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INFILL SEWERAGE PROGRAM 
Grievance 

MR A.D. MARSHALL (Dawesville) [9.59 am]:  My grievance relates to the Court Government’s infill 
sewerage program in Mandurah that was shelved by the Gallop Government.  Consequently, households in 
Falcon were flooded and raw effluent from septic tanks washed into lounge rooms and children’s bedrooms on 
16 February, just two weeks ago, when a storm hit.  This same area was flooded in June 2000, and the delay for 
the provision of sewerage facilities in the area is unacceptable. 

I will explain the sagas that took place in an effort to get sewerage to that location.  I refer to a letter dated 20 
June 2000, which was written by an engineer at the Mandurah City Council.  The letter states -  

I need your assistance in requesting the Water Corporation to reassess its sewerage infill program to 
ensure the public health of the residents in the area bounded by Yeedong Road, Linville Street, Dewar 
Street and Cobblers Road in Falcon.   

The recent storm event of 13 June 2000 highlighted the inadequacy of septic tank systems that are 
located in this area.  

It further reads -  

Residents suffered overflowing toilet facilities and household sinks having effluent bubbling up into 
them.  The City of Mandurah assisted some residents by arranging for septic tank pumpouts.  

The letter continues -  

I respectfully seek your assistance in having this area re-examined and the sewerage infill program 
adjusted to include this area urgently.  

Of course, I wrote to the responsible minister at the time, Hon Kim Hames.  My letter, dated 31 August 2000, 
reads -  

Thank you for the letter advising that Windsor Way will be included in Reticulation 3A, due to 
commence shortly. 

You stated that this area would be sewered towards the end of 2001.  

In conclusion my letter states -  

I believe this area should be given top priority, and ask you to earnestly consider having it sewered 
before next winter. 

I received a letter of response from Hon Kim Hames, the then Minister for Water Resources, on 15 December 
2000, which is three years ago.  It states -  

This project has already been brought forward by some two to three years and construction of 
reticulated sewerage is scheduled to commence in the latter part of 2001.  

The local member had a victory.  He looked after his constituents, and with the program being brought forward 
by two and three years, the health hazard in Falcon would be solved.   

The minister’s letter continues -  
A review of the project’s timetable has shown that, even with minimal objections received through the 
public consultation phase and minimum time being allocated to the tender process, the earliest that 
work could commence would be June 2001.  

I was pretty pleased about that.  
I refer to another letter from the Mandurah council engineer dated November 2000.  It is important that this letter 
be noted by the Treasurer, who is representing the Minister for Government Enterprises from the upper House.  
The letter reads -  

I reiterate that the Council Environmental Health Officers have reported and that especially in the 
locality of Falcon, the area in question is both a public health and environmental threat.  Both these 
reasons should warrant an urgent approach to bring forward the program for Falcon.  

That sums up the situation.  Between 1996 and 2000, 811 houses were sewered in Mandurah, and four separate 
contracts for Yunderup, Wannanup, Falcon and the Riverside development totalled $4.7 million.  Approximately 
188 lots have been completed since 1999 in the Falcon and Wannanup area at a cost of $2.3 million.  Falcon 2A 
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is one of the more densely populated areas in the electorate of Dawesville.  As the Treasurer appreciates, all 
country electorates have a base of 12 000 electors and there are 19 000 voters in the Dawesville electorate.  It is 
the largest country electorate in Western Australia in population and Falcon, as the Treasurer is well aware, is a 
booth that normally votes Labor.  I am trying to help people in an area of the Dawesville electorate who vote 
Labor.  I urge the Government to get off its high horse, get cracking and to do something about the situation.   
In 2000, 276 lots were established in the Falcon 2A area at a cost of $1.3 million, and in 2002, 280 lots were 
established in the Riverside development.  Of course, the Riverside development is right next to the Serpentine 
River in which fish recently died because of toxic waste.  Why did they die?  They died because of the septic 
tank problem in the Riverside area following the recent heavy rain.   
I have just mentioned some of the good work that was done.  However, members should consider what was 
scrapped.  In 2001-02, Falcon was considered a health hazard and a sewerage project was registered for that area.  
However, the project did not happen, and a health hazard was caused by flooding.  The 2002-03 sewerage 
projects for Halls Head and Dawesville, my electorate, have also been scrapped.  The 2003-04 sewerage project 
for the Riverview development, which is next to the Serpentine River where all the trouble is, has also been 
scrapped.  This is what the Government does about it!  On 20 July 2001, I sent a letter to the Water Corporation 
requesting the project’s commencement date for Sandalwood Parade, Falcon 3A.  I was advised by the Water 
Corporation that it would commence in 2008, because, under the review, Falcon 3A was to be reprioritised.  You 
little beauty!  When?  In February 2003, I again wrote a letter to Minister Griffiths asking when the project 
would be commenced, as it was scheduled for 2001-02.  I know that the Government is saving money, but this 
petition from the people of Falcon sums it up.  It states -  

We . . . wish to express our disappointment in the Labor Governments reluctance to continue the Court 
Government’s plan to deep sewer the area.   
The February 16 storm caused sewers to overflow, which in turn flooded septic tanks, causing raw 
effluent to run into driveways and lounge rooms of many houses.   

