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Water Corporation - 
Hon Barry House, Deputy Chairman. 

Hon N.D. Griffiths, Minister for Government Enterprises. 

Mr G. Meinck, Acting Chief Executive Officer. 

Mr M. Peacock, General Manager, Finance. 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  On behalf of the Legislative Council Estimates Committee, I would like to 
welcome you to today’s hearing.  Government agencies and departments have an important role and duty in 
assisting Parliament to scrutinise the budget papers on behalf of the people of Western Australia.  The 
Committee values that assistance.   

For the information of members, these proceedings will be reported by Hansard.  The daily Hansard will be 
available on the following morning.  Hansard will distribute documents for correction, which must be returned 
on the A4 documents sent to members.  The cut-off date for corrections will be indicated on the bottom of each 
page.   

Members are asked to sit towards the front of the Chamber where practicable so that witnesses will not have to 
turn their head when answering questions.  It will greatly assist Hansard if when referring to the Budget 
Statements volumes or the consolidated fund estimates, members give the page number, item, program, amount, 
and so on in preface to their questions.  If supplementary information is to be provided, I ask your cooperation in 
ensuring that it is delivered to the Committee’s clerk within five working days of receipt of the questions.  An 
example of the required Hansard style for the documents has been provided to your advisers.   

The Committee reminds agency representatives to respond to questions in a succinct manner and to limit the 
extent of personal observations.  At this time, I ask each of the witnesses whether they have read, understood and 
completed the Information for Witnesses form. 

WITNESSES:  Yes. 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  Do all the witnesses fully understand the meaning and effect of the provisions of 
that document? 

WITNESSES:  Yes. 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  I table the answers that have been received to some of the questions put on notice 
by Hon Robin Chapple, Hon Dee Margetts and Hon Frank Hough.   

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  I refer to the drought response program.  Members of Parliament have received a 
number of briefings from the Water Corporation.  Given the situation with the surface water, which is now at 
record low levels, and given that the rainfall patterns over the past few years have not helped, and given the 
hiccup in the system for ground water due to the environmental requirements that must be met before those 
aquifers can be tapped into, it is now the middle of June and I understand that the Water Corporation and the 
Water and Rivers Commission are looking at the drought response program.  Can the minister indicate to the 
House where that program is at present?  How does the Water Corporation see its role in being able to supply 
and distribute water this coming summer, not only in the metropolitan area but also in country areas?  

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  Hon Bruce Donaldson has asked a very long question with a number of “givens”.  I will 
make some general observations, but I will try to be brief.  It is my understanding that the rainfall patterns of 
Western Australia have altered substantially over the past one-third of a century.  What Western Australia is 
experiencing now is not entirely new.  We had very low rainfall last year and our dams are at a low level, 
although my understanding is that recently there has been run-off.  There are some grounds for optimism that the 
dam levels are turning.  From the information given to me, they seem to be turning upward earlier than has been 
the case in recent years.  Having said that, we are starting from a very low base.   

The Water Corporation is examining and developing strategies for the options for ground water use and 
desalination.  The member will be aware that over the past several years, significant funds have been invested in 
enhancing dam storage capacity.  Those are the general areas the Water Corporation has advanced in planning 
for a desalination option, if that is considered the way to go.  The projects that have been under construction for 
some years are bearing fruit.  For example, the Harvey Dam will be opened later this year.  A number of projects 
to enhance storage capacity have been brought forward, compared with what was envisaged to be the case until 
very recently.  Of course, that is in the event that it rains.  We need water.  All the options are being and will 
continue to be vigorously pursued.   
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[9.20 am] 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  The minister referred to run-off.  At a briefing earlier this year questions were 
raised about the vegetation within our catchment areas and that pine plantations had been established in those 
catchment areas on ground which had been denuded.  Irrespective of the rainfall, has the run-off significantly 
decreased because of the regrowth of vegetation over a number of years?  It was suggested at one stage that there 
would be selective clearing throughout the water catchment areas to assist in the normal run-off pattern.   

