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SWAN AND CANNING RIVERS MANAGEMENT AMENDMENT BILL 2014 
Third Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [2.48 pm]: Earlier, I was making some observations regarding the 
government’s performance on this Swan and Canning Rivers Management Amendment Bill 2014 and the 
importance of the Swan and Canning Rivers to the residents of metropolitan Perth. I was making the point that 
the Swan and Canning Rivers are seen as icons by the community and that the government plays with the 
protections afforded to those rivers at its peril. I will conclude my remarks shortly, but I finish my observation by 
saying that we know what the minister is doing here. He is trying to create a circumstance in which he can say 
that the Swan River Trust still exists. Of course, we all know that although it will exist in name, the functions it 
previously performed will cease. I know from talking to those people who are putting on the gumboots, getting 
out there and doing the work in the environment that they do not agree with this. Not only do they not agree with 
the government’s plan, but also they were never consulted about it. They are angry with this government about 
the way in which the minister asked them to nominate for the WA Environment Awards and then cancelled the 
awards; they are angry about the fact that their funding opportunities are being curtailed; they are angry that they 
are not being treated with respect; and they are angry that the government does not treat the Swan and Canning 
Rivers as the icons they actually are. 

MR A.P. JACOB (Ocean Reef — Minister for Environment) [2.49 pm] — in reply: I am very happy to 
commend this Swan and Canning Rivers Management Amendment Bill 2014 to the house. Indeed, the change 
that will be empowered through this legislation will in actual fact strengthen the management of Western 
Australia’s environment and result in excellent outcomes for the river as we bring together the expertise of the 
staff at the Department of Parks and Wildlife and the Swan River Trust. 

I have gone through around 10 hours or so of debate on this particular matter — 

Mr C.J. Tallentire: And you failed to answer a lot of questions. 

Mr A.P. JACOB: I am going to pick up on that, member for Gosnells, and the comments of the member — 

The SPEAKER: Member for Gosnells and member for Willagee, I call you both to order for the first time. 

Mr A.P. JACOB: I will go through that, members. We had about 10 hours of questions from members opposite; 
often the same question was asked over and over. No matter how many times I answered, they somehow persist 
in believing that some kind of conspiracy theory is happening. I found it incredibly interesting that during this 
entire debate I posed one question to the opposition every time we debated this matter, and not once was it 
addressed. Not once did any opposition member address it. That question is: why do members opposite oppose 
an action that perfectly aligns with Labor Party policy? This was ignored for hours on end. Time and again I 
went through the Labor policy platform. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Willagee, I call you to order now for the second time. 

Mr A.P. JACOB: The policy that members opposite articulated, had they ended up in government, was to 
support a dedicated implementation agency over the Swan Canning Riverpark. Is that what this government is 
implementing? Absolutely. That is exactly what it is implementing—a dedicated conservation agency that will 
manage our oceans, estuaries, waterways and catchments. Labor believes, according to its own policy, that the 
act currently lacks robust, comprehensive governance mechanisms. That is exactly what this bill brings in. In the 
next clause of the Labor Party’s own policy, it said it would, as a matter of urgency, revise the governance 
provisions relating to the Swan and Canning river system. Is that what this act will do? Absolutely. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: No. 

Mr A.P. JACOB: Yes, it does, member for Cannington. 

The SPEAKER: Through the Chair, minister! 

Mr A.P. JACOB: It is exactly what this act will do. That is the entire purpose of it—to revise the governance 
provisions that relate to the Swan and Canning river estuary. Members opposite have not once articulated how 
they would, in some other way, end separate jurisdictional rights that sit over the river or how in any other way 
they would implement a dedicated conservation agency. They might think that the Department of Parks and 
Wildlife was not the agency to do it, but they certainly did not at any point articulate what other kind of agency 
would be a single, dedicated conservation agency to sit over the Swan Canning Riverpark. The member for 
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Gosnells made the point that it is a catchment the size of Tasmania. It is not a little riverpark in the middle of the 
metropolitan area. 

Mr C.J. Tallentire: You need a catchment management authority. 

Mr A.P. JACOB: Exactly. This is what this bill does. It provides a catchment manager that sits as the 
dedicated — 

Mr C.J. Tallentire: No, it doesn’t. It puts a catchment management authority into a parks agency. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Gosnells, I call you to order for the second time. This is not the time to to and fro. 

