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Division 72: Swan River Trust, $12 422 000 � 
Hon Ken Travers, Acting Chair. 

Hon Donna Faragher, Minister for Environment. 

Mr R. Hughes, General Manager. 

Mr C. Mather, Manager, Riverpark. 

Ms R. Shadbolt, Manager, Strategic Programs. 

Ms R. Spencer, River System Manager. 

Mr J. Wong, Business Manager/Chief Financial Officer. 

The ACTING CHAIR: On behalf of the Legislative Council Estimates and Financial Operations Committee, I 
would like to welcome you to today�s hearing, and apologise for our late commencement. Before we begin, I 
must ask you to take either the oath or affirmation. 

[Witnesses took the oath or affirmation.] 

The ACTING CHAIR: This hearing is being held in public although there is discretion available to the 
committee to hear evidence in private either of its own motion or at witness request. If for some reason you wish 
to make a confidential statement during today�s proceedings, you should request that the evidence be taken in 
closed session before answering the question. 

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. 

Members know to sit towards the front of the chamber to assist witnesses when answering questions. 

It will greatly assist Hansard if when referring to the Budget Statements volumes or the consolidated account 
estimates, members give the page number, item, program, amount, and so on in preface to their questions. Again, 
I draw that to the attention of members. 

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. 

For the benefit of members and Hansard, I ask the minister to introduce his advisers to the committee, and for 
each adviser to please state their full name, contact address and the capacity in which they appear before the 
committee. 

[Witnesses Introduced.] 

The ACTING CHAIR: At this time, I would ask each of the witnesses whether they have read, understood and 
completed the �Information for Witnesses� form. 

The Witnesses: Yes. 

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

The Witnesses: Yes. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I know that it is not usual to have the Swan River Trust at this forum, but can I ask the 
minister to outline the underlying philosophy of the trust and what it does to achieve those objectives? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: The Swan River Trust plays an important role in Western Australia. Obviously, it 
has a role in respect of our catchments. It has a catchment to coast approach to our rivers. More recently, it has 
released for public comment a draft water quality improvement plan. It does a lot of survey work. Obviously, in 
its regulatory role, it deals with developments that impact on our rivers. It is also leading the development of a 
healthy rivers action plan and a number of other pieces of work on contaminants and nutrients in our waterways. 
Clearly the Swan River Trust works with a range of other agencies that have an interest in this area, such as the 
Department of Environment and Conservation, the Department of Water, the Department of Agriculture and 
Food and others. As the member said, the Swan River Trust does not always get an opportunity to say a few 
words, so I will pass to the general manager who might also be able to provide some information.  

[3.30 pm] 
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Mr R. Hughes: I thank the minister for that opportunity. We are an unusual organisation in many respects. 
There is no agency like this in any other jurisdiction. As the minister said, we have a range of functions that are 
mirrored more or less to the same extent by other waterways managers, but our role goes out into the catchment. 
Obviously the fate of a waterway is dictated by what is happening in the catchment, so we are working from the 
catchment in land management down to the shorelines where we deal with development processes, as the 
minister said, and work on the water�s edge to establish a healthy foreshore. We then work in the waterway itself 
dealing with matters of water quality and waterway use. Obviously the Swan and Canning Rivers system is a 
very popular waterway. Many members of the community use it in different ways. That is therefore part of the 
challenge that the Swan River Trust faces. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Can the minister outline what she regards are the major factors impacting on water 
quality and the general ecological health in the Swan and Canning Rivers? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: There are a number of issues. A key issue is nutrients in our waterways. 
Obviously the Swan River Trust plays a key part in that with respect to the water quality improvement plan, as I 
said in my previous answer. Obviously, there are a number of other factors with which the Swan River Trust is 
involved. The trust is constantly monitoring river health, whether it be issues surrounding contaminants and the 
like, oxygenation or a range of other factors. We want to make sure that the Swan River is here for both us and 
those in the future. The Swan River Trust, therefore, actually does a considerable amount of work on 
investigating opportunities for improving river health. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I note that the budget papers say that sources of excess nutrients entering the waterway 
need to be addressed, and examples are given in the budget papers. I note that the minister underlined that as one 
of the key factors impacting on water health. The examples in the budget are poor fertiliser management in urban 
gardens, public parks, golf courses and agricultural land, which the budget papers say need to be addressed. How 
serious is that problem? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: It is clear that we need to reduce nutrients entering our waterways; no-one would 
deny that. We need to look at a range of opportunities to reduce nutrients entering our waterways. There are a 
range of factors, whether it be from the agricultural point of view, the individual�s point of view or the actual 
items that people put down their drains. The Swan River Trust takes quite a holistic approach to the issue of river 
health. It is fair to say that there are constraints on our river.  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: By �holistic�, does the minister mean from catchment to coast?  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: Yes. In addition to that, the Swan River Trust is working with other departments 
and agencies not only to improve our waterways, but also to identify the location of the actual problems, 
contaminants and the like. Obviously some contaminants have been there for many years. Recent research right 
across the area was undertaken by the Swan River Trust and released through the Department of Water, which 
identified a number of hot spots�if I can call them that. East Perth was one of those hot spots. I suppose these 
are historical problems. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: They are separate problems, though. They are identified in the budget papers as 
separate problems to the problem of nutrients. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: The member asked me a general question about the constraints on the river. I am 
saying that a host of issues affect the river. Some are long-term issues. Others issues are present but are issues in 
areas that the Swan River Trust is obviously working on with other agencies, such as the Department of Water 
and the Department of Environment and Conservation. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I want to dig down a little more on this matter. The minister would be aware of the 
recent reports from the Department of Water that suggest we need to halve the amount of water-soluble 
fertilisers going into the waterway. Does the minister agree with that? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: As the member is aware, a fertiliser action plan was commenced by the previous 
government, and that continues. There is a clear view that we need to reduce nutrients entering our waterways. 
Two trials were commenced under the previous government. Although no new funding was provided by the 
previous government to deliver on that plan, we have announced funding of around $610 000 for further trials, 
particularly for demonstration projects as well as trials for alternative soil amendments. We are also looking at 
the issue of water quality per se through the natural resource management program. Obviously that is within the 
portfolio of the Minister for Agriculture and Food, but quite clearly matters surrounding natural resource 
management quite significantly affect the Department of Environment and Conservation, and we are a very big 
player in that regard, if I can put it that way. Water quality is one of the key areas that is looked at in natural 
resource management.  
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[3.40 pm] 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: The minister may want to refer to some of her technical experts. My specific question 
is: does she agree with the report that the Swan and Canning Rivers can handle only half of the level of nutrients 
currently dumped in there manually? The water report said that the nutrients need to be reduced within the next 
seven years.  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I understand that report says that the nutrients need to be reduced by around 
50 per cent. Mr Hughes might have some further details on the modelling.  

