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WATER SUPPLY AND WATER RESOURCE MANAGEMENT 
Matter of Public Interest 

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

That this House condemns the lack of leadership shown by this Government in relation to water supply 
and water resource management for the State of Western Australia. 

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 J.P.D. EDWARDS (Greenough) [2.45 pm]:  I move the motion.  My argument will become apparent as I 
proceed.  I commence by outlining the coalition’s achievements in recognition of the water issues when it was in 
power.  When the coalition came to power in 1993, the Government quickly established its credentials in the 
area of water resources.  A strategy was developed, including securing on-farm water supplies to ensure that 
domestic and livestock demands could be met during dry conditions.  It also recognised the need to transform the 
Western Australian water resources industry into a modern and efficient sector that would serve the people of 
this State.  A framework was developed to encourage the acquisition of the scientific knowledge necessary to 
manage the State’s water resources.  The Government of the day recognised that water was a very important 
issue.   

In 1995 the Water Authority completed the water supply strategy covering the Perth to Mandurah region - that 
area of our State that is probably under the greatest pressure from population growth and has consequential 
demands for a secure water supply.  It took three years to bring together the latest scientific knowledge, 
significant contributions from specific community and industry associations, and the political will to ensure that 
we started planning for Perth’s water future.  That did happen.  The 1995 water supply strategy broke new 
ground in water planning because its scope was broad and comprehensive.  It incorporated full water supply 
development as well as water use efficiencies; it looked at aspects of water quality, public health, costs to the 
consumer and, importantly in this day and age, the impact on the natural environment.  We should note that it 
was a 25-year strategy that tied into a 50-year vision.  The key objectives of the 1995 strategy that were 
developed in consultation with the community were, firstly, to reduce overall per capita water consumption 
through appropriate water use efficiency measures; secondly, to ensure the availability of acceptable water 
quality and quantity to the years 2010, as a focus period, and 2021 by means of a strategy which is technically 
viable and socially acceptable; thirdly, to minimise the negative impacts on the social environment and maximise 
opportunities for benefits; fourthly, to minimise the risk to human health and safety; fifthly, to minimise negative 
impacts on the natural environment and maximise options that enhance the environment; and, sixthly, to 
minimise financial costs to Western Australian consumers and economic costs to the community.  These were 
sound objectives that could be applied across the State.  I ask members to keep in mind that these objectives 
were developed in 1995 and were in place when this Government came into power.   
The above strategies were implemented within the private and public sectors.  The people who implemented 
these strategies are still there and are still working very hard on the water issues for this State and also for the 
nation.  I will refer to some of the people who put their knowledge into the public arena.  The first is Professor 
Jorg Imberger, head of the centre for water research at the University of Western Australia.  Professor Imberger 
and a number of his students have just researched and documented a project addressing Western Australia’s 
water supply; it was a holistic study.  They have a very detailed projective direction for water into the future.  
Another person with knowledge of waste water is Dr Peter Dillon from the land and water division of the 
Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation.  I will read from an article in a local newspaper 
about the study that Professor Imberger and his students have put together.  It states -  

Swathes of Western Australia’s southwest, from Geraldton to Denmark and out into the wheatbelt, will 
face an acute shortage of water by 2030, according to a University of Western Australia study.   

The research being conducted by 32 final year environmental engineering students, within the 
university’s Centre for Water Research, provides the first holistic look at the state’s water supply over 
the next 30 years.   
It has identified a grim reality for Western Australia if current climate change trends continue.   

“The biggest problem is along the Perth coast.  We have to use a lot less water and develop more 
reserves,” said researcher Robyn Paton.   



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 24 October 2002] 

 p2391c-2401a 
Speaker; Mr Jeremy Edwards; Mr Brendon Grylls; Acting Speaker; Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Bernie Masters; Dr 

Judy Edwards; Mr Eric Ripper; Mr John Hyde 

 [2] 

The student’s work, which is being used to develop a management plan for sustainable water use, is 
based on data supplied by the Water and Rivers Commission, the Water Corporation, the CSIRO and 
other agencies.   

It incorporates information on water usage, long-term rainfall projections, estimates of water recharge 
and run-off rates, population increases and predicted changes in temperature and rainfall to develop best 
and worst-case scenarios for the state to 2030.   

The information has been used to create maps highlighting areas which will experience water problems.  
Areas where supplies could run out are marked in red, and those likely to have an adequate supply in 
yellow.   

“By 2030 the whole of the southwest region has gone red, which means they won’t have enough water,” 
said the head of the Centre for Water Research Jorg Imberger.   

Professor Imberger said if the worst-case scenario eventuates water will become the major constraint to 
economic development in the state.   

I do not think anyone underestimates that.  I make that point because the current Government had run various 
water conferences and seminars that led to the water symposium.  Quite frankly, that information is already 
there.  People such as Professor Jorg Imberger and Dr Peter Dillon are saying that we should make better use of 
our waste water.  Dr Dillon says that there are better ways to be efficient, and all it needs is the political will and 
leadership to make it happen.  I will quote one of the comments he has made about waste water -  

“The main barriers to re-use of water in Australia are issues of public confidence, health, the 
environment, reliable treatment, storage, economics, the lack of relevant regulations, poor integration in 
water resource management, and the lack of awareness . . .  

