agenda and say to the Premier that he is on notice that there could be 
significant problems in the way the structure of his water portfolio works.  Until the Premier proves that the 
solution to those issues will work out in this term of the Gallop government - I am sure the Premier hopes it will 
- there will be an infrastructure crisis in water, just as there has been a crisis with Western Power in the past four 
years.  Western Australia could not afford the electricity crisis and it certainly cannot afford a water crisis.  The 
Premier is on notice today that he must get this right.  I believe that having three ministers with responsibility for 
water issues will create problems.  I would much rather that one minister woke up in the morning and thought 
about the water infrastructure and sewerage needs of this state and went to bed at night and that was all he or she 
had thought about.  The other ministers have other responsibilities.  The Minister Assisting the Minister for 
Water Resources, Minister Kobelke, will be involved in a big debate on workplace relations changes.  When he 
is running that debate, he will not have his eye on the ball when it comes to water.   

The opposition is therefore putting the Premier on notice now that it is concerned about the structure of the water 
portfolio.  We will be keeping a very close eye on the portfolio to ensure that water services in Western Australia 
do not suffer in this term of government in the same way electricity services suffered in the last term. 

DR G.I. GALLOP (Victoria Park - Minister for Water Resources) [3.17 pm]:  I will deal with the motion 
before the Chair that I should honour my election commitment to assume personal responsibility for the water 
resources portfolio.  I will answer that question by showing clearly to this house the way in which I have 
delivered on that promise and what the government is doing to back it up. 

I return to the policy that the Labor Party put forward in the election campaign called “Labor’s plan to secure our 
water future”.  It is a very comprehensive account of our intention to ensure that water is available to the people 
of Western Australia in the short, medium and long term.  Western Australia has had declining rainfalls and a 
very serious decline in run-off into the dams.  Western Australia’s aquifers, which provide a lot of water to the 
integrated water supply system, are under enormous pressure.  We must ensure that our water needs are being 
met into the future.  We therefore outlined a strategy to “address our short, medium and long-term water needs”.  
We outlined what we were doing in the short term and then went on to show that we needed a medium-term 
strategy that was based on a commitment to build a desalination plant.  We had to ensure that we were 
developing further the work that was being done with the Harvey irrigators, with whom there has already been 
some water trading.  The government also had to ensure that some newer ideas in recycling came onto the 
agenda.  Of course, the government had to deal with the longer-term issues, and these related to work being done 
in the Kimberley and with the Yarragadee aquifer and some new work relating to managed aquifer recharge - I 
will come to that aspect later. 

It was clear to the government in its first term that a strategic direction was needed for water.  Therefore, 
following the water summit, a water task force was established in government that brought together all ministers 
with a stakeholder interest in the matter to ensure the matter was progressed.  That was a highly successful 
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strategy.  I made an announcement during the election campaign.  Interestingly, the Leader of the Opposition 
never does his homework.  The policy paper stated - 

To deliver the above outcomes, Premier Geoff Gallop will assume personal responsibility for the Water 
Resources portfolio under a re-elected Labor Government. 

In other words, I made a commitment as Premier to ensure that the policy outlined to the people of Western 
Australia during the February election campaign would be delivered.  That is exactly what I have done since we 
were re-elected to government.  The fact that no acts of Parliament lie underneath my portfolio commitment to 
water resources is neither here nor there.  I remind the house that members can look at a number of very 
important ministerial portfolios with no acts under them.  I refer first to the Deputy Premier, who has 
responsibility for native title.  He plays a magnificent role in our government system in that regard. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  What’s that to do with the motion? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  It has a lot to do with the motion.  The Deputy Premier ensures that native title issues, 
which are under a federal act of Parliament, are dealt with in Western Australia.  He coordinates across 
government and ensures that ministers deal with Aboriginal people in a proper way.  Some tremendous 
breakthroughs have been made.  The member for Kimberley would remember that native title was a very 
contentious issue in 2001 when we came to power, but that is no longer the case.  The previous coalition 
government used native title to try to encourage conflict in the community, but this government does not do that 
under the Deputy Premier. 

