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Division 23:  Water and Rivers Commission, $92 546 000 -  
Hon Ken Travers, Deputy Chairman.   

Hon Kim Chance, Leader of the House representing the Minister for Water Resources.   

Mr P. Frewer, Acting Director General, Department of Water.   

Mr R. Hammond, Acting Director of Water Resource Use, Department of Water.   

Mr P. Parolo, Manager, Finance and Administration, Department of Environment.  

Mr B. O’Neil, Director, Corporate Services, Department of Water. 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  On behalf of the Legislative Council Standing Committee on Estimates and 
Financial Operations, I welcome you to today’s hearing.  This hearing is being held in public although there is 
discretion available to the committee to hear evidence in private either of its own motion or at the witnesses’ 
request.  If for some reason you wish to make a confidential statement during today’s proceedings, you should 
request that the evidence be taken in closed session before answering the question.  Government agencies and 
departments have an important role and duty in assisting Parliament to scrutinise the budget papers on behalf of 
the people of Western Australia.  The committee values that assistance. 

It will greatly assist Hansard if when referring to the Budget Statements volumes or the consolidated fund 
estimates, members give the page number, item, program, amount, and so on in preface to their questions.  If 
supplementary information is to be provided, I ask your cooperation in ensuring that it is delivered to the 
committee clerk within five working days of receipt of the questions.  An example of the required Hansard style 
for the documents has been provided to your advisers.  The committee reminds agency representatives to 
respond to questions in a succinct manner and to limit the extent of personal observations.   

I call the Leader of the Opposition.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I draw the minister’s attention to the first dot point under the heading “Significant 
Issues and Trends” on page 399, which states that the Department of Water was formed on 26 October 2005 and 
that it opened for business on 1 January 2006.  How did the government replace the Water and Rivers 
Commission with the Department of Water without enacting legislation, bearing in mind that the Water and 
Rivers Commission is a statutory authority that can be terminated only by an act of Parliament?  I also draw the 
minister’s attention to the fact that the government introduced legislation some three years ago to deal with this 
issue and that, for some reason, it has not progressed.  Will the minister explain the legalities of creating a new 
Department of Water without first legislating to remove the Water and Rivers Commission?  Why has the 
government not ensured that such legislation has progressed through Parliament?   

[5.10 pm] 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I will ask the acting director general to go through the details of that.  If a further 
question arises, I will try to clear it up. 

Mr P. Frewer:  The Water and Rivers Commission still exists.  The legislation is still current.  The Department 
of Water was formed, as the dot point states, in October last year to reflect the operational components of the 
Water and Rivers Commission, as the Department of Environment previously represented the Water and Rivers 
Commission in an operational sense.  Legislation was introduced in the lower house two weeks ago.  That 
legislation will basically abolish the Water and Rivers Commission and replace it with a new ministerial council 
that will provide an advisory role on water matters.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  That does not answer my question.  My question was: how can the government 
create a department to do the work of an existing statutory authority without first legislating to get rid of that 
statutory authority?  Secondly, who are the members of the board of the Water and Rivers Commission at this 
time, bearing in mind that it has not been abolished yet?  What do those people do?  Are they paid sitting fees?  
How often does the board meet?  Does it operate as a statutory authority, or has it been fundamentally ignored? 

Mr P. Frewer:  The Water and Rivers Commission board still exists.  It meets monthly.  It is still exercising its 
statutory powers.  The department is servicing it from the point of view of providing support for its activities and 
operations.  There are a number of delegations from the commission to the department.  They have been in place 
for some time.  The membership of the board comprises Verity Allan, the chair, and a number of other members; 
we can advise the member of their names.  They are continuing to be paid.  We can also provide that as 
supplementary information.  The board is still in place.  It meets monthly.  It is still a viable entity. 

[Supplementary Information No G1.] 
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Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I gather that, in the past, the staff who were employed by the Water and Rivers 
Commission were transferred to the Department of Environment.  

Mr P. Frewer:  No.  They remained as Water and Rivers Commission employees, but they functioned under the 
umbrella of the Department of Environment.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I am pleased I am not confused about this!   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I am glad the Leader of the Opposition asked that question!  It has cleared it all up!   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Will those staff now be transferred to the Department of Water? 