As I say, all the information is there.  The water symposium may have seemed like a great idea - maybe I am 
being critical, but so be it - but perhaps it was a pretty toy for the Premier to play with.  Not so long ago he had a 
much-vaunted expression about there being a water crisis, but we have not heard much about that water crisis 
since; he has gone rather quiet.  Certainly we have a water shortage; I do not resile from that.  However, I do not 
believe we have a water crisis.  There are people who know and understand water.  All the Government needs to 
do is take a leading role, which I do not believe it currently is.  It is hanging off the tails of the water symposium.  
It was a great event; it was almost a gala event.  It applied the “wind up and point ’em in the direction it wanted” 
principle.  The minister may well smile, but some people who thought that something would come out of the 
water symposium left because they said that it had all been said before, they knew it all and nothing new was 
coming out of it.  All that is needed is political will and leadership.  I do not believe that is being shown.  Not 
only did the symposium cover areas that have already been covered, but also it dismissed the past work of 
hundreds of people who have already been involved and consulted.  

The SPEAKER:  Members, just as interjections are disorderly, having loud conversations across the Chamber 
with people who are not involved in the debate is not acceptable.  

Mr J.P.D. EDWARDS:  Thank you, Mr Speaker.  Fortunately, I am probably making enough noise that I cannot 
hear the members anyway.   

The previous Government trialed a water use efficiency program in the Kalgoorlie-Boulder area.  It commenced 
in May 1995 with some 6 000 households as active participants.  It was a $3.5 million retro-fitting program, 
which involved fitting dual-flush toilet cisterns, water-efficient shower heads and flow restrictors, and repairing 
leaking taps.  They were all provided free of charge.  Also free of charge was the fitting of airconditioner bleed 
valves, the checking of and minor repairs to garden reticulation systems and the supply of $80 worth of drought-
resistant plants.  A study commissioned by the Water Corporation in 2001 to determine savings generated by this 
project concluded that bulk demand for water had been reduced.   
Again my point is that that was leadership and political will shown by a Government that was prepared to make 
that decision and put the program in place.  This Government needs to follow the direction that has been taken.  
It does not need to have symposiums.  It needs to educate the people of Western Australia that there is a water 
shortage and that the situation will continue.  We need to be able to follow the direction that has already been 
taken and the initiatives that have already been put in place.  We do not need to go through the whole exercise 
again.   

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Merredin) [2.56 pm]:  I support the motion moved by the member for Greenough.  I also 
put on the record the point that the National Party has taken a leading role in considering the water problems that 
Western Australia is facing and has tried to find some solutions and issues to go forward with into the future.   
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The National Party called for the State to hold a round table discussion and bring in the key stakeholders to 
address these issues.  We were happy when the Labor Government decided to do that.  Prior to that, the National 
Party had held a “Liquid Assets Day”, which attracted 200 people from right across the State to look at turning 
inland saline water, which is commonly seen as a problem, into an asset.  We focused on that issue on that day in 
York earlier in the year.  Some positive results came out of the liquid assets forum.  One issue raised during the 
forum was inland desalination.  I commend the rural towns program, which has gone out to many wheatbelt 
towns and towns that are suffering a rising ground water table.  The rural towns program is addressing this issue.  
There is much excitement about and anticipation of taking the rural towns program the next step; that is, turning 
the saline water that is pumped from under towns, which causes problems to roads and infrastructure, into a 
resource that can be used on town ovals and maybe even for a town’s water supply.   

There was also much debate about deep drainage, managing surface water, and drainage to control surface and 
deep underground water.  Those are critical issues for farming land affected by salinity.  However, this matter 
was spoken about at length.  Some real on-the-ground solutions were put forward, which I continue to work on 
today.  We also discussed using grey water.  As the member for Eyre said earlier, those in the wheatbelt, the 
goldfields and the more arid regions of this State have had water issues and shortages for a long time now.  We 
have had to learn to deal with it.  I grew up on a farm that had no comprehensive scheme and we had to cart all 
our water for 25 kilometres, so water has always been a very precious resource to me and my family and to many 
of our neighbours.   

One point that should be recognised in reusing grey water is that country people - these figures came from the 
water symposium - reuse over 40 per cent of the water that comes into their country towns, whereas their city 
counterparts reuse only three per cent.  Therefore, it is clear that country people are already embracing the 
changes that are necessary to deal with our water shortages.  We call on our city counterparts to be just as 
diligent in reusing their water.  The liquid assets day held by the National Party was a very good event.  As a 
result of that event, we produced a document that we presented to the water symposium.  I hope that the minister 
has taken note of that and fed it into the system, so that it will add to the results of the water symposium.   