The Minister Assisting the Minister for Public Sector Management has no acts under his portfolio.  The Minister 
for Science ensures that science is delivered in government; I had that responsibility in the government’s first 
term, and the Minister for the Environment has that responsibility in our second term.  The same situation 
applies with the Minister for Women’s Interests, my colleague the member for Thornlie.  The Minister for 
Seniors, the Minister for Youth and the Minister Assisting the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure have no 
acts under their portfolios, but the portfolios are allocated to ensure the issues are addressed properly across 
government through coordination.  That is exactly what I do as the Minister for Water Resources.  It is a bit like 
saying that the Eagles coach John Worsfold does not have responsibility for the Eagles’ forward line because he 
is not the forwards coach.  John Worsfold has responsibility for everything that happens on the field, as I do in 
this portfolio, but he is not the forwards coach.  

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  It has been said year in, year out across Western Australia that we need coordination across 
government.  I have committed myself to ensure that that is delivered, and I have taken on the water portfolio to 
deliver that coordination. 

Let us consider how the government is delivering on this ministerial commitment across government.  We said 
during the election campaign that we would deliver on the desalination plant.  I am very pleased to say that very 
soon after the re-election of this government, we announced that the consortia involving Multiplex and 
Degrémont, a French company with special interest and expertise in this area, will commence the construction 
phase of the Perth seawater desalination project.  This facility will provide 45 gigalitres of climate-proof water 
every year, and will be the biggest single source of water for the integrated water supply system.  I promised to 
coordinate to deliver an outcome, and the contract for outcome number one, the desalination plant, has been 
signed, and it will be under construction and then deliver 45 gigalitres of water to the Western Australian system.  
That is the delivery of that promise. 

The second promise as part of that water policy released during the election campaign was to improve our water 
trading with our irrigators.  This is a very important issue.  

Dr K.D. Hames:  Who actually made the plans to allow you to do that? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The previous government.   

Dr K.D. Hames:  Exactly.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  So, what is the problem?  It had to happen.  In order for water trading to occur, as the 
member for Dawesville would know, water must be available to trade.  Who was investing in the upgrade of the 
Harvey irrigation system so that it can trade with the government?  First of all, the Harvey cooperative itself was 
investing, to make sure of the trade, and I congratulate it for that.  It is interesting that, when cooperative 
officials first put the idea to their farmers, they were met with a pretty stony response.  However, the farmers 
came onside, and now they realise how, by saving water, they can also create water for trading.  The government 
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has committed $29 million to kick-start a project to replace inefficient open channels with a pipe network.  This 
project is expected to reduce losses from around 27 per cent to five per cent, saving more than seven gigalitres of 
water a year.  When combined with savings already achieved by Harvey Water -  

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Why are you reading this out?  If you were Minister for Water Resources, you would know 
this all off by heart.  

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I am entitled to use some notes in my speeches in the Parliament.   

These savings will allow 17 gigalitres to be put into the system.  That is another promise the government gave 
during the election.  I said I would coordinate the delivery of that promise, and now the government is delivering 
it.  

Mr T.R. Buswell:  What about the southern Yarragadee aquifer? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I will come to that.  The government also said that it would look at ways and means by 
which it could bring about a better result through catchment planning.  My colleague the member for Balcatta 
launched a research project that could lead to the delivery of an extra 40 billion litres of water a year to Perth 
reservoirs.  

Mr P.D. Omodei:  What is that in gigalitres? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Forty.  I take a lot of interest in these matters.   

Mr P.D. Omodei interjected.  

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The opposition likes talking about these things, but in order to deliver them, all the 
environmental and technical issues must be addressed, and that is what this research project will do.  

Mr P.D. Omodei:  You are spending $20 million on the Wungong catchment.  

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  That is exactly right - $20 million for the Wungong catchment.   

I now move to a fascinating issue that I know you, Madam Deputy Speaker, are very interested in - waste water 
reuse.  My government commissioned the recycling plant at Kwinana.  This plant is, in effect, a reverse osmosis 
desalination-type plant, and recycles waste water from the domestic system into water that can be used by 
industry.  That system will make seven gigalitres available.  This is a principle the government wants to follow 
up.  

Dr K.D. Hames:  We initiated that project.  

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The previous government did not initiate that project.  It was commissioned by my 
government and delivered by my government.  The opposition is amazing.  It has done no homework on this 
issue, and does not know what is going on in the area of water supply in Western Australia.   