Mr P. Frewer:  Following the abolition of the board, and the passage of the associated legislation, yes. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Can the Leader of the House explain the rationale behind the decision to create a 
Department of Water and abolish the Water and Rivers Commission, which in effect was a regulatory agency?  I 
acknowledge that the legislation is afoot and the adviser may not want to answer that question, but for the 
purpose of this little exercise, perhaps the Leader of the House will tell me why the Water and Rivers 
Commission is being legislated out of existence. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  This is a policy question, and not one that Mr Frewer could possibly address.  The Water 
and Rivers Commission evolved, as the Leader of the Opposition would know, from the old Water Resources 
Council.  In those days it fundamentally had an advisory role to the then Water Authority.  The scope of the 
Water and Rivers Commission was probably not appropriate.  Also, the powers that were held by the Water and 
Rivers Commission were powers that should properly have been held by the Department of Water.  Therefore, 
ultimately that was the government’s decision. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I refer to page 405.  The second dot point under “Major Achievements For 2005-
06” states -  

Implemented the State Groundwater Investigation Program including completion of drilling programs 
for Cowaramup, Scott Coastal Plain and Gingin.   

Is the drilling data about the supply of water that might be available from those sources available?  If it is 
available, where can I find it, if?  It is not available, when will it be made available? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  We are talking about a drilling program that will take place over some 15 years.  The 
drilling program at Cowaramup was completed two weeks ago.  The equipment has now been shifted to start 
work at Gingin.  That work is ongoing.  However, we expect to have the first results by the end of this year.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Is the minister saying that the drilling at Gingin has not started yet?   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  It is about to start.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  How long will it take? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Two months.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  So it will almost be an achievement for 2005-06, of which we have two weeks left?   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Well, as I have said, the Cowaramup portion of it -  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  The drilling program for Cowaramup, Scott coastal plain and Gingin is listed as a 
major achievement for 2005-06.  The 2005-06 financial year finishes at the end of this month.   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  The Leader of the Opposition has missed the first word of the line.  It says “Implemented 
the State Groundwater Investigation program”.  It does not say completed.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  It says “including completion of drilling programs”.  I do not want to argue with the 
Leader of the House, but -  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  The program includes the completion of those programs as an achievement.  It does not 
say they have been completed in this financial year.  It says the program has been implemented. 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  I take the point, but before the English teachers try to deconstruct this, we will 
move on.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Why has Gingin in particular not been drilled prior to this time, bearing in mind that 
in other documentation it has been identified as an area with potential significant underground water resources? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Mr Rob Hammond will address that question. 
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Mr R. Hammond:  The area of Gingin has been drilled in the past.  We have become aware that we need to do 
more investigation.  When the rig has finished at Cowaramup, it will be moved to Gingin.  There is an issue in 
this state with finding rigs because of the large amount of development in the mining industry.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I refer to page 405, the first dot point under “Major Achievements For 2005-06”, 
which states in part -  

Completed groundwater assessments including South West Yarragadee aquifer . . .  

What was found in that assessment? 

Mr R. Hammond:  We have done some studies on the south west Yarragadee.  The Scott coastal plain is the one 
that is of greatest relevance to this.  We finished that drilling about a month ago.  We have put that into a local 
area model.  That has shown that the Scott coastal plain will not be impacted by significant draws from the 
Yarragadee to the north.  It will be impacted only by abstractions on the Scott coastal plain.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Is the south west Yarragadee different from the Scott coastal plain, or are they the 
same thing? 

Mr R. Hammond:  The southern area is divided into physiographic regions.  There is the Scott coastal plain, 
and there is the Swan coastal plain to the north.  The Scott coastal plain is an area that contains Lake Jasper and 
other valuable wetlands and the like.  It was an area of great conjecture when we were doing the investigation for 
the Yarragadee.  We have done some drilling in that area to further investigate that.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  What sort of capacity did the studies find could be extracted from either of those 
two sources per annum? 
Mr R. Hammond:  The studies that I am talking about were not designed to work out how much we could 
extract.  They were more about where the impacts of extraction would be.  Previous studies that have largely 
been funded by the Water Corporation have shown that the volumes that can be extracted are extremely large.  It 
is really the impacts that we are debating.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  That same dot point also refers to ground water availability in the Fitzroy River.  
What did that ground water assessment find?  
Mr R. Hammond:  We actually were not able to do an upgraded investigation of Fitzroy because of some native 
title issues.  We had to do a desktop study of pre-existing work.  That showed that there are limited ground water 
resources in the Fitzroy River valley.   