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  The word “significantly” interests me.  The Water Corporation does not engage in the 
practice of thinning; that is the province of Forest Products Commission and the Department of Conservation 
and Land Management.  However, discussions have taken place with those agencies, and I am advised that they 
continue to take place to address that issue.  

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  It could be construed from your comment that there has been a considerable 
decrease in run-off because of the heavier vegetation in catchment areas. 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  The question is interesting and the use of the words “it could be construed” is 
speculative.  

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  I refer to the infill sewerage program from which all Western Australians have 
benefited significantly.   

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  Is this a question or a speech?   

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  I am pointing out the facts, so that we all understand it is a significant program.  
Last year, the estimated total cost of the infill sewerage program was $48.3 million.  Funding levels in the 
current budget year for that program have decreased by $18 million to $30.5 million.  How many projects were 
deferred, both in the country and metropolitan areas, as a result of the reduction in capital works in this current 
financial year?    

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  Does the member want to know the precise number of projects that have been deferred?   

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  Yes.   

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  I will take that on notice.   

[Supplementary Information No 45] 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  What has been the effect on the cash flow during this current financial year of the 
reduction in sprinkler use to two days a week?  That appears to be successful and people have generally adhered 
to it.  My bill has been halved.  I do not know whether that is constant across the board, but it must result in a 
significant reduction in cash flow.   

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  The estimated loss to revenue, bearing in mind the financial year has not ended, is 
$37 million.   

Hon SUE ELLERY:  Will the minister provide some information about what the Government is doing to address 
the issue of water quality in country areas?   

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  On page 1270 of the Budget Statements under “New works” reference is made to the 
aesthetic water quality program, of which $1.26 million is allocated to improvements at Yalgoo and Mt Magnet, 
and the rest is allocated to what is characterised as minor improvements in rural towns.   

[9.30 am] 

Hon SUE ELLERY:  I refer to page 1269 of the Budget Statements, and the statement on the need to improve 
odour management for metropolitan waste water treatment plants at Beenyup and Subiaco.  I require more 
details of the actions taken to control waste water odour. 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  The Subiaco waste water treatment plant is the subject of interesting action by the 
University of Western Australia.  The Water Corporation is expending significant sums to deal with the odour 
problem and has been doing so for some time.  The situation is similar with the Beenyup plant. 

Mr MEINCK:  In 2002-03, $12.2 million will be spent on odour control at the Subiaco waste water treatment 
plant.  An amount of $5.45 million will be spent on Beenyup.  Money will be spent to cover water areas and 
modify sludge treatment arrangements. 

Hon SUE ELLERY:  The minister gave an answer to Hon Bruce Donaldson about the Government’s response to 
some of the issues affecting the drought situation.  Is more information available on innovative solutions to the 
problem? 
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Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  The corporation is able to provide three options as a part or total solution: ground water 
flowing into storage areas such as dams, bore water and desalination.  In addition, the Water Corporation has 
been very active in the use of waste water produced by industry; that is, water that would otherwise come from 
underground sources or dams.  The amount of water is very significant; it ranges from three to six gigalitres.   

Hon SUE ELLERY:  At page 1269, reference is made to $28 million for commercial activities including 
Kwinana waste water re-use.  Kwinana is in my electorate of South Metropolitan Region.  Will the minister give 
me more information about the Kwinana program? 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  The amount allocated for the Kwinana water recycling project is $18.3 million.  That 
represents significant expenditure.  It is designed to save water that would otherwise not be used.  Industry is 
cooperating and it will be good for the State’s water consumption and the environment. 

Mr MEINCK:  The other advantage of the scheme is that waste water that currently flows from industry into 
Cockburn Sound will be able to be redirected.  That is a big improvement for the environmental aspect. 