I will deal with the water symposium that was held last month in Parliament House.  As the National Party 
spokesman on water, I was disappointed that I was not allowed to attend the symposium.  I have put a lot of 
time, energy and research into these issues, and I feel that I would have been able to make a valuable 
contribution to the symposium. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Are you saying you were not allowed to attend the water symposium? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I was not allowed to attend.  I applied to attend, but was not allowed to do so.  While the 
water symposium was being held, I spent my time in the public gallery, which was quite disappointing.  
However, probably more disappointing than the fact that I was not allowed to attend the symposium was that the 
symposium seemed to be aimed at directing the attendees to agree with current government and Water 
Corporation policy.  I will give an example of that.  The only inland issues that were discussed - 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.W. Andrews):  The member for Riverton and the Leader of the Opposition are 
engaging in a conversation across the Chamber, and I am interested in what the member for Merredin has to say. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker.  I was very disappointed that the only desalination option 
discussed was the $200 million plant which will go into Kwinana.  It is a real struggle for country people to get 
their minds around this issue.  At the moment, water is pumped down the fantastic goldfields pipeline to supply 
the towns in the regions.  However, as I have already alluded to, we have a rising ground water problem.  This 
ground water is saline and is causing damage to buildings and infrastructure in our country towns.  It seems 
crazy to pump water from the sea, desalinate it on the coast and pump that up the pipeline to the communities in 
my area, when it has already been recognised that that is causing a problem.  We want to pump the water out of 
the ground, desalinate it in those communities, put the water back into the pipeline and provide an addition to the 
system, rather than a continued draw from the metropolitan area into the inland regions.   

I was quite disappointed with the discussion on the Kimberley pipeline option, which continues to be a topical 
matter in the community.  I must put on record that the option discussed at the water symposium was to pipe the 
whole of Perth’s water supply from the Kimberley - 300 gigalitres.  Quite simply, the idea has never been to 
pump the whole of Perth’s water supply from the Kimberley; the idea is to provide a pipeline to supply the 
regional and remote communities in the north with a reliable supply of fresh water.  If a small amount - about 25 
gigalitres - can be brought into the metropolitan area, that is a supplementary component that will make up part 
of a great system.   

I encourage city members to travel to the regional communities to see the great benefits that the goldfields 
pipeline has brought to those communities that have been supplied with potable water.  I remember speaking to 
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one of my constituents at a function.  He put it quite simply.  He said that access to the reticulated scheme was 
the greatest lifestyle change that his wife had ever encountered.  The goldfields pipeline has meant a great deal to 
the wheatbelt communities that it covers.  I am a huge advocate of extending that to the whole State.  I was 
disappointed that the Kimberley option really covered only a huge plan, the cost of which is estimated to be 
$10 million.  The National Party called for an examination of the issue.  We said that instead of putting back 300 
gigalitres of water into the metropolitan area, there should be an examination of 100 gigalitres - 75 gigalitres into 
the regions and 25 gigalitres additional supply to the metropolitan area - and we would then see how the figures 
stacked up. 

I turn to drought-proofing country communities.  The National Party welcomes the announcement by the 
Premier yesterday that an extra $1.5 million will be put into the farm water grants scheme.  This is a fantastic 
scheme that allows landowners who do not have access to the reticulated pipeline scheme to build their own 
infrastructure - tanks and dams - to meet their own water requirements.  The sad thing is that that $1.5 million 
will be used very quickly and there will still be a very long queue of people who are trying to access that scheme, 
which has been very successful.  I hope that the minister will continue to show support for the farm water grants 
scheme.  We have gone through two very dry years, and that has led to a great demand on that scheme.  I also 
hope that the minister will address the fact that many landowners have access to the end of the reticulated 
scheme; however, I would not call it a reliable access.  Perhaps the criteria under which the farm water grants 
scheme is administered should be examined.  Groups of people in the regions come together and put forward a 
plan as a group.  If people have a limited access to the pipeline, perhaps they may also be assessed for the farm 
water grants. 

The last matter to which I turn is the national action plan on salinity and water quality.  The National Party 
continues to fight for the sign-off of the bilateral agreements.  Under this national action plan, money could go 
towards improving water quality and usage in the regions.  It is essential that we get agreement on this.  Next 
week, I will be attending the round table in Mildura on salinity and water quality.  I look forward to attending 
that and putting forward Western Australia’s case to make sure that some of the money can start to flow to 
Western Australia. 

MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood) [3.06 pm]:  I join my colleagues in supporting this motion that 
condemns the lack of leadership shown by this Government in relation to water supply and water resource 
management for the State of Western Australia.  As a former Minister for Water Resources, I, like the member 
for Merredin, would have liked to attend the summit.  I spent about 11 years on the Warren-Lefroy advisory 
committee, which advised the minister.  I also spent two years as the minister.  I thought I would have something 
to offer the symposium.  Many of the programs and projects that have been discussed today were started when I 
was the minister from 1993 to 1995.   

In this modern day and age, people expect, particularly in a State such as Western Australia, to be able to use as 
much water as they like, and they should be prepared to pay for it.  I have been briefed on this issue.  I know the 
Indian Ocean climate people, and I know Jorg Imberger very well.  I have been briefed by, and renewed my 
acquaintances with, those people on a number of occasions.  I know that the Treasurer is keen on graphs.  
According to the graphs, the projections for the next 20 years are that demand will be almost identical to supply.  
The graphs of the rainfall levels back to the early 1900s show that the last decent inflow was in 1973.  Since 
then, the inflows have been down.  The clear message to successive Governments is that the inflow to our dams 
is limited and that provision should be made for the supply of more water.  If we spent less time talking about 
trying to pipe water 4 000 kilometres at a cost of $5 a kilolitre - $5 a tonne - when the people in Carnarvon 
reckon they will go broke at 23c a tonne, maybe we would make some headway. 