[5.20 pm] 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Without getting into the same argument about whether the Water Corporation 
achieved something in 2005-06, I gather that means a desktop study was done and no drilling was done in the 
Fitzroy.  
Mr R. Hammond:  That is right.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I refer to “Works in Progress” on page 409.  Under the capital works program, the 
estimated total cost of the land acquisition in priority 1 areas in 2005-06 is $3.9 million, of which the corporation 
expects to spend $2.9 million this year.  Where will that land be acquired under this program?   
Hon KIM CHANCE:  I understand that will require the preparation of a list, and we are happy to provide such a 
list on notice.   

[Supplementary Information No G2.]  
Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN:  I refer to water resource plans and policies on page 404.  One of the major 
initiatives for 2006-07 is to support the development of a state water plan for Western Australia and the south 
west regional water plan.  What public consultation processes have been undertaken?  Will the plan cover the 
impact of increased water efficiency measures across the region?  What is the projected demand, taking into 
account those efficiency measures?  What water resources will meet that demand?  Please indicate whether the 
plan will be finalised prior to the decision on the south west Yarragadee water source.   
Hon KIM CHANCE:  The state water plan is on target for publication in September this year.  It will reflect 
changes to the draft water policy framework and propose a water planning framework.  In addition, it will 
provide information - this starts to go to Hon Paul Llewellyn’s question - on water availability, use, forecasts and 
trends.  I think that pretty well covers the issues in the affirmative in relation to the individual questions the 
member asked.  The first stage of the south west water plan will be the publication by November 2006 of a 
discussion paper on the current state and future trends for water management in the region.  The draft paper for 
the current state is approaching completion.  It will be discussed in June 2006 at the south west water forum in 
Collie.  Apart from that consultation, stakeholders will continue to be engaged, notwithstanding the extensive 
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consultation in the region on water matters, which are due primarily to the south west Yarragadee application by 
the Water Corporation.  An extensive consultation process is planned.  We hope that the state water plan will be 
finalised by March 2007 and the south west water plan by June that year.   

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN:  When will the decision on the Yarragadee be made? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I am informed that we hope that that decision will be made before the south west water 
plan is completed.  

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN:  How does the government expect to adequately assess the economic impacts if 
that decision is made beforehand?   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  The economic impact? 

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN:  How does the government expect to assess the full economic impact of taking 
water from the Yarragadee without finishing the state water plan?   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  That work has already been done, as has the extensive consultation process.  The work 
on the south west Yarragadee is far more advanced than is the work on the state water plan.  It has been a 
separate process.  

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN:  Should a decision be made about extracting water from the Yarragadee before we 
establish a water plan around that or should we establish a water plan and then make the decision about 
extracting water from the Yarragadee? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  If we had to wait for every individual application or possible use of water until after a 
water plan has been established, we would never have a water plan because something will always need to be 
done in the meantime.  The plan will represent an ongoing issue concerning the use of our water resources.  It is 
being progressed under its own weight.  The state water plan can be built at any time.  

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN:  I believe it is now a $600 million initiative.  In the context of the total budget for 
this agency, what might that look like?  Given the proposed $600 million water initiative in the south west 
region, how much money has been spent by this agency in that region generally?  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  That is something on which we will need to do a separate assessment.  

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN:  I am seeking to establish some reasonable logic to the Leader of the House’s 
response.  A $600 million initiative is proposed for the south west region, which will dwarf the region’s usual 
annual budget, yet that decision will be made ahead of an integrated plan.  That is what I understand the Leader 
of the House is telling me.  The decision on the extraction of water from the Yarragadee - an investment of 
$600 million - is to be made ahead of the south west water plan.  That is worth calling the media about.  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I do not know that I can add to the point I have already made.  The south west 
Yarragadee application is, as the member said, a major issue.  It has been thoroughly researched as a result of its 
own gravity.  The state water plan sits around it, but the south west Yarragadee issue is not necessarily a 
fundamental component of it.  It is certainly not a precondition to all the work that has been done on the south 
west Yarragadee.   

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN:  On page 405 reference is made to the assessment and measurement of our ground 
water resources and the drilling of bores to make that assessment.  What plans are in place to progress licensing, 
metering and monitoring of ground water bores across the south west region and through the Perth metropolitan 
region to establish a reliable measure of the draw, and what resources are being put into that process?   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I will ask Mr Frewer to address that question.  I thought that question had been pretty 
well answered in the process of parliamentary questions without notice.  