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  I have a question about specific funding but I am not sure where reference is made to it 
in the Budget Statements.  How much is allocated in the 2002-03 budget, and over how many years, for a state 
water conservation strategy that includes water recycling and other water saving measures?  How much is 
allocated for the protection of existing water resources for future public supply use, including protection from 
incompatible land use such as quarries?  The minister will not be surprised by the question.  What is the situation 
with strategic water resources and water supply policy, including updating the Perth water future strategy that 
was originally published seven years ago?  Is there any provision for a public education and marketing campaign 
on water conservation and re-use?  If there is no allocation for any of these programs, why not?  Where can I 
find a budget for such programs?  I have asked questions of the Water and Rivers Commission and the 
Department of Land Administration but it is hard to find out how much is allocated for these important issues 
associated with our water supply. 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  A number of descriptions for programs have just been given by the member.  Firstly, I 
do not answer for the Water and Rivers Commission, nor do I answer for the Department of Land 
Administration.  With respect to the badging the member has put on the areas she referred to, a number of those 
matters are dealt with in the recurrent budget of the Water Corporation.  Because of the large number of 
programs referred to, it is more appropriate that I provide supplementary information about what is spent by the 
Water Corporation on various projects. 

[Supplementary Information No 46] 

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  Will the Water Corporation review its methodology of receiving part of its revenue 
based on the water volume provided, in order to give it the incentive to reduce the rate of growth in water use 
rather than allow water use to rise at the current rate?  If not, why not? 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  It is an option that has been considered and continues to be considered.  There is 
difficulty with that because of the need for sufficient revenue to engage in the areas of activity that many in the 
community, including the member, demand of the Water Corporation.  People complain vigorously when the 
corporation does not provide funds for them. 

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  Given the problems that Carnarvon has had with health issues and flooding, why is there 
no allocation for the completion of the deep sewerage program in that town? 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  I take it that the member is referring to infill sewerage? 

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  Yes. 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  In Carnarvon, the areas categorised as C2 and C7 are allocated $500 000.  In South 
Carnarvon, the area categorised as SC1A is allocated $1 million.   

[9.40 am] 

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  Where was that? 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  I pointed out two pages of the Budget Statements where Carnarvon fits into the global 
allocation.  The Budget Statements do not detail expenditure on individual infill sewerage projects. 

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  Will the minister tell me how much money is allocated for that? 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  It is $1.5 million.  I mentioned two areas; the first was $500 000 and the other was 
$1 million. 
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Hon JOHN FISCHER:  Is that specifically for Carnarvon? 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  Yes, $500 000 for Carnarvon C2 and C7 and $1 million for south Carnarvon SC1A. 

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  Is the Government committed to exploring the option of a desalination plant at 
Esperance and/or Perth.  If so, what will the study cost, when will a decision be made and where in the Budget 
Statements will I find a reference to that issue? 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  In answer to the proposition of a desalination plant in Esperance, the honourable 
member, as a representative of the Mining and Pastoral Region, would be aware that the Labor Party in the last 
election said it would call for expressions of interest in finding an alternative water supply for the goldfields 
region.  On assuming government, the Labor Party quickly honoured that promise and has gone further down 
that path.  The issue of a water supply to the goldfields is currently being examined by the ministers in charge of 
the matter, Hon Clive Brown and Hon Judy Edwards, and it is anticipated that Cabinet will deal with the issue 
shortly.  One option that has been canvassed is for a desalination plant at Esperance.  If the benefits of that 
option stack up, the plant would provide enormous returns to the State of Western Australia.  That option would 
provide not only a great impetus to the economies of Esperance and Kalgoorlie but also potentially great benefits 
to the mining industry between Esperance and Northam.  However, the benefits to be gained from that option 
must stack up against the benefits to be gained from other options.  Similarly, the option of a desalination plant 
off Kwinana is being examined closely by the Water Corporation, which the Government will consider when the 
examination has been completed.  The examination of that option by the Water Corporation is very important, 
whether or not it gets a tick from the Government, because although it may not proceed this year or next year, it 
may do so in the future.  However, that is a call that this Government or a later Government might have to make 
and it is therefore important that the information be provided.  No funding has been allocated in the budget for a 
desalination plant off Esperance or off the west coast; however, planning will be paid for by the Water 
Corporation, not as a capital item, but out of its operating budget. 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  I refer to the dividend of $240.753 million paid to the Government in the 
financial year ending 30 June 2001.  What is the estimated dividend for this year ending 30 June 2002, how 
much has that dividend increased since last year, and was a special payment made to the Treasurer some months 
ago authorised by the Water Corporation? 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  The anticipated dividend for this financial year, bearing in mind that the financial year 
has almost ended, is $256.9 million; and for 2002-03, $236.9 million.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Will the minister tell me what the $26 million dam safety program entails? 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  The dam safety project is a number of programs of technical remedial works being 
conducted by the Water Corporation on referrable structures to ensure that such structures conform to the 
guidelines published by the Australian National Committee on Large Dams.  Expenditure on major projects in 
the metropolitan area will be $1.2 million for stage 1 of the Serpentine Dam and $850 000 for the Churchman 
Brook Dam; and in the non-metropolitan area $17.155 million on remedial works to the Waroona Dam, 
$750 000 on Kalgoorlie reservoir 2, and $485 000 on the Phillips Creek Dam. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  As I understand the answer, the national guidelines require the Water Corporation to 
spend large sums of money on dam safety.  I presume the guidelines relate to the safety of the structures holding 
back the water.  Does the Water Corporation believe that the national guidelines are appropriate or is the Water 
Corporation spending lots of money because somebody has decided that things should be better than they are? 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  The word require is interesting.  The Water Corporation takes into account the 
guidelines when making the appropriate decisions.  I am not sure whether the Water Corporation is able to 
express a belief.  There is a number of views on this matter and the member has expressed one view.  It is true 
that in recent times the standards for large dams appear to have risen compared with what they were in the past. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I did not express a view; I asked whether the collective mind of the Water 
Corporation, which is the board, has a view on the matter.  Is it spending more than it thinks it needs to spend?  

