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YARRAGADEE AQUIFER - PLANS FOR WATER EXTRACTION 
Standing Orders Suspension - Motion 

MR D.T. REDMAN (Stirling) [2.02 pm] - without notice:  I move -  

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

That, regardless of the alternative water sources available to boost Perth’s water supplies, this 
house calls on the state government to direct the Water Corporation to abandon plans to draw 
45 gigalitres of water from the south west Yarragadee aquifer, given that local water needs are 
not being met and there are significant potential risks to the environment. 

I do not move this motion lightly.  I understand that we have not yet had question time.  However, it is 
important, particularly in the context of what has occurred over the past couple of days, that we take this 
opportunity to debate this very high priority public issue.  It is proposed to spend about $710 million to enhance 
Perth’s water supply by tapping into the south west Yarragadee aquifer.  However, that will potentially have a 
devastating impact on the environment.  Therefore, this matter needs to be brought to the attention of this house.  
I can recall only one debate in this house that was dedicated to the south west Yarragadee.  That debate was on a 
motion that I moved at this time last year.  All the other debates have been peripheral to other debates that have 
taken place in this house.   

A number of things have occurred recently that merit my raising this issue today.  First, a number of applications 
for water licences in the south west have been knocked back.  That has a significant impact on the needs of the 
people in the south west, because water licences are the key to the success of the business and farming 
enterprises in those communities.  It concerns me that a decision might be made to prevent the approval of bores 
in the south west.  That indicates just how close to the line the Water Corporation and the Department of Water 
are treading the potential impacts that the drawing of 45 gigalitres could have on the south west; that is, the 
impact of providing water to meet the needs of the south west and the impact on the environment.  In the past 
hour a considerable representation from the community attended a rally at the front of Parliament House.  That 
representation was not from the far-reaching green community; it was from the community in the south west.  
There was representation from the various shires, the farming community and the business community, as well 
as people who are genuinely concerned about the environment.  It is not an issue that should be taken lightly.  It 
is important that members of the WA National Party get their chance to debate the matter in the house.  It is 
important that the people of Western Australia hear the arguments of, and positions taken on this issue by, the 
various parties.  There has been considerable press coverage of the issue in the past two or three months, and that 
is where the debate has occurred.  I make the point strongly that we need to have this debate in the house.  We do 
not need to rely totally on the press to express the issues from the perspective of certain sections of the 
community that might have an axe to grind.  It is important that we debate the various issues that people have 
raised. 

One of the most significant factors of the past couple of days is the position taken by the scientific community.  
Articles in yesterday’s and today’s The West Australian quote 20 eminent scientists in Western Australia who 
are prepared to put their name in writing on this issue.  They are raising very serious concerns.  These scientists 
are not just from one or two disciplines; they are from a variety of scientific disciplines, which gives them a lot 
of credibility in raising the issues.  We cannot allow their voices not to be heard.  This house is one of the forums 
in which those issues can be raised.  I will quote from one article in The West Australian of Monday, 26 March, 
which states - 

We believe that this proposal, - 

That is, the proposal to pump 45 gigalitres of water from the south west to the Perth integrated water supply -  

if allowed to proceed, will devastate much of the natural environment of the South-West.  The region 
has outstanding natural beauty, is known around the world and is much loved by visitors from across 
the State, interstate and overseas. 

Those are the comments of 20 eminent scientists in Western Australia. 

The SPEAKER:  I urge the member for Stirling to address the motion to suspend standing orders to debate what 
may be a very interesting motion.  However, the member needs to address the reasons that the motion should be 
debated now and not later in the week.  If he wants to stop all other business of the house because of some 
urgency, he needs to tell us about it.  I urge the member to direct his comments to the reasons that standing 
orders should be suspended. 
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Mr D.T. REDMAN:  Thank you, Mr Speaker, for your direction. 

