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LOGUE BROOK DAM — WATER TRADE DEAL 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn) [2.58 pm] — without notice: I move — 

That so much of the standing orders be suspended as is necessary to enable the following motion to be 
moved forthwith — 

(1) That this house calls on the minister to table all documents relating to the gift of $25.8 million 
worth of water to Harvey Water, and for the minister to fully explain the value Western 
Australian taxpayers will receive from that gift. 

(2) That the minister explains to the house the impact on the Gnangara aquifer and the south west 
Yarragadee aquifer water drawdown from the decision to give Logue Brook Dam water away.  

The question I asked the Minister for Water in question time today came about as a result of a question I put on 
notice to the Minister for Water, through the Legislative Council, to get information about the water trade deal 
between Harvey Water and the Water Corporation that was announced a couple of weeks ago. I remind members 
that in 2008 there was a water trade deal between the Water Corporation and Harvey Water in which Water Corp 
paid Harvey Water for the water in the dam to stop people waterskiing on it. The water was to be left for 
two years and then put into the south west integrated water supply system and it was to be made available as 
drinking water about now. Water Corp’s reasoning was that it was afraid of having another dry winter before the 
next desalination plant came online. Now we are in a dry winter, but we are unable to gain access to that water 
because immediately following the election of the Liberal–National government the decision was made to 
abandon the water trade deal and allow people to go waterskiing on the dam, thereby reintroducing human 
pathogens to the water and making it unsuitable and unavailable for drinking water purposes. That is the history 
behind the water trade deal. What has happened since? Because of that irrational, short-term, short-sighted and 
populous decision to suit the minister’s mate, the member for Murray–Wellington, the water is now unable to be 
used in the metropolitan region.  

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members! There is a lot of interjecting and talking and people moving around. 
Please settle down so that we can continue. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Now that that water is unavailable for drinking water purposes, Harvey Water, on behalf of 
its grower clients, has gone back to the Water Corporation and said, “Look, you can’t use this water for drinking 
purposes; can we buy it back off you?” The urgency of this matter is such that I ask the minister: we know how 
much Water Corp paid Harvey Water for that water, but how much did Harvey Water pay Water Corp for 
buying exactly the same water back? We are not talking about a small sum of money. We are talking about the 
minister’s responsibility in Western Australia to look after taxpayers’ money. It appears to those of us on this 
side of the house that a level of incompetence has been shown by this minister that makes people speechless. 
From what the minister has told the house today, and from what I have gathered from the question put in the 
Legislative Council and the answer given to that question, it appears that the minister has gifted the water to 
Harvey Water. Harvey Water will now put that water up for auction to farmers and growers in the district and 
whatever is paid for that water at auction will eventually make its way back to the Water Corporation. Will the 
payments be equivalent to more than the $25.8 million that taxpayers paid for the water in the first place? We do 
not know because the minister will not answer the question.  

Another very serious financial question should be asked: why has this taken place in this way? It was a straight 
commercial transaction in which Water Corp paid for the water in the first place, but apparently it has given the 
water away and is waiting for the outcome of an auction process to get the money back in the subsequent trade. 
That is very, very unusual. That is not the way the Water Corporation does business. However, it seems that, 
under this minister, that is now the way that Water Corp is directed to do business. 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: Why does the member want to suspend the standing orders? He has not told us that.  

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Because of the very serious nature of the minister wasting taxpayers’ money. The minister 
has acted in a financially irresponsible and incompetent way by failing to address questions before this house 
about what he has done with taxpayers’ money in his role as minister responsible for water. That is why it is 
urgent. It appears to the minister that it is not a problem: “Why is it so urgent? After all, it is only $25.8 million.” 
Federal and state taxpayers have handed over money to Harvey Water and now they have exactly the same water 
back without having paid for it! For raising the question, the minister asks me: why is it so urgent? If the 
minister cannot work that out, he should not be sitting in that seat and he should not be the minister! Of course it 
is urgent. It is about his responsibility as a minister to look after his portfolio and the property and interests of the 
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Western Australian taxpayer! That is why he is a minister! That is why when I ask him the question about the 
value taxpayers are receiving from this transaction, the minister should answer; he should not say, “Well, you 
know; we don’t know. It has been a dry year. The growers down in the Harvey region need some water and we 
found them some water. They have not paid for it and they are not going to pay for it.” What happens now — 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: We have now spent seven minutes on a motion to suspend standing orders. 