[9.50 am] 

Mr MEINCK:  The board has made a clear commitment to a program of dam safety to satisfy the guidelines of 
the Australian National Committee on Large Dams.  That program is spread out so that it can be achievable and 
not impact too seriously on the capital program.  We are doing no more than what all other water agencies in 
Australia are doing.  It is the accepted standard.  We believe that it has been accepted in the corporation as the 
appropriate standard.  We had the opportunity to challenge that standard in an Australia-wide forum, but it is 
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accepted that that is the appropriate standard to which such significant and potentially dangerous structures 
should be built.  

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  My question relates to the regional water scheme, which I commend the Water 
Corporation on.  The initiative was started under the coalition Government and has allowed access to water to 
regional landowners.  The South Burracoppin-Muntadgin water project has extended pipes to about 30 people, 
with a major contribution made by all landowners.  The project work was completed some two months ago.  Can 
the Water Corporation or the minister tell me when those people might expect the water authority to put on the 
pump and switch to allow the water to be accessed by those landowners?  How much is that predicted to cost, 
excluding the cost of the pipes already paid for by the Water Corporation at a cost of, I believe, $1.4 million?  
The landowners in that area have been told that the water is expected to be switched on in July.  Is that accurate?  
What is the cost of completing the project?  Is there a line item in this budget to accommodate that cost? 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  That is a very detailed question, with a number of parts.  I note that in the course of 
asking the question, the member did what many people in our community do, which is to refer to the water 
authority and then to the Water Corporation.  

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I apologise for that indiscretion.  

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  There is no need to apologise.  Given the particulars that the member is seeking in terms 
of timing and the like, it would be appropriate for that question to be put on notice.  

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I would appreciate that, because phone calls made to the Water Corporation 
yesterday could not resolve the issue. 

[Supplementary Information No 47]  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Can the minister advise of the cost per kilolitre of providing water from dams, 
underground sources, through desalination and by further treatment of waste water?  Some 90 gigalitres of water 
are pumped out into the ocean each year.  What cost would be required per kilolitre to upgrade that water to 
water that could be used within the reticulated system? 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  That is an interesting question with a number of interesting components.  The cost per 
kilolitre of providing water from dams would vary from dam to dam.  Similarly, the cost for underground 
supplies would vary.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  The minister can give me an average if he likes.  