The government has established a series of forums to put the community in touch with this issue, because we 
must make sure that the community is comfortable with the issue of recycling.  One aspect of recycling is aquifer 
recharge with reused waste water.  Six forums will be held.  I believe one was held in your electorate last night, 
Madam Deputy Speaker.  The water might be used to recharge aquifers, in industry or as part of the domestic 
supply, as is done in Singapore.  For that to happen, community support will be necessary, because converting 
waste water into usable water and then putting it into the domestic system, either by recharging the aquifer or 
putting it directly into the system, is contentious for the community.  Therefore, we are discussing that matter 
with the community.  Of course, the potential in the member for Wanneroo’s area is very exciting; that is, we 
could create a horticultural precinct there, and this water source could be available to be used in that horticultural 
precinct.   

I will summarise.  I became the Minister for Water Resources to deliver a strategy and to make sure it was 
implemented.  We are delivering on desalination, on Harvey irrigation, on recharge and on catchment 
management.  The house will hear other comments from me about how we are implementing what we said we 
would do in the election campaign.  However, there is also the longer term.  In the longer term there will have to 
be another major source.  The south west Yarragadee is one of the possible sources.  At the moment, a two-
pronged assessment is going on.  On the one hand, the Environmental Protection Authority is undertaking an 
environmental assessment of the Water Corporation’s proposal, and a sustainability panel is looking at the social, 
economic and environmental issues.  Of course, they are backed up by a south west Yarragadee community 
reference group, which has representatives from the Western Australian Farmers Federation, the shires and the 
Pastoralists and Graziers Association.  We are looking at whether it is possible to use that water as part of our 
integrated system, and at the same time meet the needs of the south west of Western Australia.  We are 
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progressing that issue, not only through the environmental assessment but also through the sustainability 
assessment, which is the right thing to do.  Of course, this will provide an interesting test for the Liberal Party. 

Mr T.R. Buswell:  How many millions have you spent conning the people down there? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I met with the WA Farmers Federation yesterday, and we had a very interesting chat about 
this matter.  There is also the Kimberley expert water panel, which is chaired by Professor Appleyard.  It is 
looking at a range of proposals, including pipelines, the canal proposals and ocean conveyancing using towed 
water bags or tankers.   

Several members interjected. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The opposition’s lack of interest in water is revealed again today.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  I think we know more about what’s going on in government than you do. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I just remember when, in our first term, the opposition said there was no water crisis in WA.  
It pooh-poohed the water summit and all the recommendations that we carried through.  Today, Western 
Australia is ahead of the nation in what we are doing. 

As the minister coordinating across government, I have made sure that these things are delivered, and we are 
delivering them.  I have shown how we are delivering on a range of matters and how we are researching to make 
sure we also have the long-term plan in place.  I take a great deal of pride in the fact that it has been under my 
government and under my leadership that water has come onto the agenda in Western Australia.  I will quote 
what some of the authorities are saying about Western Australia’s water strategy.  Mr Ross Young, the Executive 
Director of the Water Services Association of Australia, has said that Western Australia is leading the way in 
urban water management.  In a column written for the Community Newspaper Group, he commented that while 
other cities around Australia and overseas were adopting measures to deal with limited water supply, none had 
tackled this challenge in such a holistic and integrated manner as Perth had done.  The peak water industry body 
in Australia has commented on what I have been doing and what the government is doing in Western Australia 
to make sure we meet the needs of the future.  I am quite proud of the fact that I have taken leadership on this 
issue, and I will continue to do so to make sure we deliver on the promises that we put to the people. 

Let us look at some of the other states.  I refer to The Age of Friday, 20 May 2005 and to a heading “So you 
think Victoria’s water restrictions are tough.  Spare a thought for Goulburn, which could run dry in 8 months”.  
That is the current state of the water supply in Goulburn, New South Wales.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Because it hasn’t rained there. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  That is right, but it has not planned ahead to deal with that consequence. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Come on!  Do your homework! 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I have done my homework, my friend. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Have you really?  

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I have done my homework.  I do not think the member has done his homework.  Western 
Australia does not have total sprinkler bans; it has sprinkler restrictions.  I will read a report on what is 
happening in Goulburn.  It states - 

Goulburn’s 22,000 people are not allowed to use hoses - residents cannot water gardens or wash cars. 

Many sports grounds have been closed.  The junior soccer and rugby clubs are on the verge of shutting 
down for the season, with concerns the injury toll from the hard earth is getting too high.  