Mr A.P. JACOB: That is exactly what this bill does. A dedicated catchment manager will sit over the entire 
catchment—a catchment the size of Tasmania. It will be the dedicated conservation agency that will now sit over 
this state. I have gone through 10 hours of this; not once have members opposite addressed that. I am very happy 
to stand behind this bill. This government has been derided constantly. I find it incredibly interesting — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington and member for Gosnells! 

Mr A.P. JACOB: Members opposite have had 10 hours to tell me how their policy aligned with — 

Point of Order 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I would appreciate an opportunity for Mr Speaker to tell me if there is any way in the 
standing orders that I can answer the question that the minister has just put to me. 

The SPEAKER: No. At this point in time, there is not. The minister can continue. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr A.P. JACOB: I can understand why members opposite have opposed this, or I can speculate on why. To be 
honest, I cannot understand why members opposite have opposed this bill to this point because it very clearly 
aligns with Labor Party policy. Not once in those 10 hours did the opposition address that question. When I look 
at the record of this government in the environment and conservation area, I see the Kimberley science and 
conservation strategy—$81.5 million—which is the single biggest injection into a conservation outcome by any 
state government. It was delivered by the Department of Parks and Wildlife. Another matter I found 
incredibly — 

Point of Order 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: As I understand it, this is the minister’s third reading contribution, which needs to be 
focused on the terms of the bill and not on other matters. It appears that the minister seems to be straying away 
from his responsibilities under the standing orders. 

Debate Resumed 

The SPEAKER: Minister, can you conclude? 

Mr A.P. JACOB: I certainly will, Mr Speaker. It is interesting that the member for Cannington made that 
interjection because I was actually responding directly to his comments and the spurious claims he has continued 
to make, particularly within the third reading. In members trying to oppose for the sake of opposition, I found a 
disturbing trend of questioning the capacity and, in some instances, even the commitment and judgement of staff 
members of the Department of Parks and Wildlife. The Department of Parks and Wildlife is a fantastic agency. It 
is charged with the management of the conservation estate and the delivery of outcomes far and wide in the state 
of Western Australia. I do not think for a second that members opposite question that department’s capacity to 
deliver for the riverpark. I understand that opposition means needing to find something to oppose. When we look 
at our Parks for People strategy, our Kimberley science and conservation strategy and the incredible investment 
that this government has put into conservation across the length and breadth of this state, I can see how it is hard 
to find something to oppose. Given this is one policy that fairly aligns with the policy outcomes that members 
opposite put to the electorate going into the 2013 election, I found those 10 hours a little odd. 

Having said that, I stand firmly confident behind this move, the outcomes that it will deliver for the river and the 
efficiencies that will be found within those two agencies that can then be invested straight back into outcomes 
for the Swan Canning Riverpark and, indeed into outcomes for staff as well. I commend the bill to the house. 

Division 
Question put and a division taken with the following result — 
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Ayes (31) 

Mr P. Abetz Ms M.J. Davies Mr C.D. Hatton Mr D.C. Nalder 
Mr F.A. Alban Mr J.H.D. Day Mr A.P. Jacob Mr J. Norberger 
Mr C.J. Barnett Ms W.M. Duncan Mr S.K. L’Estrange Mr D.T. Redman 
Mr I.C. Blayney Mr J.M. Francis Mr R.S. Love Mr A.J. Simpson 
Mr I.M. Britza Mrs G.J. Godfrey Mr W.R. Marmion Mr M.H. Taylor 
Mr T.R. Buswell Mr B.J. Grylls Mr P.T. Miles Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr V.A. Catania Dr K.D. Hames Mr N.W. Morton Mr J.E. McGrath (Teller) 
Mr M.J. Cowper Mrs L.M. Harvey Dr M.D. Nahan  
 

Noes (18) 

Dr A.D. Buti Mr M. McGowan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr P.B. Watson 
Mr R.H. Cook Ms S.F. McGurk Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Ms J.M. Freeman Mr M.P. Murray Ms R. Saffioti Mr D.A. Templeman (Teller) 
Mr W.J. Johnston Mr P. Papalia Mr C.J. Tallentire  
Mr D.J. Kelly Mr J.R. Quigley Mr P.C. Tinley  
 

            
Pairs 

 Mr A. Krsticevic Ms L.L. Baker 
 Mr G.M. Castrilli Mr F.M. Logan 
 Dr G.G. Jacobs Ms J. Farrer 
 
 

Question thus passed. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council.  
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