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  The cost of desalination and of the treatment of waste water would also vary.  Many 
variables are involved.  The Government examines the various financial and environmental aspects of any 
proposal put forward by the Water Corporation on any water source before it ticks off on it.  Because there are so 
many variables, the short answer to the member’s question is no.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Is the minister telling me that he does not know the average cost per kilolitre of water 
from those four sources?  If the minister does not know the costs involved, how could he tell whether a 
desalination plant would be economically viable?  I would like to know the average costs.  Perhaps I did not 
express my question clearly. 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  You did not ask for the average. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I did by way of interjection to help the minister, or me, if I can put it that way.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  That is more like it.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Okay; I am not perfect.  I would be grateful if the minister could give me the average 
cost for those four sources.  

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  Again, there are different costings, depending on the source.  If water were sourced 
from a country source, the costing would be different from what it would be if it were sourced from Canning 
Dam.  If I may, I will provide further information that will give the member an indication of the sorts of sums 
involved.  However, it may be a difficult exercise to average those costs over the State.  I will seek to provide 
that information by way of supplementary information.  

[Supplementary Information No 48] 

Hon SUE ELLERY:  I refer to page 1269 of the Budget Statements and the reference in the second paragraph to 
$73 million being spent on the distribution network.  Can the minister provide some more detail of whether that 
money will be spent across the State or in targeted areas? 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Wednesday, 12 June 2002] 

 p607c-615a 
Deputy Chairman; Hon Bruce Donaldson; Hon Nick Griffiths; Hon Sue Ellery; Hon Dee Margetts; Hon John 
Fischer; Hon Norman Moore; Hon Barbara Scott; Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich; Hon Kate Doust; Hon Louise Pratt; 

Hon Ray Halligan 

 [6] 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  The aim of the distribution network program is to expand, upgrade and replace water, 
waste water and drainage collection, distribution and conveyance infrastructure so that the corporation can 
comply with the requirements of its operating licence and customer charter.  There are projects throughout the 
State, and I will break them up.  The major projects are the Yokine main sewer, which will cost $3.528 million, 
the Kingsway-Nedlands collection sewer at $3.175 million, and the Perth main sewer section 3 rehabilitation at 
$557 000.  That is the expenditure in the metropolitan area.  In the non-metropolitan area, $2.977 million will be 
spent on the Ghooli upgrade, $1.562 million on the Walgoolan pump station upgrade, $1.333 million on the 
Denmark upgrade, $1.263 million on the Esperance upgrade and $1.128 million on the Binningup upgrade.  In 
terms of expenditure on this program, there are three projects in the metropolitan area and five projects in the 
non-metropolitan area. 

[10.00 am] 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I refer to the first paragraph on page 1269, which states - 

The Water Corporation is committed to providing excellent and reliable water services to West 
Australians, based on the principles of sustainable management. 

In 2002-03, a sum of $353 million will be spent on existing and new infrastructure that supports the supply of 
water, waste water and drainage services.  How much of that funding is for new infrastructure?  Secondly, what 
are some of those proposed new initiatives, if the minister can reveal them at this stage? 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  The new works are set out on page 1270.  I will give some examples: the Harding Dam 
water treatment plant - a significant area of expenditure outside the metropolitan area - in excess of $15 million; 
Albany, over $4.5 million; an upgrade at Bottle Creek, $3.265 million; and Mullewa-Wongoondy farmlands 
extension, $1.016 million.  There is a large number of examples.  It is important for the committee to note that 
the Water Corporation is not metrocentric.  It is not looking at just Perth’s water supply but is providing a lot of 
money to enhance the wellbeing of non-metropolitan areas, as the Government is doing in just about every area. 

Hon KATE DOUST:  I note that over the past year the Government has run some excellent community 
awareness programs to encourage people to reduce their water usage.  I could not find anything in the budget 
papers, but I wonder whether the minister could provide me with some information about any programs that the 
Government may be either introducing or continuing that will further educate the community about water usage. 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  The community has reacted very well to the call to moderate its water use.  In the 
period since the water restriction regime of two sprinkler days came into being in September, the amount of 
water sought to be saved has been, and continues to be, realised.  That is looking at the period as a whole.  There 
have been some bumps, but there have also been some dips.  However, at no stage after the initial few weeks has 
the overall target not been met.  The Water Corporation can take a lot of credit for its program in dealing with 
that.  My understanding is that similar calls will be made to the community so that we can continue to cooperate 
and work together as a community.  The corporation will continue to examine and put forward the necessary 
messages to ensure that takes place. 