This is a mater of accountability to the public of Western Australia.  It is important that members have the 
opportunity to debate the matter and put their positions, particularly given what has happened over the past 
couple of days. 
Politically, the position of the two major parties is not that dissimilar.  The Labor Party is clearly pushing to 
support the proposal to pump water from the Yarragadee.  The Liberal Party has taken the position that it will 
support that proposal only after an independent study is undertaken.  A relatively small group in the community 
wants to raise the debate.  The spirit of politics and our parliamentary system in Western Australia are based on 
those relatively small groups being able to have their voices heard.  This motion should be considered as a matter 
of urgency given that a number of people in the public gallery today travelled many miles to raise the issue with 
the Parliament.  It is a chance for us to show some respect for them taking that stance.  They have travelled to 
Perth to make statements to members of Parliament today.  This is our chance to have that debate.  That is what 
our parliamentary process is all about.  This is an opportunity for a small group to have its voice heard.   

A couple of things have been highlighted during this debate.  We are looking at providing a secure water supply 
system for Perth.  Our potential options are to tap the south west Yarragadee or go ahead with desalination stage 
2.  I believe that the government is not in a position to go ahead with desalination stage 2.  Therefore, the 
motivation to look at the south west Yarragadee is urgent if we are to supply water to Perth before its present 
supply runs out.  This is the wrong motivation to be looking at the south west for a potential water supply.   

For those reasons, I consider this to be an urgent motion.  It is important that the people of the south west get a 
chance to have their voices heard.  This is an opportunity to do it, given that they have taken the time to come to 
Perth to raise the issue with members of Parliament.  Now they have a chance to hear the debate.   

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [2.10 pm]:  I support the view of the member 
for Stirling that this motion should be debated urgently.  Quite simply, a lot of people have travelled from the 
south west to take part in the democratic process of lobbying their parliamentarians.  They cannot be in Perth all 
day; they can only be here for a short time before they must turn back to their towns.  Over the past couple of 
months this Parliament has taken an absolute beating from the wider public over its accountability to the people.  
We should turn that around by using this time in Parliament today to put on the record our position on the 
pumping of the south west Yarragadee.  The position of the Western Australian Nationals is clear; let us hear the 
position of Country Labor.  Its members make a lot of statements outside; let them take this opportunity today to 
put their position on the record.  Let us hear from the Minister for Water Resources and let us hear from the 
opposition and give the people from the south west who have travelled to Perth to hear this debate the chance to 
hear it.   
[Interruption from the gallery.] 

The SPEAKER:  People within the public gallery are more than welcome to be here to witness what takes place 
in this chamber.  However, they are not permitted to contribute by doing anything that will interrupt the flow of 
business.  They are welcome to be here but not to participate in the way that just occurred.   

DR S.C. THOMAS (Capel) [2.12 pm]:  I support the move to debate this motion urgently and debate it in the 
house immediately.  There are a number of reasons why we should do so.  It is not a party political exercise, but 
there are a number of reasons why this motion should be debated as an urgent motion.  The first, as the member 
for Merredin said, is that a number of people from the south west, the area represented by me and the members 
for Bunbury and Murray, have come to Perth today, and they should have the opportunity to listen to Parliament 
address this issue in the way that it should.  There is an urgent need for those people to be heard and represented 
here today and we ask the government to consider doing that.   

The second reason that this should be debated as an urgent motion is that there is the potential for this 
government to advance this project very quickly.  There is a need to get this debate up and running before the 
convenor of the appeals committee puts a representation to the Minister for the Environment and the minister 
makes a decision.  There is a problem with this minister necessarily making this decision.  He has held the 
portfolio for a month.  This decision is a matter of urgency.  Does this week’s minister have the credentials to 
make this decision on behalf of the government?  Can we trust this government and this minister to do this?  For 
those reasons, because this decision may come very quickly - it could happen in a matter of weeks and 
Parliament will sit for only a certain time in that period - there is a need for us to discuss this as an urgent 
motion.  There is a need for us to put our positions forward.  There is a need for us to correct the reference to the 
position of the Liberal Party, which opposed this proposal in the last election and previously.  There is a need for 
us to get to that debate.  Those comments were misleading of the position of Liberal representatives.  The 
Liberals have for years been very solidly against this proposal.  There is an opportunity for us to have that 
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debate.  If we do not do it now, when will we have the opportunity to progress that debate?  This is an important 
debate for the people of the south west.  

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [2.15 pm]:  I support this motion to suspend standing orders.  It is very 
important that the government allows standing orders to be suspended so that the issue will be clarified for the 
community.  However, it appears that the community does not need any clarification.  I listened to the speeches 
on the steps of Parliament House today and the community has absolutely no faith in the Water Corporation.  If 
the government does not allow the debate to continue in this house today, the community will have no faith in 
this government.  The community will have no alternative other than to believe that this government makes 
decisions that are in opposition to the needs and wishes of the majority of the community.   