We know that there is a huge water supply in the Yarragadee aquifer under Perth.  That is the area that should be 
concentrated on.  I believe that the leadership of the Government has been severely lacking.  The setting up of a 
summit was a con.  Substantial information has been logged by the Water Corporation, the Water and Rivers 
Commission and the Department of Mineral and Petroleum Resources for not just decades but more than a 
century.  The information exists.  The dam sites in the south west, and the amount of run-off, have all been 
surveyed.  Many of these surveys were conducted 10, 15 or 20 years ago, or even more.  In the early 1900s, 
dams in the south west were surveyed.  The ground water is there.  However, we must ascertain the most 
sensible and cost-efficient way of getting it out of the ground.  

A range of other things still need to be done in the metropolitan area.  There is no reason that a few people in the 
metropolitan area could not spend a bit more money on their domestic supply or use their water better, as all 
people in rural Western Australia must do.  All those farmers who supply their own water do not get a cent from 
the Government.  To that extent, I introduced the rural water supply scheme.  That was after Ernie Bridge had 
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started the country areas water supply scheme.  Some commonwealth money came in, and we also boosted 
funding so that over $5 million a year, or $30 million over five years, was allocated to the scheme.   

The water in the Gnangara mound flows into the Indian Ocean.  A series of bores could be installed throughout 
Tamala Park and along the coast.  There needs to be far more.  Ultimately, that water runs into the ocean.  A lot 
more can be done.  Perth has something like 130 000 domestic bores.  There is scope to encourage people to use 
more.   

Desalination should be an option.  It should be part of a package to ensure that people have water.  We should 
not be in a situation in which people must have restrictions.  We have water restrictions in Manjimup.  The 
Leader of the Opposition was there yesterday.  The only dam in that town that is half empty is the one that 
provides the town’s water supply.  Every farmer’s dam is overflowing.  Some leadership needs to be taken, and 
instructions need to be given to the Water Corporation. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  I thought I might have bumped into the Premier down there, but I did not see him. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  No, the Leader of the Opposition did not see him.  The Water Corporation needs to be given 
its head and ensure that we have enough water for Western Australia. 

MR B.K. MASTERS (Vasse) [3.11 pm]:  I believe the Government is lacking in both direction and leadership 
on the issue of water.  In the few minutes available to me, I will put forward six arguments in support of that 
statement.   

First, the National Party was the first body to recommend that a water summit be held, and I commend it for that.  
Unlike the Drug Summit, little informed public discussion or debate took place in the media prior to the water 
symposium.  The result was that many people went to the symposium under-informed, ill-informed or with 
incorrect or inappropriate perceptions.  It is no wonder that the symposium was not as successful as it could have 
been.   

Second, there is no water crisis in metropolitan Perth.  There are simply water management problems and issues 
that need to be worked through in a calm, sensible and logical manner by the various professional staff within 
the Water Corporation and the Water and Rivers Commission.  The Government has tried to engineer a water 
crisis in the minds of Perth residents.  I presume that it is doing this for some devious electoral purpose.  The 
reality is that there is no water crisis in Perth. 

However, my third point is that there is a genuine water crisis in rural Western Australia.  More than half of 
Western Australia’s farmers are suffering financially and in other ways because of the lack of rainfall.  If any 
accolades should be given to this Government, they would relate to yesterday’s announcement by the Premier of 
drought assistance for Western Australian farmers.  The reality is that the water crisis is in rural Western 
Australia, not Perth.   
Fourth, the Government has failed to put to bed once and for all the emotionally attractive but economically 
stupid Kimberley pipeline idea.  I accept that the Government feels some degree of loyalty to a minister of a 
previous Labor Government; however, let us get real.  The pipeline would cost $10 billion in capital costs; and 
the sale cost of the water would be $5 a kilolitre, compared with the current average water cost of 60c a kilolitre.  
Let us also put a stop to the idiotic comparisons with C.Y. O’Connor and what he would have done if he were in 
the situation we face today.  A hundred years ago, C.Y. O’Connor used the best available technology to solve a 
serious water supply problem.  That solution was a pipeline.  I guarantee that if he were alive today and the 
Kalgoorlie water supply problem still existed, C.Y. O’Connor would have looked at the full range of options 
available to him and chosen desalination as his solution.   
Fifth, it is opportune to emphasise that there is a water bottom line as a solution to Perth’s water problem.  
Desalination would provide water at a cost of $1.20 a kilolitre and be available in virtually unlimited quantities.  
Perth people should be reassured by this Government that the worst-case scenario for desalination is a cost of 
$1.20 a kilolitre.   

Finally, the environmental sustainability of the Government’s responses to Perth’s water problems must always 
be fully assessed and accepted.  Yes, we have large volumes of ground water beneath our feet; however, 
uncontrolled removal of that water would have serious impacts on the environment, biodiversity, amenities and 
the social framework.  We cannot accept the deaths of thousands of hectares of banksia woodland in the northern 
parts of the metropolitan area as the cost of unsustainable ground water extraction.  We must be responsible, 
especially when environmentally acceptable alternatives are available.   

As a final aside, I am unfortunately not able to give the member for Kalgoorlie a couple of minutes in which to 
speak; however, he gave me a copy of the Water Corporation’s annual report for 1998-99, which states on page 
13 - 
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We also asked the public to reduce water consumption during the 1998-99 summer by 10 per cent and 
they responded.  We saved 23 gigalitres, equal to more than one-third the capacity of Mundaring Weir.   