One of the interesting things that the Water Corporation does for the long term is that it conducts programs in 
our schools, which get our schoolchildren involved in the principles of wise water use, conservation and matters 
of that kind.  That program seems to have very strong support from the schools and the many children who are 
involved.  I have had the privilege and the pleasure of going to a number of schools, as have a number of 
members, and of seeing how the school communities appreciate very much that they are part of the community 
and are playing a part in dealing with this difficult water issue.  The corporation intends to continue with that and 
similar measures, and proposes in the coming months to develop other educational programs for not only 
schoolchildren but also others. 

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  I thank the Water Corporation for responding to my question on notice.  The Water 
Corporation has offered a grant of $200 000 to the Katanning Country Club for additional funding for a 
reticulation system.  I recall that the second paragraph of the letter of offer stated that that had to go through a 
further committee approval stage.  Has it gone through that committee approval process and are there no outs for 
that money not being available?  How much of the 2002-03 budget has been allocated to measures for reusing 
treated waste water or effluent outside the Perth region for irrigation and other purposes, and what methods or 
measures are being investigated? 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  There is a number of projects, and the major one is at Kemerton.  The member wants 
some detail, so I will take that question on notice.  In the preamble, which was another question, the member 
referred to a committee.  I take it she was referring to an internal committee of the Water Corporation? 
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Hon DEE MARGETTS:  Yes. 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  Yes, that went through the committee. 

[Supplementary Information No 49]  

[10.10 am]  

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  Can the minister provide details on the percentage of resources that were expended on 
demand management measures and the percentage that was expended on finding sources for water supply 
capacity for 2001, 2002-03, and the past five years?  I am trying to work out how the corporation’s demand 
management compares with its looking for new resources.   

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  I want to get the timing right.  The member is seeking that information for the last 
financial year - 2000-01 - the five years to 30 June 2001, and 2002-03.  I do not think 2001-02 comes into it.  
The member is seeking great detail, and I will endeavour to provide as much detail as possible by way of 
supplementary information. 

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  I meant the last financial year and this financial year.   

[Supplementary Information No 50] 

Hon LOUISE PRATT:  Page 1269 refers to a commitment to sustainability.  The corporation’s annual report 
states on page 15 that -  

The Corporation is also conducting a program to greatly reduce air pollution and greenhouse gas 
emissions caused by our operations. 

I expect that the Water Corporation is a fairly energy-intensive organisation.  Can the minister provide further 
details about that program?   

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  I think the member is referring to the Smogbusters program.  The corporation is also 
pursuing what it - I think accurately - calls green options for power.  I will ask Mr Meinck to elaborate on that 
and provide further detail.   

Mr MEINCK:  In addition, we are signatories to the Greenhouse Challenge.  We publish our progress on that.  
The member is correct; we are a high-energy user.  We have a challenge to reduce our energy use while 
increasing our infrastructure.  We have recently concluded a significant contract for green electricity, and we 
will continue to pursue those matters.  Additionally, we are very conscious that infrastructure and mechanical 
and electrical appliances should be designed to be as efficient as possible.  That has improved immensely over 
the past number of years, and we have been able to close down older, inefficient stations and bring in new ones.   

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  What is the position of the Water Corporation or the Government on the staging 
area land held by the Water Corporation alongside the boat launching ramps at Ocean Reef?  It has been 
rehabilitated.  I know the Water Corporation must have access to the manhole in that area.  A proposal for the 
development of a Hillarys-type marina at Ocean Reef has been put forward.  Will the Water Corporation retain 
control of that piece of land, or will it be absorbed into a proposed marina?   