Western Australia has avoided restrictions like that because we have planned for the future.  Of course, that is 
why Western Australia is leading the nation.   

I will now indicate how we are planning for the future.  We are planning for the future by committing a 
significant amount of money to water in this year’s budget.  In The Australian Financial Review of 23 May, 
Bruce Cheesman writes - 

The prominence of water as an issue in the West Australian election in February has spilled over into 
government expenditure, with Premier Geoff Gallop doubling spending on water infrastructure in 
Thursday’s budget. 

Indeed, in the budget we are more than doubling the amount of money we spend on water capital works to plan 
for the future.  This expenditure will make sure that we have water available.  It will deal with new waste water 
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treatment systems in the northern suburbs, which the member for Wanneroo represents, and in the southern 
suburbs, of which the members for Rockingham and Peel are representatives in this Parliament.  The rapid 
population growth in those areas means that the waste water systems are under pressure and need to be upgraded.  
There is also a continuation of our $100 million program to make sure that the waste water systems that have the 
potential to cause serious pollution in the river systems are investigated and upgraded.  Of course, that 
investigation program has been going on, and now the capital expenditure program will be increased as part of 
that $100 million commitment.  I could mention many other aspects of the water capital works program.  
However, they will be outlined in the budget on Thursday.  

I make it absolutely clear that I am very happy to debate this matter.  I have assumed personal responsibility for 
the water resources portfolio, as I promised in the election campaign, and I will put in place a coordinated 
approach to deliver the promises that I outlined in “Labor’s plan to secure our water future”.  Secondly, I have 
shown to the house how I am making good on that promise through the delivery of the desalination plant, the 
trading with the Harvey irrigators, the work we are doing on catchment management and the work we are doing 
on recycling throughout Western Australia.  I am also delivering on the promise to make sure that when the time 
comes for a decision on the long-term source, we will have all the information.  We will have information on the 
south west Yarragadee, on the Kimberley and on a further extension, if possible, of the desalination plant.  We 
will have all that information, the costs and the benefits, and we will then be able to make a rational decision.  
What we have needed for a long time is the basis for rational decision making on water.  With the Premier 
coordinating these matters, that can be created.  Thirdly, I have been able to show that we are leading the nation 
in what we are doing.  We do not have total sprinkler bans.  Do members know why?   

Mr T.R. Buswell:  Rainfall! 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Has the member not seen the rainfall figures?  Does he know what they have gone down 
by?  In the 1970s, inflow to our dams was about 340 gigalitres.  In the next 30 years it was down to 170 
gigalitres.  In the last four years it has been down to 80 gigalitres.  Despite that, we have avoided total sprinkler 
bans because we are planning for the future.  I will not go through what we did in our first term of government 
again.  I have done it many times in the Parliament, and I did it during the election campaign. 

I believe I have answered fully the questions raised in this opposition-initiated debate.  I have indicated how I 
have taken responsibility for water, how I am delivering on water and how authorities that know something 
about this matter are commenting that Western Australia is leading the nation in what it is doing.  I am very 
proud of that commitment.  I thank the opposition for putting this motion on the agenda of the Parliament today.  
I have been only too happy to oblige the Parliament by indicating what I am doing personally and what the 
government is achieving to secure water for the future of Western Australia.  

MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3.39 pm]:  Regardless of what 
the Premier says, the fact of the matter is that he has no legal responsibility for any water-related legislation.  
Therefore, his statements and policies on water issues have no legal basis.  Responsibility for water resides with 
the ministers who are responsible for the relevant acts of Parliament.  The Premier’s own web site - do not go 
Premier, it is important to listen to this. 

Dr G.I. Gallop:  I certainly will go.  I will be back in a minute. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I hope the Premier does come back, because he needs to listen to this.  The Premier’s web 
site does not have any links to water-related organisations, relevant acts of Parliament or other ministers in 
charge of water.  When is the Minister for Water Resources not the Minister for Water Resources in Western 
Australia?  When the minister is the Premier of Western Australia.  He has the responsibility for water resources 
in name only.  Today I expected to hear a ministerial statement about the brown Sunday events in which the 
sewer broke in the Premier’s electorate.  The Premier should have been the first person there. 