For all those reasons, I am pleased to support the motion.  

DR J.M. EDWARDS (Maylands - Minister for the Environment and Heritage) [3.16 pm]:  This is a very 
interesting debate.  I understand why the two opposition parties are no longer in coalition.  They have effectively 
contradicted themselves on more than one point.  Further, we have heard widely varying views from members of 
the same party.  This is one of those debates that shows some evolution in thought.  

Mr P.D. Omodei:  It is called democracy. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  It might be called democracy but I would hate to be the person trying to write the Liberal 
Party’s policy.  I would also hate to be the hapless person in the community wondering what the Liberal Party 
would do if it ever got into government.  We are hearing contradictory advice about what should be done.  Let us 
first talk about whether there is a water crisis.   

Mr B.K. Masters:  Is there a water crisis in Perth? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Yes, there is.  I will explain it.  The Leader of the Opposition has been reported as saying 
that there is no water crisis; that the Labor Party is beating up the issue.  Yet, this afternoon, the member for 
Greenough moved this motion about the alleged lack of leadership over water supply and resource management.  
In my experience, members move those sorts of motions in this House only if they are worried about the issues 
and are convinced that there is a problem.  Hopefully, members do not move these sorts of motions for frivolous 
reasons.  Perhaps they are politicking.  The member for Greenough quoted Professor Jorg Imberger.  He is a very 
learned man who knows a lot about water.  He has received a world prize for his work in this area.  He is 
renowned as an expert.  The member for Greenough quoted Professor Imberger’s comment that the major 
constraint on economic development in the future will be our water resources; yet, other speakers have said that 
there is really no problem and that the Government is beating it up.  They are saying that we are telling the 
community about something that will not be a problem until some time in the future.   

Credit needs to go to the National Party.  It recognised this as a problem early on.  Interestingly, the National 
Party put out a media release congratulating the Government when it announced that it would hold a water 
symposium.  Despite some people saying that the symposium was a waste of time, the National Party issued a 
media release congratulating the Government.   

I will go through some of the things we are experiencing.  We are in a very dry period.  I am informed that 2001 
was the driest year on record in this State.   

Mr P.D. Omodei interjected. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I have been told that, when the full year is considered, it was drier than 1914. 

Mr P.D. Omodei interjected. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The people from the Water and Rivers Commission told me that, and I take the 
information to be factual.  According to the Indian Ocean Climate Initiative, rainfall suddenly declined in the 
1970s.  As the member for Warren-Blackwood pointed out, there are some good figures for the Manjimup area 
that support that.  Rainfall has dropped by 10 to 20 per cent over a 30-year time frame. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Is it not possible that during the 1950s and the 1960s rainfall was abnormally high? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Not when one looks at the long term.  As I commented during the term of the previous 
Government when it announced that it was building new dams, and the Water Corporation was not too 
impressed, it is great to build dams but dams are not helpful unless it rains.  The problem is that run-off in the 
catchment areas is down by 40 per cent.  In 2001 the dams in the hills area experienced one of the lowest stream 
inflows over a 12-month period.  It was only 30 gigalitres, which represents an 80 per cent reduction on what 
would normally be expected and what was received in the past. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  In the early days the catchments of those dams were open woodland and were burnt on a 
regular basis.  The rainfall might have been higher, but the proportion of run-off was greater.  Now that the 
catchment areas are all closed off and have very heavy undergrowth, of course the run-off is less. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The explanation is wider than that.  We examined this issue when the member raised it.  
Discussions have been going on between the Water Corporation, the Water and Rivers Commission and the 
Department of Conservation and Land Management.  It is not quite as straightforward as the member has been 
led to believe.   
Mr P.D. Omodei:  We could get 20 gigalitres for nothing. 
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Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Vegetation regrows and then the run-off drops off again. 

At least it is now being acknowledged that we do face a problem.  The recently released Indian Ocean Climate 
Initiative report shows that the State has been getting fewer rainy days and less rain per day when it does rain.  
The fear is that in the future that trend will continue while at the same time temperatures will increase, so that the 
moisture balance will become even more acute.  It is fair to say that there is a problem and that we all know 
about it. 

The member for Warren-Blackwood stated that we have all known for some time that we are in a period of 
diminished rainfall.  If that was known, why did his Government not impose water restrictions when they were 
suggested to the former Minister for Water Resources by the Water Corporation just before the previous 
election?  It said that water restrictions were needed and should be imposed? 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  I can respond to that.  If you look at the achievements - 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  We can look at the achievements, which are very good.  I give the previous Government 
full credit for some of them.  I give it full credit for the fact that it set aside something like $400 million for 
developing new resources.  If all that development was to be so good, why were we strongly advised in 2001 to 
impose water restrictions?  It was suggested because there was a problem.  I return to my point that no matter 
how much of the source development of dams is done, if it does not rain there is still a problem.  Had we had 
water restrictions then, the State would have saved 45 gigalitres and not had the severe problem that if faces 
now. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  One part of those problems is the Treasurer and the borrowings of the Water Corporation. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  How cute.  The Opposition members are the people who would not impose water 
restrictions when the Water Corporation put in writing to the former Minister for Water Resources that 
restrictions were needed.  They were worried because they were in the run up to an election.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Do you know what happened? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The previous Government lost the election and we imposed water restrictions. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  The following week there was an extremely heavy rainfall and the Water Corporation withdrew 
that advice.  That is the truth.  I believe that there is a case for permanent restrictions and that that is a valid 
point. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  I suggest we know who came down in the last shower, and he is sitting opposite. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  I would like the minister to tell the truth about the issue. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The Leader of the Opposition has just contradicted one of his members.  He now believes 
that there is a need for water restrictions to continue, which I believe is very sensible.  I agree with him on that.  
However, other opposition members have said that there is no need for water restrictions.  The member for 
Warren-Blackwood said that we should not have any restrictions and that we should allow people to use as much 
water as they want to use.  He implies that we should not worry about sustainability and that all that is required is 
that people must be able to pay for it. 