Mr T.G. Stephens: You waste seven minutes all the time! 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I draw the Deputy Speaker’s attention to the fact that we are debating suspension of 
standing orders. The member who was on his feet is well and truly straying. He is already talking about the 
substantive motion that he wants to discuss before the house.  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: We are now talking about the reason to suspend standing orders. The member has 
given us reasons. Does the member have any further reasons for suspending standing orders? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: I have been over the reasons very clearly. The urgency of this matter arises from the misuse 
of taxpayers’ money by the Minister for Water. If the government does not see it as important for that matter to 
be debated in this house, that shows the level of irresponsibility of the Liberal–National government. This matter 
goes to some serious issues about financial accountability.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I think the problem here is that the member for Cockburn did not hear the answer that the 
minister gave during question time. The member may not like the answer, and very often people do not like the 
answer, but that was the answer given. If this matter is so important, I suggest that the member brings it on as a 
matter of public importance in the first week back when time is allocated. 

Mr F.M. Logan: Do not advise us on how we should go about it!  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am advising the member because — 

Mr F.M. Logan: Well, don’t!  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member is impeding on the normal work of this house. The member has had an MPI 
this week —  

Mr F.M. Logan: This goes to your government’s financial accountability! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: So the member says. I want to make it quite clear that the government will not support the 
suspension of standing orders. The member has not demonstrated in any way that this is an absolute priority and 
a matter of life and death that should be dealt with now. I suggest to the member that if he is serious about this, 
he should bring it on as an MPI.  

Several members interjected.  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Excuse me, minister and member. Please refrain so that the Leader of the House can 
be heard.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I guarantee that at the next sitting week of Parliament the opposition will not bring this on 
as a matter of public importance because it does not believe it really is. It has other avenues.  

Mr F.M. Logan: The member has to be joking. This one is going to be hanging around the minister’s head until 
he’s gone!  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am inviting the member to bring this on as a matter of public importance and use the 
time available during the first sitting week after Parliament resumes.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr F.M. Logan: Don’t be patronising! This goes to your government’s financial accountability!  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: In the member’s view it does.  

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Members!  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I want to make it quite clear this is — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: If the Leader of the House thinks that the opposition misunderstood the minister’s answer and 
something simple can put this concern to rest, why does the minister not put that on the table?  
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am sure that if the Leader of the Opposition wants more clarity to the answer the 
minister has given already, the minister will give that clarity to the opposition when the debate takes place. I am 
pretty sure he will. The minister is more than happy to sit down and answer the opposition’s questions outside 
the chamber in the courtyard or in the members’ lounge or wherever members opposite want. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order members! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I will not prolong this debate any longer. Clearly this is a stunt by the opposition. The 
opposition does not want to take up the offer of a briefing by the minister. 

Mr F.M. Logan: We asked him two questions that were exactly the same and he has not provided any answers 
to them at all. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member might not like the answers, but we had to suffer that for nearly eight years 
when we were in opposition. 

Mr F.M. Logan: We know that the minister has given the water away. 

Dr K.D. Hames: You were a master of not giving answers. 

Mr F.M. Logan: No. I always provided you with everything you wanted to know. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member says, “No, I always gave answers.” He did not. That was the problem with 
the previous government and that is why it lost government. I offer an open invitation to the opposition. If 
members opposite believe that this is such a serious issue, they should move a matter of public interest at the 
next sitting when we can debate it properly. If the opposition does that, I am sure there will be an outcome. 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta) [3.10 pm]: I would like to put forward the reasons we believe the standing 
orders should be suspended because they pertain to why there is some urgency to this matter. It is not just that 
the minister cannot account for $25 million. This government may be so free and easy with money that 
$25 million is of no consequence to it. We have seen how it has hit people with increased water and electricity 
charges. The government does not care about how that will impact on people. The government says that there is 
no urgency to this matter because it does not have to account for a mere $25 million. There is an urgent need to 
bring the Minister for Water to account before the Assembly today so that he can provide a reasonable and 
decent explanation about what has happened with the $25 million. It is not a matter that can be fobbed off. 
Another reason for the urgency to suspend the standing orders is that we have had an incredibly dry winter. The 
minister is potentially on the verge of making decisions about water restrictions that will impact very severely on 
the public and could result in the loss of thousands of jobs. The urgency of that relates to this matter because the 
minister seems to be absolutely and totally incompetent. 