Today during question time and during this debate we have continually heard from the government that the 
opposition does not do its homework.  I can tell members that the Premier was wrong on a number of counts.  
Firstly, when the Water Corporation rang on Sunday, it did not ring the Premier.  At 2.00 pm the corporation 
rang the Minister for the Environment.  She claims that she no longer has any responsibility for water.  The 
Premier was not rung until 4.30 pm.  The Water Corporation rang three other agencies before then.  They are the 
facts of the matter.  Maybe the Premier should do his homework for a change.  Maybe the Minister for the 
Environment should do her homework also.  The current Government Gazette to which the Leader of the 
Opposition referred in question time is the Government Gazette of 20 March-May 2005.  No changes have been 
made in those Government Gazettes.  The latest Government Gazette is dated Friday, 11 March 2005.  How do 
we know that?  It is because we checked; we did our homework.  The facts to which the Minister for the 
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Environment refers relate to an Exco paper rather than the Government Gazette.  Maybe the minister can tell me 
when those changes will appear in the Government Gazette. 

Dr J.M. Edwards:  I will get my office to check. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I thought it was the opposition that had not done its homework.  I would have thought that 
we would have heard a ministerial statement read in this house today on not only brown Sunday in Victoria Park 
but also on the Judd Street water main burst that disadvantaged thousands of people.  Another ministerial 
statement should have been made about the burst stormwater drain in William Street.  The government has 
ducked that issue altogether.  A company had blocked up the stormwater drain and then, when it rained, the 
pressure build-up burst the drain, crippling the whole city.  Why have we not heard a ministerial statement on 
that matter?  The government has the gall to say that the opposition should do its homework.  We have done our 
homework.  We know who is the minister responsible for water in this state, and it is not the Premier. 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Leader of the House) [3.43 pm]:  The Premier has clearly demonstrated by 
his knowledge of a range of current matters in this state that he has exercised leadership in the matter of water 
resources as the Premier of Western Australia.  Members need not only listen to the Premier to know of his 
understanding of the range of innovative programs and major issues that are taking place, but also read any 
newspaper in the nation - except the leading newspaper of this state - to know that Western Australia leads the 
country in meeting the challenges of providing the water requirements of its people.   

Since we came into government in 2001 we have been proactive.  We have addressed the issue - led by the 
Premier, who is also the Minister for Water Resources - and have dealt with it in an effective way.  That was at a 
time when the Liberal members opposite were saying they did not know what we were going on about; there is 
no water crisis.  Members opposite had their heads so far in the sand they had no idea what they were talking 
about.  Their contribution to the debate today shows that they still have no idea what they are talking about.  For 
example, the Government Gazette is not printed regularly with a full list of all the acts that are assigned to 
ministers.  That happens only once in a while, and we will get some information about specifically when that 
may or may not happen.  Members opposite grabbed only one Government Gazette.  They did not think they 
should do some homework to find out which ministers are responsible for which acts.   

Mr M.J. Birney interjected. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  When the Leader of the Opposition manages to work out that the Pope does not have a 
partner, he may have some basis for asking some questions.  The Leader of the Opposition still believes the Pope 
has a partner!  He thinks he knows it all!  That is the way this Liberal opposition operates.  Members opposite 
read something in The West Australian and they say, “That is a good story!  Let us run it in the Parliament!”  
They do not do any homework.  They have no understanding.  I appreciate that the Leader of the Opposition 
asked for some briefings on water.  I am very pleased he has received those briefings.  We are keen to educate 
the Leader of the Opposition so that he will understand something about water.  The current Leader of the 
Opposition was in Kalgoorlie with the member for Cottesloe when he was Leader of the Opposition, and they 
were throwing water at each other and saying they were planning to build a canal from the Kimberley!  That is in 
exactly the same category as thinking the Pope has a partner!  It is absolute nonsense!  If the Leader of the 
Opposition can believe the nonsense that we should spend billions of dollars to bring water from the Kimberley, 
when no study has been done into how much water is available and how sustainable it is, we can understand how 
he might think it would be a good idea if the Pope had a partner!  The Leader of the Opposition would like to 
meet not only the Pope but also the Pope’s partner so that he could bring his partner along!  This is the type of 
opposition we have in this state!  Today members opposite have demonstrated again that they live in a fool’s 
paradise.  They are not interested in understanding these serious issues.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  They like living in a fool’s paradise.  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Yes, and it is very appropriate that they continue to live in a fool’s paradise.   