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN:  We have not got to the bottom of it yet.  We have not found out what areas are 
being drawn from, which ones are monitored and how much is being charged for the water that is being drawn 
out.  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I want it on the record that extensive information has been provided on the nature of 
bores that are being drilled. 

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN:  I am drilling down now!   

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  We have limited time so I will advertise the potential for this committee to hold 
ongoing hearings on this issue.  

Mr P. Frewer:  Does the member want clarification on the measures being taken to improve the water 
measurement in and around the Perth region?   
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Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN:  Yes; I meant for both the south west region and the Perth metropolitan region, 
where I understand there are 145 096 bores.  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Thereabouts. 

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN:  Yes, and only 45 of which are actually metered.    

[5.30 pm] 

Mr P. Frewer:  The good news is that about 150 are now being metered.  That will be rolled out to take into 
account -  

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN:  That is almost three times as many as last week.  There are only 154 000 to go! 

Mr P. Frewer:  The major object has been to try to improve water metering and measurement on the western 
side of the Gnangara mound.  A $2 million exercise is to be carried out over the next three years, making it 
$6 million in total to improve metering on and around the Gnangara area.  It is currently being rolled out through 
Nowergup and Carabooda and is just about complete in Mariginiup, all of which are on the western side of the 
mound.  Work is commencing on the eastern side to improve - 

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN:  Are these bores that the department has put down? 

Mr P. Frewer:  No, they are private bores.  We have individual meters on the major horticultural users to try to 
get a better idea of how much water is actually being used. 

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN:  These are the people who are consuming over 500 000 litres -  

Mr P. Frewer:  That is right.  Basically that exercise is in place.  It has been rolled out in the past 12 months and 
will continue.  With respect to the monitoring and modelling of the Gnangara mound, funding has been provided 
to improve our modelling, particularly in the northern area and that will occur over the next couple of years.  The 
northern part of the mound, through the Gingin area, as has previously been mentioned, is also subject to further 
drilling to try to get a better idea about water quality and quantity and the amount of water that may be available 
for future use. 

The whole of the Perth metropolitan area has an extensive network of bores that are monitored by the 
department.  There is also a series of monitoring bores throughout the south west.  There is quite a commitment 
in the budget to improving water management information, and also improving its structure and availability to 
the public through avenues such as our web site. 

Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN:  I asked a question about licensing and metering of bores.  We have to know where 
they are, so we must have an inventory and then we have to license them, if we want to.  My understanding is 
that all bores outside the metropolitan region are licensed, certainly in the south west region, I have noticed.  No?  
That answers that question.  Only a very small number of bores are licensed in the metropolitan region.  First, 
can the minister clarify the licensing arrangements and how many resources are put into managing the licensing 
and metering of those bores? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Mr Hammond will be able to provide the details. 

Mr R. Hammond:  I can provide some of it.  We have approximately 18 000 licensees in the state.  A number of 
properties have numerous bores, so a licence does not mean only one bore.  The licence could easily have 10 
bores associated with it.  They are in the metro area, the south west and elsewhere in the state.  A large number 
of bores are not licensed.  Under the Rights in Water and Irrigation Act, stock and domestic bores are exempt 
from the provisions of licensing.  That means windmills in the country and backyard bores in the city are not 
licensed. 

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  I refer to water reform initiatives listed at the bottom of page 400.  The estimated 
expenditure in 2006-07 is $9.732 million.  What is the nature of the initiatives?  The budget papers say they are 
listed below, but they are not. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Six items are involved here.  The first and most significant is the irrigation reform 
program, which covers the implementation of a whole range of initiatives designed to increase the productivity 
and efficiency of the state’s water use.  It relates to an earlier question.  It is a fundamental part of the national 
water initiative.  A new entitlements regime will be introduced, water markets and water trading will be 
reformed and costs will be recovered for planning and management investigation, which is consistent with the 
NWI requirements in the state water reform program.  The reform initiatives will contribute to meeting the 
commitments that are needed to ensure that the state can benefit from the $2 billion in the WaterSmart Australia 
fund.  That includes projects such as the Harvey water project, $30 million, and the Collie resources 
development, $220 million.  There are some significant issues out there. 
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Among the other components of the water reform initiatives - I will not go through them in detail - are the 
drinking water source protection program; drainage and associated functions; improved water resources 
management and information; the Perth region sustainability of shallow ground water systems investigation and 
the Gnangara mound management plan; and, finally, the implementation of the draft WA floodplain 
management strategy.  There is a range of programs whose cost this year ranges from $250 000 to over 
$4 million. 