Let me go through some of the things that this Government has done.  It has responded to these problems and to 
the situation that it faces.  The Government is proud to say that it has held 18 community forums in which people 
could talk about water and the problems we face and about how we need to respond to them.  The Government 
has also held a water summit.  Some 100 delegates sat in this Parliament and looked at the issues in great detail.  
They provided very valuable advice to the Government. 

The Government has also developed a state water conservation strategy so that it can approach the problem 
properly and bring the community with it.  One of the aims of the water conservation strategy is to cut water 
consumption by 10 per cent over the next 10 years.  In addition, one aim is to increase waste water re-use to 20 
per cent.  Together these initiatives can save up to 50 gigalitres of water a year.  Those initiatives are well worth 
embracing.  Earlier this year a forum on waste water was conducted with Commonwealth Scientific and 
Industrial Research Organisation people.  We are looking at other ways in which we can be smarter about waste 
water reuse and putting some of that water back into the system; in fact, the Water Corporation has now started a 
large project in Kwinana to retrieve some of the waste water that would otherwise go into the ocean. 

The Government has worked to accelerate the development of water resources on the supply side.  This is 
nowhere more apparent than with the immediate start of the three new Yarragadee bores.  One bore is already 
producing water and the other two will be connected to the system during the summer.  In addition, a number of 
shallow bores have been drilled at Mirrabooka under a separate $11 million program.  They will improve water 
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supplies by seven per cent.  The Government also accelerated the development of surface water supplies at 
Samson Brook and Wokalup Creek catchment.  We have kept on with the good program that was started by the 
previous Government.  However, there is a need for community engagement, and that is what we are trying to 
develop.  That is why we have held the forums and the summit.  By introducing water restrictions, this is the first 
Government that has taken advice from the department and imposed restrictions on daytime sprinkler use by 
people with household bores. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  That is not true.  There were water restrictions in 1978. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I have been informed by my department that it advised the previous minister that it would 
be a good idea to have restrictions on the daytime use of sprinklers for people with household bores.  The 
previous Government declined to heed that advice; it thought that it would be too difficult politically.  It was 
undoubtedly not during the time when the member for Warren-Blackwood was minister, because he seems to 
have taken the water issue very seriously. 

I turn to the restructuring of the water industry.  I was interested to read a media release from the member for 
Greenough earlier this week.  He needs to look at the history of the issue and to recognise what has been done by 
his own people.  From 1994 Western Australia has had a water industry restructure group, which was headed by 
Peter Jones, the current Chairman of the Water Corporation.  That review led to the formation of the Office of 
Water Regulation, the Water Corporation becoming a government trading enterprise and the formation of the 
Water and Rivers Commission.   

The separation of those powers and responsibilities was clearly outlined in the McCarrey report, and it was 
worked through by the water industry restructure group.  Despite the separation, the National Competition 
Council still had concerns and adverse comments were still made to this State.  As a result of that the 
Government has separated out the powers and responsibilities.  It has a Minister for Government Enterprises, 
who looks after the Water Corporation, and me as the Minister for the Environment and Heritage, who looks 
after the environmental aspects.  At this stage I still deal with water regulation, but when the new economic 
regulator is established, some of those duties will move to that area, making sure that all ways in which water is 
managed, from the protection of the source through to the trading enterprise and regulation, are clearly separated 
out and transparent. 

This Government has a very proud record on water supplies.  It has responded to a problem that it faced.  It has 
introduced water restrictions and restrictions on daytime sprinkler use by people with household bores.  The 
Government has established a task force that has brought together people at a high level to make many of these 
decisions quickly; it has held forums; it has been into metropolitan and country regions; and it has held a 
symposium in this Parliament.  However, we have not forgotten our friends in the country.  I am delighted that 
yesterday we announced a $1.5 million boost to the farm water grant scheme.  It is a very good scheme that will 
benefit people in rural areas currently facing a water shortage.  I am pleased that the Opposition is now at least 
showing some interest in water and recognising that we have a problem on which we must all work together to 
resolve. 

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont - Treasurer) [3.30 pm]:  This matter of public interest motion was moved by the 
same people whose major contribution to the water debate was to say that we do not have a water crisis.  I am 
surprised a motion has been moved that seeks to condemn the lack of leadership shown by the Government on 
our water supply when the members who moved the motion have indicated that we are not facing a problem.  On 
14 August this year the Leader of the Opposition told this House that Western Australia does not face an 
immediate water crisis.  
Mr J.P.D. Edwards interjected. 
Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The member for Greenough, who is interjecting, said in the Legislative Assembly the 
following day - 

We have been told there is a water crisis.  I do not believe that, nor do I believe there is a water 
shortage.   