If we are to ensure that we do not have water restrictions, we need the minister to change his view and the way 
he reacts. The minister believes that he does not have to deal factually with the truth, that he can waffle and that 
he does not have to answer a question on a matter before the Chair. The matter before the Chair is the suspension 
of standing orders, which necessarily means that the matter is urgent. The issue of urgency is that during 
question time today the minister was asked a very direct question about the expenditure of $25 million by the 
Water Corporation and he totally refused to give an answer that went to the point of the question. That is the 
minister’s style. He waffles on and will not give a specific answer to a very important question. Today I received 
an answer from the minister to a question on notice about salinity measures in Wellington Dam since January 
2001. The first sentence of the answer from the minister was that salinity measures have been measured in the 
dam since 1951 and that the reserve had been closed since 1969. That is indicative of his responses to questions. 
He provides words that do not answer the question, and that is what he did today when answering a question 
about the $25 million. That goes exactly to the issue that the minister must be brought to account, and he must be 
brought to account today. That is why standing orders must be suspended, otherwise this government is saying 
that it will not deal with issues in a proper, rational and open way but will simply spout verbiage, which is the 
way the Leader of the House and the Minister for Water respond day after day. That is unacceptable. 

The only way we can bring the minister to account here and now is to suspend standing orders so that this 
minister can explain to the chamber why $25 million has been handed over. Is the minister worried that this is 
another WA Inc and that money from a trading corporation is being used to fix a political problem? That was 
what WA Inc was about. It was about using money from a trading organisation to fix political issues. This 
minister needs to come clean. Either he is totally incompetent and does not know what is happening or he will 
not answer the question because there is something nefarious involved. Is the minister just incompetent and 
unable to answer the question or is there something going on that he is trying to hide? It is not acceptable for the 
minister to believe that he can just gasbag and totally refuse to answer the question. The question was very 
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simple and direct. The minister was asked to explain why the Water Corporation paid $25 million to the Harvey 
Water cooperative. Where is the comeback when the water goes the other way? When the water is transferred 
back, what is the pricing mechanism? That is an absolutely fundamental question that the Minister for Water 
should be able to answer. The minister’s inability to answer that question indicates that he is either totally 
incompetent or he is trying to cover up something. Therefore, the suspension of standing orders is absolutely 
appropriate. If there has been a cover-up, we will get at it. We need to get at it at the earliest possible time 
because, as I have indicated, there are consequential issues to this. If this indicates just part of the 
mismanagement by this minister, the consequences regarding the water restrictions this summer will be dire for 
hundreds of thousands of people and thousands of people who are likely to lose their jobs. That makes this a 
matter of urgency requiring the suspension of standing orders. 

Mr M.J. Cowper: What did you do when you were the minister when 19 million litres of water was lost in the 
metropolitan area? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: I take the member’s interjection because the record shows that the way we managed water 
in this state was lauded all around Australia and even in publications in New York; we were right out in front. I 
say to the member who interjected and to the minister that I would have been absolutely ashamed of myself if I 
had refused to answer a question as simple and direct as the question asked of the minister. I used to get 
nonsense answers to questions on notice from the Department of Water and I would send them back and tell the 
department that the questions had to be answered and that I would answer them. This minister seems to do the 
opposite. When he gets the answers, he simply refuses to give them. The suspension of standing orders is 
absolutely required because without that this matter will drift. We cannot allow the minister to not answer the 
questions and just let things drift because the consequences affect the management of water and the dire straits 
this state will be in if we do not pull this minister into line and get better management of the water resources. The 
water that is paid for and the money that comes back from the water trade is absolutely crucial to making sure 
that we manage water properly and ensure that water is available this summer after experiencing a very dry 
winter. 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [3.19 pm]: I rise to debate the urgency of the motion. As we have heard, this 
debate should be held today for a number of reasons. During question time, the spokesperson for water on this 
side of the house asked a very serious question: why is taxpayers’ money that was to be used to pay for drinking 
water used for irrigation purposes when we are facing the most severe water restrictions in our history? That was 
the question and that is why this matter is urgent. Why did the Water Corporation spend taxpayers’ money to 
purchase water that was meant to be for our drinking supply? The minister took away that money, which is now 
evaporating. The government has wasted $25 million of taxpayers’ money. That is the urgency. The member for 
Balcatta stated — 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman): Members, in this place a suspension of standing orders arises 
only when it is an important issue. It is important that we hear all the arguments from both sides on a suspension 
motion, so I ask that we hear the member for West Swan in silence. I have a speakers list, and the next is the 
member for South Perth. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The member for Balcatta stated that the gardening industry employs thousands of people. 
Jobs will be lost throughout the metropolitan area because of mismanagement of the water policy in this state. 
Thousands of jobs could be lost and, yes, this is a serious and urgent issue. There is the issue of the Gnangara 
mound and more pressure being applied — 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We have the issue of the Gnangara mound, of course, which is already under extreme 
pressure. That is again because of mismanagement of the water policy in the state. The minister walked in and 
abolished the Waterwise rebates and reversed the decision on Logue Brook Dam, and we are now in a situation 
in which we are running out of water. This is a serious issue. The issue of taxpayers’ money is very important. 
The value put on the Logue Brook water in 2006 by a Department of Water report is $50 million for the drinking 
supply and $11 million for irrigation. The Water Corporation has paid $25.8 million — 