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  Can I get a copy of those? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Absolutely. 

[Supplementary Information No G3.] 
Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  The minister mentioned in that list the floodplain management strategy and the 
effect on the people.  It is referred to on page 409.  What is the implementation strategy and can I get a copy of 
it, if it is possible, because it has caused an enormous amount of trouble? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  We will have a look at that.  I am not sure whether it is available or not.  The strategy has 
been developed and it sets out policy guidelines and identifies the roles and responsibilities of key stakeholders.  
As Hon Murray Criddle will be aware, even that issue, particularly with the Walkaway problem, has been a 
major stumbling block.  Implementation of the strategy should be able to ensure that people who are working or 
living on floodplains are not exposed to unacceptably high levels of risk to life, health or safety as a result of 
flooding.  Nor should there be an unacceptable risk of damage to goods, property, infrastructure or the 
environment because of flooding.  Those statements roll off the tongue fairly easily.  Delivering them is a much 
more difficult issue.  We have seen time and again, most recently in the floods after cyclone Vance in 
Carnarvon, that one person’s protection from flood becomes another person’s exacerbation of damage.  One 
cannot draw the line between good and bad in an issue like that.  What protects one area is inevitably going to 
bank up water and create damage in another person’s area.  I think we need to understand those roles and 
responsibilities.  Most importantly, we need to be able to give authorities confidence that what they do to protect 
people will not leave them open to future litigation.  That was a major concern for the Shire of Greenough in 
relation to the Walkaway issue.  It is something we have to work through very carefully.  I certainly welcome the 
development of the strategy if it can lead to finding answers to some very difficult questions. 

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  Can we get a briefing on those issues? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Yes.  I will advise the minister.  We can provide the strategy first, and I will raise the 
provision of a briefing with the Minister for Water Resources. 

[Supplementary Information No G4.] 
[5.40 pm] 

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  I have a rather lengthy question about infill sewerage that I would like to put on 
notice.  I refer to the waste water program on page 417 of the budget papers under “Works in Progress”.  The 
estimated expenditure on the infill sewerage program in 2006-07 is $30.6 million and the estimated expenditure 
in 2006-07 on “sewerage other” is $26.8 million.  Which country towns are included in that program?  Will the 
Leader of the House detail the major works that are to be carried out and explain why funding for the infill 
sewerage program has decreased from $34.5 million to $30.6 million? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  That is a question for the Water Corporation, although I am happy to note the question. 

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  It is listed in division 23. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Is it?  We will organise for that question to be answered. 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  It was under the Department of Water, but we will pass on that question to Water 
Corporation and try to get a response. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I refer to “Capital Works Program” on page 416.  Earlier I asked how much has 
been spent on investigating alternative desalination strategies that would not involve Cockburn Sound.  The 
answer was that the Water Corporation has budgeted $1.8 million to investigate locations for a second 
desalination plant, including alternatives that do not involve Cockburn Sound.  Some of the alternatives being 
investigated are reliant on drawing water from Cockburn Sound but discharging the saline water to the ocean 
away from Cockburn Sound.  Can the Leader of the House identify the locations in that area that are being 
investigated that would draw water from Cockburn Sound?  Where will the saline return water be directed away 
from Cockburn Sound?  Will the water be returned at Point Peron, Safety Bay or elsewhere? 
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  That is the responsibility of the Water Corporation and not the Water and Rivers 
Commission.  I do not know whether the department is able to provide any advice on that matter. 
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Hon KIM CHANCE:  I do not think so. 
Mr P. Frewer:  The intake and the outfall for the current desalination plant are directly offshore from the 
desalination plant.  Does that answer the member’s question? 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  No.  I want to know what other locations the department is looking at in that area 
and where the saline water will be discharged.  I refer also to page 412. 
Hon KIM CHANCE:  That is our responsibility. 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  If the member wants to table those questions, the committee might be able to get 
those answers from the Water Corporation. 
Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I refer to “Details of Controlled Grants and Subsidies” on page 415.  The 
government has allocated $7.49 million for the rural water grants scheme in 2006-07.  However, the forward 
estimates show significant variations in the amount of money that will be made available for that program.  What 
are the grants for?  Have some policy changes been made that have resulted in the variations of the funds that 
will be made available? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  No policy changes have been made.  The rural water grants are notoriously lumpy in 
their flow.  Indeed, a single grant application can run over three financial years.  That either creates a build-up of 
funds running into subsequent years or ensures that money is held back.  The reason for that is partly that the 
subsidies are paid 50 per cent up-front and 50 per cent at completion.  Therefore, a series of delays are built into 
it.  Similarly, grants can be approved but then not be proceeded with for a range of reasons, including the 
shortage of earthmoving equipment but most commonly because the season tails off and a farmer whose grant 
has been successful does not have the funds to contribute his or her portion.  Therefore, a number of changes are 
made, which results in a lumpiness in the delivery of the funds. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Are these grants available to non-farming rural residents who do not have access to 
scheme water?  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Not that I am aware of.  I am fairly sure that the answer is no.  The specifications of the 
classes of persons to whom the grants can apply are quite narrow and work through a range of priorities 
regarding rural operations.  The purpose of this scheme was to drought-proof farms.  A very large component of 
the fund is spent on the farm water grants scheme.  The equivalent scheme for the pastoral industry is called the 
pastoral water grants scheme.  A community water supply program represents $600 000 of the $2.1 million.  
Those community facilities are shared resources to provide a source of emergency farm water when beyond-farm 
supply infrastructure fails and the landholder is forced to cart water.  The agricultural area dams receive a small 
allocation from that fund for maintenance.  The rural water planning program, the water deficiency arrangements 
and database management are all small components of it.  The water deficiency arrangement - although it is a 
very small component - applies to non-farmers and farmers because it involves supplying water to communities 
that might run out of water. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  The Leader of the House will appreciate that many people in Western Australia do 
not have access to scheme water.  Although they are not farmers, they are required to provide their own water 
supply.  I put it to Hon Nick Griffiths when he was a minister that this would be a good idea, and he thought it 
was and said that he would investigate it.  Has it been investigated; and if so, has anything been done about it? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I do not know whether it has been investigated. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Will the Leader of the House find out? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  We certainly will look at that. 