Is not Hansard a wonderful thing?  It enables people to be held accountable when they seek to make cheap 
political mileage out of difficult circumstances.  It appears that both the Leader of the Opposition and the 
member for Greenough based their theories on the fact that we have a vast reservoir of ground water in this 
State.  That is true; we have a very large volume of ground water in underground aquifers.  However, rather than 
undertake the necessary work on policy, the Opposition has used cheap politics to have us believe water is sitting 
in the aquifers and the Government is standing on the hose.  That is not the case.  It is an example of how policy 
laziness can get politicians into trouble.  
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On 9 April 2002 the Leader of the Opposition and the member for Greenough released a joint media statement 
titled “Labor misleading over water supplies” in which the Leader of the Opposition said - 

 . . . under the former Liberal Government, more than half a billion dollars was spent on water 
resources, including $220 million on improving access to groundwater supplies.   

He went on to say - 

As a result of this investment, the Water Corporation’s technical capacity for drawing underground 
water has increased to 240 gigalitres a year - about two thirds of annual consumption.   

This capacity was built to meet water demand during drought years such as the one we have just 
experienced.  

 However, the Corporation is licensed by the Water and Rivers Commission to draw only 158 gigalitres, 
leaving more than 80 million kilolitres of water capacity lying idle. 

Perth has been scared into thinking there are serious water shortages and forced to suffer through water 
restrictions when the Labor Government simply has not turned on the tap.  

What an irresponsible, foolish statement.  I will explain a few things to members opposite about the State’s water 
supply capacity.   

The Water Corporation does have the capacity to extract 240 gigalitres a year of ground water.  However, it has 
the capacity to transfer an absolute maximum of only 180 gigalitres a year through its pipe network. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  How much can it extract? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  It can extract 240 gigalitres a year.  The corporation advises that, in practice, it is more likely 
that the system could transfer up to only 170 gigalitres.  The extraction capacity is higher than the transfer 
capacity to provide flexibility when extracting ground water so that when an environment might be showing 
stress in a particular area as a result of ground water extraction, the bores in that area can be turned off and other 
bores can be turned on.  When the Leader of the Opposition and the member for Greenough say that 80 million 
kilolitres is lying around and might be able to be extracted, they are ignoring the fact that it cannot be transported 
through the current system.  They have shown a fundamental misunderstanding of the situation.  

The Opposition also needs help with the mathematics of the use of our water supply.  Let us assume the Water 
Corporation gained approval from the Environmental Protection Authority and the Water and Rivers 
Commission to take 170 gigalitres a year of ground water.  Our dams currently hold approximately 200 gigalitres 
of water.  However, people might not be aware that we cannot let the water level drop below the 110 gigalitre 
mark of the dams, because it will create problems with the turbidity in the water and the structural integrity of 
the dams.  If the maximum we can extract and transfer from ground water is 170 gigalitres and we can draw 90 
gigalitres from our dams, we will have access to 260 gigalitres.  However, predicted consumption with two-day-
a-week sprinkler restrictions is 258 gigalitres.  I cannot see how the Opposition can claim that there is no 
problem and the Government is standing on the hose.   

The Opposition has more to answer for than the use of foolish, cheap politics in its media statements and 
Hansard.  The coalition could have made a decision to implement water restrictions when it was in government.  
For example - some debate has occurred on this across the Chamber - on 7 October 1999 the Water Corporation 
wrote to the former Minister for Water Resources recommending the introduction of two-day-a-week sprinkler 
restrictions for Perth, Mandurah, Pinjarra, the goldfields and agricultural water supply scheme areas.  He did not 
take the submission to Cabinet.  If those restrictions had applied, we would have saved 45 gigalitres in 1999-
2000 and 45 gigalitres in 2000-01.  Ninety gigalitres more water would be in our dams today had members 
opposite made a responsible decision.  We can take only 90 gigalitres from our dams this summer.  Another 90 
gigalitres would have been available had the previous Government listened to the advice and had the political 
courage and leadership ability to admit to the community that there was a problem and imposed water 
restrictions.  However, it has dared to move a motion in this House criticising the Government for lack of 
leadership.  This Government had the courage to make the necessary decision even though it knew it would be 
unpopular in certain quarters.  Members opposite did not have the courage to make the necessary decision.   

The member for Warren-Blackwood is now talking about the moneys available for investment.  Some people in 
the Opposition obviously want us to cut the capital works program because they do not like us borrowing 
money; while others in the Opposition want us to increase borrowings and expand the capital works program.  
Would it not be terrific, Leader of the House, if for just one week - three parliamentary sitting days - we had a 
consistent line of argument from this Opposition?  We have not had that.  
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We are investing $110 million in the development of new water sources; $30 million is being spent to 
commission three new deep bores in the Yarragadee aquifer.  The three bores are expected to deliver 15 
gigalitres of water.  Combined with the output of nine shallow bores, which are being drilled at Mirrabooka, the 
three bores will boost our water supplies next summer by seven per cent.  The Government has also fast-tracked 
the development of the Samson Brook and Wokalup Creek dams in the south west, which will contribute another 
18 gigalitres a year.  In addition, we have signed the agreement for the construction of the laminated veneer 
lumber manufacturing plant at Neerabup.  Logging of that pine plantation will increase the recharge of that 
aquifer by about 36 gigalitres a year.   