Point of Order 

Dr K.D. HAMES: Although the member has spoken for only two minutes, she is quite clearly getting into the 
substance of the debate. 
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Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! Member for West Swan, you do need to come back to the reason why we 
need to suspend standing orders. That is what we are debating at the moment, and not the substantive issue. 

Debate Resumed 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. 

The issue is that today we heard there is a possibility of a complete waste and misallocation of taxpayers’ money 
in an area that is vital to the state. The issue is about the water management of the state and it is a very, very 
serious issue. It could impact on not only the finances of the state, but also jobs throughout Western Australia 
and our ability to have a sufficient water supply. That is why the matter is urgent. All we are asking is for the 
minister to stand and explain what the situation is. Did the Water Corporation pay the $25 million and what is 
the Water Corporation now getting in return? That is the question the minister’s opposite number asked. It is not 
a very difficult question. By now the minister should have had a briefing note handed to him and be able to tell 
us how much the state is getting in return after the state paid $25 million — 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is a serious issue and we are asking the minister to stand and tell us exactly what has 
happened on this issue. 

Question to be Put 

MR J.E. McGRATH (South Perth) [3.23 pm]: I move — 

That the question be now put. 

Question put and a division taken with the following result — 

Ayes (27) 

Mr P. Abetz Mr J.H.D. Day Mr R.F. Johnson Mr D.T. Redman 
Mr F.A. Alban Mr J.M. Francis Mr A. Krsticevic Mr A.J. Simpson 
Mr I.C. Blayney Mr B.J. Grylls Mr W.R. Marmion Mr M.W. Sutherland 
Mr T.R. Buswell Dr K.D. Hames Mr P.T. Miles Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Mrs L.M. Harvey Ms A.R. Mitchell Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr V.A. Catania Mr A.P. Jacob Dr M.D. Nahan Mr J.E. McGrath (Teller) 
Mr M.J. Cowper Dr G.G. Jacobs Mr C.C. Porter  

 

Noes (22) 

Dr A.D. Buti Mr M. McGowan Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr P.B. Watson 
Ms A.S. Carles Mr M.P. Murray Ms R. Saffioti Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr T.G. Stephens Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Mr W.J. Johnston Mr P. Papalia Mr C.J. Tallentire Mr D.A. Templeman (Teller) 
Mr J.C. Kobelke Ms M.M. Quirk Mr P.C. Tinley  
Mr F.M. Logan Mr E.S. Ripper Mr A.J. Waddell  

            

Pairs 

 Mr I.M. Britza Mrs C.A. Martin 
 Dr E. Constable Mr J.N. Hyde 
 Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.R. Quigley 

Question thus passed. 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion Resumed 

Question put and a division taken with the following result — 
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Ayes (22) 

Dr A.D. Buti Mr M. McGowan Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr P.B. Watson 
Ms A.S. Carles Mr M.P. Murray Ms R. Saffioti Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr T.G. Stephens Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Mr W.J. Johnston Mr P. Papalia Mr C.J. Tallentire Mr D.A. Templeman (Teller) 
Mr J.C. Kobelke Ms M.M. Quirk Mr P.C. Tinley  
Mr F.M. Logan Mr E.S. Ripper Mr A.J. Waddell  

Noes (27) 

Mr P. Abetz Mr J.H.D. Day Mr R.F. Johnson Mr D.T. Redman 
Mr F.A. Alban Mr J.M. Francis Mr A. Krsticevic Mr A.J. Simpson 
Mr I.C. Blayney Mr B.J. Grylls Mr W.R. Marmion Mr M.W. Sutherland 
Mr T.R. Buswell Dr K.D. Hames Mr P.T. Miles Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Mrs L.M. Harvey Ms A.R. Mitchell Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr V.A. Catania Mr A.P. Jacob Dr M.D. Nahan Mr J.E. McGrath (Teller) 
Mr M.J. Cowper Dr G.G. Jacobs Mr C.C. Porter  

            

Pairs 

 Mrs C.A. Martin Mr I.M. Britza 
 Mr J.N. Hyde Dr E. Constable 
 Mr J.R. Quigley Mr C.J. Barnett 

Question thus negatived. 
 