The Premier, as Minister for Water Resources, has taken the leadership in making sure that we deal with these 
matters as effectively and properly as we can.  The program that we are rolling out is clear evidence of the 
attention the Premier is giving to ensuring secure water supplies for the people of Western Australia. 

The opposition had made a big deal of the fact that the Premier, as Minister for Water Resources, does not have 
direct responsibility for any acts.  As the Premier indicated, eight portfolios in the Western Australian 
government have no acts attached to them.  Governments all around Australia have ministers who do not have 
direct responsibility for any acts.  The opposition does not understand the difference between policy and 
implementation and the legal basis that we might need for the implementation of policy.  The opposition has no 
understanding of leadership.  This Premier actually wishes to lead a team, a very good team, that works together 
in a cohesive way to establish the right policy formulas and then implements those policies so that we can 
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guarantee for the people of Western Australia a far more secure source of water and a range of other important 
services that are contained within the water portfolio.  However, those opposite have no understanding of that 
because they do not have a leader.  Their leader was missing in action.  Those opposite said that the biggest issue 
facing government was one vote, one value, and their leader was missing in action.  The rabble on the other side 
were fighting among themselves, amidst all this turmoil about their dud leader: when do they dump him; do they 
keep propping him up; will they dump him now or later?  There is no leadership on the other side.  At least the 
Deputy Leader of the Opposition knows that the Pope does not have a partner.  The deputy leader is one up on 
the leader; he at least knows that bit of vital information.  Unfortunately, the Leader of the Opposition is very 
inexperienced; he has been four years in Parliament, he has not been a member of a government before, he has 
no idea how government works, and he has no idea that he must do some research to find out how government 
works. 

Mr A.D. McRae:  Talk to colleagues! 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Yes; perhaps get them onside.  Instead of the backbiting that is going on within his own 
party, he should build a team and show some real leadership.  However, the Leader of the Opposition comes in 
here with a document, thinking, “I’ve got ‘em.”  He refers to the last Government Gazette published, and that 
forms the basis for his speech.  He cannot even read it properly, because he claimed that when Carmen Lawrence 
was Premier she was also Minister for Education. 

Mr M.J. Birney:  She was. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Not when she went on to become Premier.  She was Minister for Education and moved 
on and left that portfolio behind.  It was only for a very short period, if at all - 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, member for Warren-Blackwood! 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The Leader of the Opposition is finding the going a bit tough - 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order!  I have allowed a fair bit of robust debate and a bit of fun during debate on 
this matter of public interest, but my patience is a tad worn out.  If those on my left would desist with the roar, 
we might be able to hear the minister on his feet.   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The media try to look after the Leader of the Opposition and wrap him up in a bit of 
cotton wool, but when he is placed under a bit of pressure he suddenly starts talking about the Pope’s partner.  
He saw the water issue that appeared in the paper, so he grabbed a copy of the Government Gazette and made a 
speech based on that, trying to undermine the Minister for Water Resources.  Authorities around Australia are 
saying that Western Australia is leading the nation in its water management and water policy because the 
Premier of this state is the Minister for Water Resources, who is delivering for the people of Western Australia.   

Question put and a division taken with the following result - 
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Ayes (24) 

Mr C.J. Barnett Mr M.J. Cowper Mr J.E. McGrath Dr S.C. Thomas 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mr J.H.D. Day Mr P.D. Omodei Mr M.W. Trenorden 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr B.J. Grylls Mr D.T. Redman Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr T.R. Buswell Dr K.D. Hames Mr A.J. Simpson Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr G. Snook Dr J.M. Woollard 
Dr E. Constable Mr R.F. Johnson Mr T.R. Sprigg Dr G.G. Jacobs (Teller) 

Noes (27) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mr J.N. Hyde Ms S.M. McHale Ms J.A. Radisich 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr A.D. McRae Mr E.S. Ripper 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr R.C. Kucera Mrs C.A. Martin Mrs M.H. Roberts 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio Mr F.M. Logan Mr M.P. Murray Mr P.B. Watson 
Dr J.M. Edwards Ms A.J. MacTiernan Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr M.P. Whitely 
Dr G.I. Gallop Mr J.A. McGinty Mr J.R. Quigley Mr D.A. Templeman 
(Teller) 
Mr S.R. Hill Mr M. McGowan Ms M.M. Quirk  

            

Pair 

 Mr G.A. Woodhams Mr N.R. Marlborough 

Question thus negatived. 
 