Mr B.K. Masters:  We announced it in 1996.  

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Members opposite may have announced it in 1996, but this Government made it happen; we 
signed the agreement.  Members opposite should not talk about what might have been or what they were 
“gunna” do; we did it.  That will have an effect on water supplies available from the Gnangara mound.  The 
Premier has also recently announced that the Government is pursuing a strategy to take water from the 
Wellington Dam, which is currently a little on the salty side, and shandy it with fresh water from Stirling Dam to 
produce potable water, adding up to 15 gigalitres to the system.   

The Opposition says there is no crisis; when in government it failed to introduce water restrictions when it was 
advised to, which cost the State 90 gigalitres of water.  We could have used that this summer if only members 
opposite had made that decision.  The Gallop Government had the political courage to make the decisions 
necessary on water restrictions and is investing in new water sources to provide us with the water security that 
we need.  However, it must be recognised that we have a long-term problem in this State.  The climatologists are 
saying that the greenhouse effect will change the climate of the south west and that the south west of Western 
Australia is likely to be a drier place.  We are seeing fewer rainy days and less rain on the days when it does rain, 
and the reduction in rain is exceeded by the reduction in flow into the dams.  We have a problem, and the 
Government and the community need to work through what we will do about this problem because a very 
important resource is proving to be scarce.   

Most of the policy options that are available to us involve an additional cost, at least to the Water Corporation, or 
involve some limitations on what people have been able to do with water in the past.  We have to have a mature 
discussion with the community of Western Australia so that everyone has an understanding of the issues that are 
in front of us and the policy options that are available to us as a community.  The Government has done the right 
thing.  It has held 20 community water forums.  

Mr P.D. Omodei:  You are gutless.  You cannot make that decision.  

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  This is the man who would not take the recommendation on water restrictions to Cabinet!  I 
am sorry, member for Warren-Blackwood, it was another man in the then coalition Government who would not 
take the recommendation to Cabinet.  This Government made that decision, and the decision to invest money in 
new water sources, and is developing with the community a long-term strategy.  That is the appropriate way to 
go. 

I am sure that a very able representative of the community would like to have some more to say on this matter, 
so I will content myself by highlighting the comparison between the policy laziness and weakness of the 
Opposition with the determination of the Government to tackle this problem in conjunction with the community.  

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [3.43 pm]:  Amazing leadership has been shown by the Government, and more 
important than that has been its transparency in embracing the hard decisions.  The language from members 
opposite is that people are suffering through restrictions.  Many members opposite do not understand that our 
community is embracing sustainability, particularly in the metropolitan area, which is the biggest consumer of 
water.   

The community is recognising that there is a problem and that sustainability is one of the answers to the water 
problems.  Members opposite have put forward a number of solutions.  We have three days to a sitting week and 
we have heard three different options from members opposite.  From the member for Merredin, it is pipe it; from 
the member for Warren-Blackwood, it is drill it; from the member for Vasse, it is desalinate it.  There is no clear 
answer coming from the Opposition and those three members all have justification for their three opposing 
views.   

This Government is showing real leadership by looking at a cocktail of solutions to this problem and by 
embracing sustainability.  One of the very important ways to embrace sustainability - the member for Pilbara 
alluded to it in some terms - is that instead of our looking at how to get the water to where the people are, we 
should look at getting people and industry to areas where there is water.  This Government has spent money on, 
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and has worked at, developing the Kimberley.  The previous Government ignored the Kimberley.  This 
Government has looked at the development of the Kimberley, getting people and industry up there and having 
that happen very close to the water supplies.  The Kimberley is booming under this Government.  The leadership 
that has been shown up there is absolutely amazing.   

We have talked about household bores.  We have found, with the restrictions on scheme water use, that people 
with bores in the community are embracing a lot of voluntary action on bore use.  The community is following 
the great leadership shown by the Government and is acting on its own, even when a legal restriction on bore 
water use has not been imposed.   

The Government is using not only a stick but also a variety of carrots to get a tremendous outcome; that is, it is 
acknowledging and has been transparent about the problem, and is providing incentives and informing the 
community.  The Government is also looking at novel solutions.  The Premier’s shandy mix is just one thing that 
has been added to these solutions.  

The SPEAKER:  The time for debate on this motion has now expired, and I will put the question. 

Question put and a division taken with the following result - 

Ayes (18) 

Mr C.J. Barnett Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr P.G. Pendal Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr R.F. Johnson Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr M.F. Board Mr A.D. Marshall Mr R.N. Sweetman Mr J.L. Bradshaw (Teller) 
Mr J.P.D. Edwards Mr B.K. Masters Mr M.W. Trenorden  
Mr B.J. Grylls Mr P.D. Omodei Mr T.K. Waldron  
 

Noes (25) 

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

            

Pairs 

 Mr W.J. McNee Mr P.B. Watson 
 Mr J.H.D. Day Mr S.R. Hill 
 Mrs C.L. Edwardes Dr G.I. Gallop 
 Mr R.A. Ainsworth Mr C.M. Brown 

Question thus negatived.   
 