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  I do not want to talk about a marina project as such because that is not within my area 
of responsibility or the Water Corporation’s area of responsibility.  The Water Corporation needs to have access, 
and will continue to need to have access, to the land in question in the event that a further outlet is desired.  The 
land can be used by others.  I understand that it has in the past been offered to the local authority for use.  It is a 
matter of not erecting buildings on it.  It is like a sewer main down the back of somebody’s backyard; we do not 
build concrete swimming pools over sewer mains.  Others can use that part of the land the Water Corporation is 
concerned about, but the Water Corporation needs to have access to it at some stage.   

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  I understand that the Water Corporation will need access to the land, and that the 
growth of those northern areas means that it may need to use it as a staging post.  Is it possible that the land 
could be used not for buildings etc, but for a car park or something else over the top?    

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  I understand that the land could be used by others, but that the Water Corporation will 
need to have access to it at some stage.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I refer to the capital contribution table on page 1270.  I note that the total cost of the 
capital works program has decreased from about $480 million in 2000-01 to an estimated actual of about 
$388 million in 2001-02 and a budget estimate of $353 million.  That is a significant reduction in the capital 
works budget of the Water Corporation since the last budget of the previous Government.  Why is that the case?  
Secondly, I notice that the borrowings of the corporation have been significantly reduced and that the costs of 
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internal funds and balances have been significantly increased.  Does that have more to do with the AAA credit 
rating of the Government than with the requirements of the Water Corporation?  We have serious problems with 
our water supply.  I had thought that the Government would invest more money in capital works to provide for 
the water supply needs of the community in the years ahead.  We have a significant reduction in the capital 
works budget, a reduction in borrowings which probably has more to do with the Government’s overall finances 
than anything else, and a significant increase in the amount of internal funds and balances that are consumed for 
capital works.  Can the minister provide a rationale for that strategy?   

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  The previous Government, of which the Leader of the Opposition was a member, 
embarked on an unfunded capital works program across government that caused debt levels of government to 
rise.  If we had carried on in that fashion, we would have put the State’s credit rating at risk.  The member would 
be aware that when Governments of whatever ilk cut expenditure, people complain.  We are very conscious that 
these are difficult decisions; however, they must be made in the interests of the State as a whole.  Across 
government, the previous Government promised all sorts of works, including in-fill sewerage at certain times 
and roads in certain places, but it did not provide the financial wherewithal to fund them.  The previous 
Government, now in opposition, complains about activities not going forward, and then on the other hand if the 
Government takes initiatives -  

[10.20 am] 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  The Government is about to spend $300 million on a railway line, on a whim, so the 
minister should not talk to me about that sort of thing.  He should just answer the question about the Water 
Corporation.  When the corporation needs more money, the Government is taking away that money.  

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  I have answered the question.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  The minister has not answered the question at all; he has evaded it completely.  I 
have asked a very serious question about the budget of the Water Corporation, when there is more demand on it 
than ever before.  

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  I am telling Hon Norman Moore that, because of the irresponsible actions of him and 
the previous Government, the present Government has had to rein in the State’s finances.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Why has there been a significant reduction in the Water Corporation’s capital works 
program over the last three budgets, when one would expect, because of the drought circumstances, that there 
would be an increase in the capital works budget to make Western Australia drought-proof?  

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  I have given the honourable member the answer.  

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  I refer to the estimated total costs on page 1269.  The costs appear not to be the total 
costs of the programs, but rather the costs associated with expenditure in a single year.  That gives no real 
indication of how much is yet to be expended on those programs.  Is there any reason that the estimated total 
costs of the program cannot be included?  

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  The corporation can include them, but these figures are presented year by year.  

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  In other divisions it is done differently, and the indication can be given of the total cost.  
There is mention that the corporation will spend $9 million in 2002-03 on a five-year program to fulfil the 
drinking water guidelines set by the Department of Health.  An amount of $8 million is set aside for 2001-02, 
and on the next page a further $9 million is listed for 2002-03.  I do not know whether that $9 million is the 
second or the last amount to be expended.  

