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MEMBERS’ STATEMENTS 
Carnarvon Gascoyne Flood Mitigation Plan 

HON JOHN FISCHER (Mining and Pastoral) [5.43 pm]:  I will raise several points about the Carnarvon 
Gascoyne flood mitigation plan.  This report is far too extensive for me to be able to cover all the issues in the 10 
minutes allocated, so I intend to cover only certain areas that severely impact on several of my constituents, and 
will have a long-term outcome for the development of the Carnarvon area.  These are concerns about shifting 
areas of floodway relief channels from the Gascoyne River.  The Gascoyne River mitigation plan put forward by 
Sinclair Knight Metz in their latest review has raised concern in several areas among some of the longer term 
residents of Carnarvon.  These people have lived in the region for considerable periods, and have experienced 
many previous floods in and around the Carnarvon townsite.  Therefore, they have a very creditable 
understanding of river flows. 

One area that is causing considerable angst is the shift westward of the gazetted floodway running from the 
Great Northern Highway - Robinson Road T-junction, virtually parallel to the highway in a north-south direction 
past the Boor Street turn-off from the Great Northern Highway.  This is generally referred to as the south east 
channel.  This system has been marked as a relief floodway on maps of the area for much of the history of 
Carnarvon, but over the past 10 years the Carnarvon Shire Council has allowed building and infill on several lots 
that extend into this floodway system.  The result has been to bow the floodway westward onto land that in the 
past has not been restricted, and has previously not been gazetted as floodway relief.  The shire has lacked 
accountability in allowing building permits in this area.  The end result of allowing blockage of this relief system 
is the redirection of escape waters westward onto previously unflooded land.  Two blocks that have been unfairly 
and adversely affected are lots 12 and 73 Robinson Street. 

Serious issues need to be resolved before any further implementation of the Sinclair Knight Metz plans for 
Gascoyne flood mitigation.  Quite obviously, once land is designated as floodway there are serious implications 
for what can be grown or built on those areas.  If the shire is at fault - and it certainly appears that it is - in 
issuing building permits that result in redirecting flood water, the question of compensation to affected 
landowners must be considered.  In the case of lot 73 Robinson Street, not only did the owners suffer the damage 
from the last serious flood that was exacerbated by the formation of the Boundary Road levee, but also they have 
now been landed with a proposal to gazette a floodway over part of their property as a result of the original 
floodway being bowed out in a westerly curve, due solely to the fact that the shire has allowed building to take 
place in the original flood relief system. 
A series of maps produced over a period make it abundantly clear that this curve is a result of those building 
permits being granted in the original floodway.  The imposition of this floodway will have serious ramifications 
for the usage of horticultural and commercial properties as well as an impact on land values.  In the case of the 
land at 570 Robinson Street, I am led to believe that the land was purchased in June 1982 with no reference to or 
conditions about floodways.  In fact, in 1984 a building application for a motel development was approved on 
this land.  Unfortunately shires often find themselves in a position of lack of continuity as staff officers move on.  
However, the resulting effect should not be allowed to impose on the rights of taxpayers.  This situation warrants 
the closest inspection from the Minister for Local Government, and the minister in charge of water and rivers.  
These are very serious concerns and must be addressed before any further major flood construction takes place.  
The destruction of livelihoods is threatened, as is any commercial decision by people who rightfully would 
expect to be able to use the land for the reasons for which it was purchased. 
In the preliminary report, Sinclair Knight Metz mentioned that water sweeping through the floodways between 
Browns Range and the Boundary Road levee may cause substantial damage to commercial or residential 
properties.  It also mentioned that incentives for removal of commercial and residential buildings from 
floodways should be considered.  It has virtually been admitted that the land will be put at great risk.  It will not 
be able to be used for the reasons the occupiers purchased it.  The Sinclair Knight Metz plan, as it is now 
proposed, will run virtually all the overflow of the river west of the nine-mile bridge either through the Santa 
Rosa flood relief exit or the area I have mentioned previously between Boundary Road and the Great Northern 
Highway.  There are very valid concerns that this area will not adequately handle the volume and that it is 
forcing water to inundate land that has previously been flood-free.  In my view, enough concerns have been 
raised to warrant an independent government-backed review of the Gascoyne delta to Rocky Pool, including the 
area in which the Boodalia channel is closest to the current Gascoyne River channel.  As Sinclair Knight Metz 
has done all the previous work on flood mitigation, any miscalculations based on old data will only manifest as 
further levee banks are constructed.  I am not implying that Sinclair Knight Metz has made mistakes, I am saying 
that the statistics of the river change continually and it would be prudent to have a second opinion.  The 
catchment of the Gascoyne River is approximately 79 000 square kilometres and extends from 550 kilometres 
inland of Carnarvon.  In a normal flood, up to 250 000 tonnes of soil is transported down the flood path.  The 
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proposals expressed by many long-term residents that water should be removed from the Gascoyne River before 
it reaches the plantation areas, thereby allowing for future expansion of the town and the horticultural areas, 
should be thoroughly tested and put to rest as a primary consideration.  Many people in Carnarvon will be 
relieved if there is a second survey conducted with government backing so the figures used and often quoted - 
and disputed by many Carnarvon residents - can be checked thoroughly before the shire proceeds with the 
Carnarvon-Gascoyne flood mitigation plan as proposed by Sinclair Knight Metz.  Since the installation of levee 
banks around the town many people have expressed the view that they merely move water from one area to 
another.  It seems extremely unfair that people who have purchased land - many prior to the construction of the 
levee banks - will be imposed upon by the moving of floodways onto their property.  In the case I was referring 
to in the south east channel, it is quite obvious that the change to the floodway channel has been brought about 
by the shire allowing buildings to be constructed in the path of the floodway. 