I can hear a lot of contentious remarks coming from government members.  When they protest too much, we 
know they are guilty, have erred and have let the people down.  It continues -  

This, in the year 2003, is unacceptable.   

They want something done.  There are too many septics tanks, and not enough money is being spent on services 
for the people in my electorate.  I expect the minister to do something about it immediately.   
MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont - Treasurer) [10.06 am]:  The infill sewerage program commenced in July 1994.  It 
is a very big program, worth about $800 million in December 1994 dollars.  It targeted 100 000 properties.  The 
program is equivalent in scale to providing sewerage to the city of Canberra, which surely needs it.  The 
Government has maintained its commitment to the infill sewerage program, but there has been a change to the 
program.  We still intend to complete the program, but instead of its being completed over a 10-year period, the 
program will be completed over a 15-year period.  The advice that I have received is that the targeted significant 
health and environmentally sensitive unsewered areas have mainly been completed.  The remaining targeted 
unsewered areas are being prioritised based on present septic tank problems due to clay soils, high ground water 
tables and surface limestone and rock.  I note that the advice to me is that the targeted significant health and 
environmentally sensitive unsewered areas have “mainly” been completed.  That leaves open the question of 
whether an area that still has an environmental or health sensitivity has not yet been sewered.   
I am advised that the project in the area of Falcon is provisionally scheduled for 2004-05.  However, the Water 
Corporation regularly reviews all remaining untargeted unsewered areas throughout the State.  If it gets the 
opportunity, projects may be brought forward on a priority basis as best as is practically possible.  The member 
has drawn attention to what he regards as health and environmental concerns in this area.  I will ensure that his 
comments are forwarded to the minister, so that the Water Corporation can examine Falcon’s priority in the infill 
sewerage program.   

I want to set the infill sewerage program and other capital works in the proper context.  The context is that this 
Government has had to deal with the problem of water supply.  It may have escaped the attention of members 
opposite that we have a drought.  In order to ensure security of water supply, this Government has invested 
additional funds in putting in deep bores in the Yarragadee aquifer and in investigating how much water we can 
responsibly draw from it.  It has also had to make an urgent investment in other significant capital works.  This is 
what Governments are required to do.  When new priorities emerge, Governments have to examine whether 
money should be left in pre-existing priorities or be shifted to new priorities.  What would members opposite say 
to the Government if all the money were kept for the infill sewerage program and we had no money to deal with 
the security of water supply?  Which is more important?  Is the security of water supply more important than 
finishing the infill sewerage program within the previously established time limit?  Securing our water supply is 
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more important than keeping to the original timetable.  The Government has not sacrificed infill sewerage just 
because it has stated it will complete the program in 15 years instead of 10 years.  Members opposite might just 
ask the Government to find the money.  They are the same members who come into this place and say the 
Government should not borrow any more money.  They tell the community they are worried about increasing 
state debt.  There is schizophrenia amongst them.  Members opposite cannot come into this House every day 
asking for additional expenditure on capital works and also go to the media every day saying the Government 
should not borrow any more money because they are worried about state debt.  Members opposite have to work 
out whether they are interested in containing state debt or whether they are from the “borrow and build” school.  
If they are from the “borrow and build” school they should consistently argue that case.  If they want to adopt 
that policy, they should adopt it.  They should not adopt two policies at once.  They should not ask for increased 
expenditure in everything and complain at the same time about state debt. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I think the Treasurer is being most unfair.  He is demanding intellectual honesty and 
consistency from members on the other side.  They do not have the capacity. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The Government is entitled to demand intellectual honesty, rigour and consistency from a 
group that pretends to be the alternative Government.  It may be unfair to demand it from people who are 
incapable of delivering it.  That may be just cruelty rather than an appropriate demand that a Government should 
put on an Opposition. 

I advise the member for Dawesville that it will be done, although possibly not in the time he wants.  I will refer 
his comments to the minister. 
 


