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PRESTON BEACH, WATER QUALITY 
Grievance 

MR J.L. BRADSHAW (Murray-Wellington) [9.06 am]:  My grievance today is about the water quality in the 
Preston Beach area.  This has been an ongoing saga for many years because the area draws its water from bores 
and, unfortunately, the quality of the water is very poor.  As I was a late replacement for grievances today, I was 
not able to get all the information to provide members with evidence of the poor quality water.  However, some 
members will certainly be aware that the quality of water is an ongoing issue at Preston Beach, as it has been at 
Myalup and Binningup Beaches.  The Government has decided to hook the latter two places into the Harvey 
water supply to overcome their problems - that service is being put in place now or it has already been put in 
place.  That has been done to the great joy of the people of Binningup and Myalup as their water was much more 
unacceptable because of its hardness, the scaling it left on appliances, its taste and so on.  However, Preston 
Beach has the same problem and for some reason the Water Corporation has been reluctant to go down the same 
path.   

At a recent meeting, the Water Corporation indicated that it is doing its homework to determine the cost of this 
work, but I got the impression that the Water Corporation will not install a pipe from the Stirling trunk main to 
Preston Beach.  My fear is that a lot of money will be spent on improving the water quality at Preston Beach, but 
at an ongoing cost to the Water Corporation.  If a line were installed from the trunk main that runs from Stirling 
Dam to Perth, the residents at Preston Beach would access the superb water from Harvey.  That water requires 
no additives, apart from chlorine to kill the bugs, because there is very little salt in it and the water is not hard.  
That option would be very acceptable. 
A couple of years ago the Water Corporation spent about $1.5 million on a calgon treatment plant at Preston 
Beach to reduce the scaling in appliances.  At the meeting that was held about a month ago, a person brought in a 
bucket containing stuff that a plumber had cleaned out of his hot water system - the amount of gunk in it was 
horrendous!  It is like limestone because it is basically calcium carbonate, and I could hardly pick up the bucket 
because it was so heavy.  This stuff is collecting in all the appliances used in the Preston Beach area.  It shortens 
the life of appliances and it also has a drastic effect on taps and that sort of equipment.   
The attitude is that the water is not harmful to the people in the area.  I beg to differ because the salinity in the 
water being used at Preston Beach is relatively high.  If people are ingesting large amounts of calcium carbonate, 
then surely that might possibly lead to the creation of kidney stones and those sorts of things.  The community in 
that area is concerned that the water could cause health problems, even though the Water Corporation has said 
that there are no health risks with this water.  As I said previously, the Water Corporation seems to be reluctant 
to run the pipe across from the Stirling trunk main.  That is probably because it will be more expensive.  
However, in the long term it will be cheaper, because there will be no need for treatment plants and those sorts of 
things, the maintenance of which costs a lot, as do the materials used for filtration to take the impurities out of 
the water.  I ask the minister to put some pressure on the Water Corporation to ensure that these people are able 
to enjoy water of the same quality that everybody else enjoys. 
The Australian Drinking Water Guidelines were introduced in 1996.  However, unfortunately, the Department of 
Health has not gone down the path of setting these guidelines in stone so that the Water Corporation must abide 
by them.  I guess the Department of Health has not done that because a number of water supplies around 
Western Australia need to be upgraded and brought into line with the 1996 Australian Drinking Water 
Guidelines.  The quality of the water supply to the people at Preston Beach is outside those guidelines.  It is 
important to try to bring that water quality to acceptable standards.  It is important that people have a nice 
lifestyle.  They should not have to worry about their kettles and hot water systems scaling up or about the taste of 
the water, and they should not have concerns about the impact of the water on their health.  The Water 
Corporation has said that those people should not have health concerns.  I believe that if people ingest a lot of 
extra salt and calcium carbonate, there is a risk of health problems arising.  If the minister could put some 
pressure on the Water Corporation to extend that line from the Stirling trunk main across to this area, it would 
solve a lot of problems, and treatment plants would not have to be built. 
DR J.M. EDWARDS (Maylands - Minister for the Environment and Heritage) [9.12 am]:  I am responding to 
this grievance this morning on behalf of the Treasurer, who represents the Minister for Government Enterprises 
in this Chamber.  For a start, I reassure the member and his community that the water supply to Preston Beach 
complies with all health-related guidelines.  Obviously, across the State priority is given to ensuring that water 
supplies comply with health guidelines.  As the member said, water supplied to Preston Beach does contain 
elevated levels of calcium and salinity, which are in the realm of aesthetic or non-health water quality 
parameters.   
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As the member has pointed out, issues arise for the local community when the water is hard and the salinity level 
high.  Unfortunately, this is typical of many small coastal communities.  That is because of the source of the 
water.  I am informed that the Water Corporation has an agreement with the Department of Health to 
progressively improve the aesthetic water quality parameters.  Obviously, in all cases, an examination of the 
health parameters is the first priority, and an examination of the aesthetic parameters is the second priority.  I 
understand that two meetings were held with the Preston Beach Progress Association in February and April this 
year, so the community is aware of the nature of its water supply from a health and aesthetic perspective.  These 
meetings have also provided information about what the Water Corporation is doing to address this aesthetic 
water quality problem.  As the member has alluded to, the use of calgon was introduced several years ago to try 
to reduce the scaling effect associated with water hardness.  However, from what the member said about that 
person’s hot water system, it clearly has not been as successful as it might have been. 
As the member for Murray-Wellington said, the community would like to connect to the Harvey-Stirling 
scheme.  At this stage the cost of that is estimated to be in the order of $2 million, and there would be ongoing 
operating costs.  The Water Corporation already fulfils a community service obligation for the provision of water 
supplies to Preston Beach.  I understand that CSO requirement would increase if the connection were made to 
the Harvey-Stirling scheme.  Equally, though, the cost associated with treating water to reduce the calcium and 
salinity levels is prohibitive. 
I appreciate the member’s grievance.  I will take up this matter with the Water Corporation.  I have been aware 
in the past of complaints about water quality at Myalup and Binningup; I am not sure that Preston Beach has 
come to my attention.  Can the member tell me by interjection roughly the number of people who live in that 
area permanently and what the population swells to seasonally? 

Mr J.L. Bradshaw:  I suspect there are about 300 to 400 permanent residents, but the population would at least 
double during holiday time.  There are a number of holiday cottages there. 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Right.  I am informed that the Water Corporation plans to carry out investigative drilling 
in the coming financial year, 2003-04, with a view to augmenting and improving the water supply in the area.  I 
will take up this matter with the Water Corporation.  I will also seek information from the Office of Water 
Regulation to check on the progress that the Water Corporation has made in complying with the Australian 
Drinking Water Guidelines, particularly in small communities.  Clearly, if people in those communities need to 
replace items such as hot water systems much more often, that becomes a real impost on the community. 
Mr J.L. Bradshaw:  What I am trying to say is that the Water Corporation should not drill for extra water, 
because the risk is that it will not find it anyway; and, if it does, the water will still be salty or hard or both.  The 
money should go towards offsetting the cost of this new pipeline.  Also, I find it difficult to understand why the 
Water Corporation would have an increased CSO under those circumstances, because the current cost of treating 
the water would be offset. 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I will seek more information on that issue and provide that to the member. 
 