Telstra, Adequate Services 

HON PADDY EMBRY (South West) [5.53 pm]:  I will touch on a few subjects tonight.  The first is the topical 
sale of the remaining 50 per cent of Telstra Corporation.  I am sure all members are aware of the uproar in 
Queensland.  I will cover two aspects of Telstra: the Internet service and the mobile telephone service.  The 
federal Government assured people that the remaining 50 per cent of Telstra would not be sold until there were 
adequate services in the country.  I will advise the House of my personal situation with Internet services.  My 
modem is capable of working at 56 kilobytes; however, the Telstra line forces my Internet service provider to 
break it down to 19 kilobytes.  In spite of that, the service discontinues all the time; so much so, that its use 
becomes of marginal value.  Regarding mobile telephones, the service is far from satisfactory in many areas.  
Coverage stops halfway up the Armadale hill on Albany Highway - hardly beyond the black stump! 

I read recently that no additional telephone towers will be built in Western Australia in the next 12 months 
because so many towers were built during this year.  I do not find the reason given adequate.  First, the federal 
Government said the remainder of Telstra would not be sold until country services were upgraded to a service 
comparable to that provided to city-based Australians.  Some people form their opinion of adequacy on how they 
are catered for.  A number of mobile network towers have been erected in Western Australia over recent years.  
They should have been.  Western Australia encompasses approximately one-third of the Australian landmass.  
The towers were built because they were needed.  They were not built because they are pretty to look at.  There 
is still a long way to go before adequate service in Western Australia is achieved.  The Government and 
members of the Opposition should alert their federal counterparts, in particular the Prime Minister and Senator 
Richard Alston, to our situation.  In the twenty-first century we should expect services such as mobile phone 
coverage to be adequate.  Mobile phones have become a normal part of our lives, both for conducting business 
and social communication.  They have become the norm. 

Western Power, Adequate Supplies 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  I suggest that Western Power also falls into the category of a reasonable expectation of 
an adequate supply in the twenty-first century.  I will give two examples of where it is not adequate.  My 
township of Wellstead is covered by a 20kVA transformer.  It is nowhere near adequate.  Western Power 
announced a long time ago that the township would be upgraded.  It said it did not understand how the town 
could operate on a 20kVA transformer.  It promised it would be upgraded by the installation of two 25kVA 
transformers.  It has not happened.  People were assured they would be installed by November last year.  It is 
now nearly the end of June - seven months later.  Nothing has happened.  Inadequate power supply continues. 

Abalone Farm, Bremer Bay 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  I will quickly touch on the abalone farm at Bremer Bay.  It is an investment made by 
the Hall family.  The manager, Kelvin Hall, tells me that the family has invested well in excess of $2 million 
dollars in the project so far.  Only stage A has been completed; stages B and C are yet to commence.  They are 
talking of an investment in the region of $5 million to $6 million.  The family employs a number of people.  
When they put the proposal to government, Western Power was one of the agencies approached for approval. 
This family was guaranteed an adequate power supply of 200 kilovolts.  Unfortunately, breakdowns in power 
supply in Bremer Bay have become so frequent that it is nowhere near adequate.  It really is not fair when 
prospective proprietors approach a government agency and are assured they will have an adequate power supply 
only to find when they have invested money that the power supply is not adequate.  It is misleading and it is 
nearly criminal.  We have heard talk of decentralisation and investment in rural areas.  This sort of thing does 
nothing to help.   

Farmed abalone, as opposed to that fished from the ocean, is a potentially huge industry.  In my locality of Cape 
Riche, a proposal has been on the books for some years.  It is on the same powerline as that for Bremer Bay.  
People have no confidence in Western Power.  These sorts of issues are related to a debate held a little earlier in 
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this House, which was inspired by Hon Murray Criddle.  These are the sorts of ventures that will generate 
millions of dollars, given the chance.  This State and its agencies need to be instructed.   

Recently at a meeting with Western Power, I was assured that it had no proposal to upgrade the power supplies 
to Bremer Bay.  How can that body say that when it assured this family before they started the construction of 
their business that they would have an adequate power supply?  Western Power needs to be held liable for this.  
It is not reasonable.  We live in the twenty-first century and a reliable power supply is a reasonable expectation 
for people who live in semiremote areas.  Bremer Bay is far from being beyond the black stump; it may be where 
the black stump is, but it is not beyond it.  The town is growing.  It is a very beautiful and wonderful part of the 
State.  The town will grow.  However, it will grow only if adequate power in particular is supplied to that region.   

Bremer Bay is in the electorate of the Leader of the House.  He is the minister responsible for that region.  I find 
it very concerning that it is not part of my electorate.  As the minister knows, I socialise in that area and I know 
people who live there.  However, I find it alarming that, perhaps out of desperation, they approach me - a 
politician who represents another region - to see what I can do about their problems.  I am the politician who 
lives in closest proximity to the area, so I guess that is natural, and I encourage them to do that. 

Hon Kim Chance:  In the past week I have had a meeting on this exact matter with all the shire councils in the 
south coast region, including those in your electorate.   

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  I am pleased to hear that, because it took five years for the Shire of Jerramungup to get 
a meeting with Western Power.   

House adjourned at 6.05 pm 

__________ 
 