The people who attended the rally today did so because of their fear for not only the loss of local water but also 
the serious damage that will be done to the environment in the south west if the Water Corporation’s plans are 
supported by this government.  The government should listen to the debate and give a commitment to this house 
and the people who attended today’s rally that no rash decisions will be made and that further studies will be 
undertaken.   

The information forthcoming from the community indicates that if the Yarragadee is tapped, it will cause severe 
environmental damage.  I ask the Leader of the House to agree to suspend standing orders to allow this debate to 
take place.   

MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon) [2.16 pm]:  I remind the house that after this week we have one more sitting 
week, a four-week break, and then the budget will be brought down.  The intention of the house will be 
somewhat different when considering what will be debated in the foreseeable future, particularly when the 
budget is brought down.  Members on this side of the house do not know what is in the budget, but I presume the 
budget will provide for significant expenditure.   

The question of tapping the Yarragadee is not the only water option for this state to consider.  A significant 
debate on twinning Perth’s water system has not taken place, and such a debate should be treated as a priority.  It 
is a debate that should take place before the budget is brought down.   

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Leader of the House) [2.17 pm]:  The government will accept the suspension 
motion, but on a slightly different basis to the motion that has been moved.  Before I come to that, I will 
comment on the motion before this house.   

The matter of the Water Corporation seeking to draw extra water from the south west Yarragadee has been a live 
issue, scientifically and politically, in this community for four years.  This issue has not just become urgent.  The 
Nationals are generally well organised, but it is surprising that they could not put in a notice by 12 o’clock today 
to debate this issue as a matter of public interest, which would have complied with standard procedure.  By 
taking the action it has, the National Party has been shown to be opportunistic and not well organised.  It 
surprises me, because, as I said, generally the Nationals are well organised.  I would be happy to assist the 
National Party in what really is a struggle for votes in the bush between the Nationals and the Liberals.  On this 
occasion the government might help the Nationals to see whether it can pursue its case because it needs help.   

The point is that this issue is not urgent.  However, there is a political urgency between the Nationals and 
Liberals.  The government does not wish to stand back in the contest between the two parties; therefore, it will 
allow the debate to proceed.  However, it would be more appropriate for this motion to have been handled as an 
MPI.   

Amendment to Motion 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I move - 

 That the motion be amended by inserting after the word “forthwith” the following - 

  and to be regarded as the matter of public interest for this sitting week. 

As I do not wish to be seen to be partisan in the struggle between the Nationals and the Liberals, I give an 
undertaking to the Liberal Party that because this will become the MPI for the week -  

The SPEAKER:  My reading of the amendment is: “That the motion be amended to insert after the word 
“forthwith” the following”.  The word “forthwith” remains and that obligates us to debate the motion, as 
amended, forthwith and not after question time.   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I have amended the motion to delete “forthwith the following” and insert “after question 
time today” so that the amendment to the motion now reads - 

That the motion be amended by deleting the word “forthwith” and substituting the following - 
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after question time today and to be regarded as the matter of public interest for this sitting 
week 

The Clerk has assisted with that again.  If the amendment is passed, we will be able to debate this issue and I will 
come to an arrangement with the leader of business for the Liberal Party.  If the Liberal Party wishes to debate a 
matter of public interest later in the week, we will also assist it in doing that so that we can be seen to be even 
handed in this tussle to the death in the bush between the Nats and the Libs.  We will see how that works out. 

The issues of water in the south west, ensuring we protect the environment and consideration for the interests of 
all communities in the south west of Western Australia are important issues.  On that basis we do not shirk from 
the debate and we will allow the suspension of standing orders in line with the amendment that I have moved to 
the motion. 
MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe) [2.20 pm]:  The opposition agrees with that proposal.  I confirm with the 
Leader of the House that we will debate an MPI following question time and that there will be a further MPI, 
which I tell him right now will occur tomorrow following question time.  That is a fair resolution.  We will see 
how we go; but this is an important issue and should be debated. 

Amendment put and passed.  

Motion, as Amended 

Question put and passed with an absolute majority. 
 