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  The program started last year, and expenditure on the program is estimated to be 
$20 million.  A year-by-year break-up of expenditure on the program can be provided as supplementary 
information.  

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  I would also like the same information on the other programs listed in this section.  

[Supplementary Information No 51] 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  Is the Perth long-term waste water outlets research - it is affectionately called 
plume - still going on?  Can the minister provide a brief outline of what it entails?  

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  My understanding is that it is still going on.  I will ask Mr Meinck to provide details.  

Mr MEINCK:  I cannot give scientific detail for this project, but it is basically ongoing monitoring of currents 
along the west coast, from Yanchep to south of Rockingham.  It is principally aimed at gaining a much greater 
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understanding of the implications of putting waste water into the sea.  The knowledge of the hydrodynamics has 
been built up over the period during which this investigation has taken place.  It will continue into the future.  

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  If another outlet had to be extended into an area where one already existed, would 
that information be vital?  

Mr MEINCK:  Correct.  The information was in part used with the recently constructed Bunbury outfall.  We 
have far greater understanding of the receiving waters.   

Hon SUE ELLERY:  On page 21 of the annual report, in the “people, safety and health” section, there is a 
photograph of a woman in what looks like a construction site.  What is the corporation doing about encouraging 
women into non-traditional positions?  My understanding of the history of the corporation is that it has a very 
male-dominated work force.  

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  I will not comment on the history of the Water Corporation, the Water Authority and 
the Public Works Department, because that history goes back a long way, and I know the honourable member 
has a very sound knowledge of it.  I will ask Mr Meinck to comment on what the corporation is currently doing 
and what is planned for the future.  

Mr MEINCK:  The corporation is focused on attempting to change the gender balance of its work force.  I would 
not say that, in total, it has been enormously successful, but it has been remarkably successful in the recruitment 
of engineers.  Over the past three years, the intake of engineers has been at least 50 per cent female.  This is 
improving the place immensely.  

Hon SUE ELLERY:  I am sure it is.  There should be more of it.  

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  In some ways, this question is a precursor to my previous question, and I am sure the 
minister will want to provide the answer by way of supplementary information.  What was the expenditure by 
the Water Corporation over the past financial year and the past five years, and what is the allocation for 2002-03 
for the provision of water supply services in Western Australia, including money spent on developing new water 
sources and maintaining water supply services?  

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  That question would need to be answered by way of supplementary information.  

[Supplementary Information No 52] 

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  This question will also need to be answered by supplementary information.  What has 
been the proportion, as a percentage, of funds expended on water demand management measures, compared with 
that spent on water conservation over the past year and the past five years, and what is the allocation for that 
purpose in 2002-03?  

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  I could take up the time of the Committee and give a detailed answer now, if I knew - 
and I do not, obviously.  This question will have to be answered by supplementary information.  

[Supplementary Information No 53] 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  When will the Water Corporation get serious about its obligations on the 
Gnarabup waste water treatment plant on the beach at Margaret River.  The waste water treatment plant was a 
planning mistake a decade ago, and its future is untenable in its current position and with its current mode of 
operation.  The Water Corporation looks like forgoing a $250 000 federal grant to assist with a solution to that 
situation, which is a very disappointing result for that community.  I realise some of the answer to this question 
may have to be supplementary information.  The whole community looks to the Water Corporation for some 
firm commitment, which is not forthcoming at the moment.  

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  In your question, Mr Deputy Chairman, you used the word “serious”.  The Water 
Corporation takes its obligations seriously.  It is not helpful to ask when it will get serious.  I note the 
subdivision, which took place some years ago.  It was not the Water Corporation’s idea to have that subdivision; 
the obligation was thrust on the Water Corporation and it has dealt seriously with the matter.  I note the member 
asked me a question about this issue several weeks ago.  Subsequently, Mr Deputy Chairman, you have been 
getting some media coverage as a result of the answer I gave, which was an accurate answer.  I congratulate you 
on that.  You asked me a question a couple of weeks ago and I answered the substance of the question on that 
occasion.  If I have anything to add to that answer, I will do so. 

Sitting suspended from 10.31 to 10.45 am 
 