[Supplementary Information No G6.] 
Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I refer to “Details of the Administered Transactions Expenses” and “Grants to 
Charitable and Other Public Bodies” on page 415.  The department is paying $1.9 million to the Ord River 
subsidy stage 1.  Will the minister tell me who receives those funds, bearing in mind that they are grants to 
charitable and other public bodies? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  In this case Ord Irrigation Co-operative Ltd receives the subsidy. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  For what reason? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  For the management of the scheme.  It provides the on-ground management, and does an 
excellent job. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I have a question on the Water Corporation but the advisers from the Water and 
Rivers Commission might know the answer.  I refer to the Alkimos water treatment plant, which is situated in 
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the northern suburbs.  I understand that the Water Corporation has allocated a significant amount of money to 
develop this waste water scheme.  I am aware also that because of a metropolitan region scheme amendment it 
has been just shifted some 700 metres from what is described as the best swimming beach in Western Australia.  
Why will it be built just 700 metres from the best swimming beach in Western Australia in an area that will be 
largely urban?  How far away from urban development is this waste water plant likely to be located once that 
urban development takes place?  Members must bear in mind that many problems in the city are caused by the 
smell that comes from those types of facilities.   

[5.50 pm] 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  The final decision on the precise location of the Alkimos treatment plant is yet to be 
made.  More than one site is being considered.  The member’s timing is impeccable.  I understand Ministers 
Kobelke and MacTiernan are meeting to discuss that very matter tonight.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  We have a plant in their office and they told me.   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Yes.  A final decision has not been made and it is necessary, in making decisions about 
the site of a plant of this kind, to be very sensitive about how close the site will be to either human habitation or 
areas of high amenity value.  I am sure that these issues are being considered very closely in that process.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Who will make the final decision about its location?  I presume it will be a minister.   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I think it will be by an agreement between ministers and that agreement coming before 
cabinet.  A range of ministers will have to come to a view about it before it is presented to cabinet in a state that 
it can be processed.  The land use decisions will, of course, be made by the Western Australian Planning 
Commission.   
Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I refer to a tabled paper which is a metropolitan region scheme amendment dated 
Wednesday, 10 May 2006.  It is an amendment to shift the water treatment plant 700 metres to the east, I 
presume from its initial location.  Which agency will make the recommendation to government - the Department 
of Water, the Water Corporation or the Western Australian Planning Commission?   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  While a lot of cooperation will be required between agencies, the ultimate answer to the 
member’s question is the Western Australian Planning Commission.   

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  I thank the minister and advisers for their assistance this afternoon. 

Meeting suspended from 5.52 to 7.00 pm 
 