Mr R. Hughes: That modelling was done by the Department of Water on our behalf to develop the �Swan 
Canning Water Quality Improvement Plan�. We have taken a more sophisticated approach to the sub-catchment 
so that we can look at the nature of the individual catchments and what approach might be needed to get the best 
outcome from water quality at that more localised level so we can be more targeted in our approach. Fertiliser 
application is one of the things we need to address, but there are other issues, such as more efficient irrigation 
systems and our nutrient intervention program where we construct wetlands at the end of the drainage system or 
re-engineer the drainage system so water through the landscape is slowed, so that some of the nutrients can be 
taken out of the water that has reached the drainage system. Another action is to go back further up the 
catchment to engage in things such as water sensitive urban design so that the new land developments we create 
are not delivering the problems that traditional developments have done. A range of actions can be taken in 
response to the question of what percentage of nutrients need to be pulled out of the system. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: The minister will be aware, because we have discussed this several times in the house, 
that the key point of the previous government�s fertiliser action plan is that it contained mandatory provisions to 
phase out water-soluble fertiliser. Why is a voluntary scheme better?  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I think the member is referring to the Fertcare program in terms of the voluntary 
scheme. As I said in the house during another debate, that is one avenue that is being pursued by the government 

through the Minister for Agriculture and Food. It is an important initiative. In addition, that is but part of the 
work that is being done �  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Is the minister still looking at mandatory schemes?  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I have said that the fertiliser action plan continues. As I have just said, a couple of 
the demonstration projects were started in Busselton and Coolup. As I also said, no funding was provided by the 
previous government for the fertiliser action plan. Within the last month we have announced some funding of 
around $610 000 to expand those trials as well as look at specific trials on soil amendments, both in the urban 
and regional setting. It is new money going into further work. Obviously a range of other programs are being 
done through the Swan River Trust and the Department of Water. I cannot provide information on everything the 
Department of Water is doing. It is certainly undertaking a range of activities on water quality.  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Nothing the minister has announced so far in her term of office has contained 
mandatory provisions. They were the key to the fertiliser action plan as it was formulated by the previous 
government. Is the minister still considering mandatory provisions? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: The target remains. As I said, the fertiliser action plan continues. We are 
committed to not only putting in the $610 000, as we have done, but also looking at the plan in the context of the 
broader natural resource management funding. As I said, that is under the portfolio of the Minister for 
Agriculture and Food and the Minister for Water. However, the environment is probably an equal partner, as 
such, on natural resource management. Water quality is one of the particular areas that all ministers have 
identified that needs to be addressed. From my point of view�I think it is clear from the government�s point�
issues surrounding water quality are not simply matters for the Swan River Trust or the Department of 
Environment. A number of agencies have a role to play. A number of ministers are obviously sitting around table 
to discuss the natural resource management aspect, such as the Minister for Water, the Minister for Agriculture 
and Food and me. I suppose in looking at the issue of water quality, we must look at it from that whole-of-
government perspective, and that is what we are doing.  

The ACTING CHAIR: I am sorry, Hon Sally Talbot; I will have to move on to Hon Giz Watson�s question. We 
will not be able to go over time on this; we will need to finish at 4.05 pm.  

Hon GIZ WATSON: I submitted some questions earlier. 

The ACTING CHAIR: That reminds me. The answers to the questions on notice are now tabled.  

Hon GIZ WATSON: Excellent; that makes things easier. I referred to some answers the minister gave in 
relation to a question that was related to significant issues impacting on the agency, referred to on page 913 of 
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the budget papers. I asked which of the strategies that the trust is using to address excess nutrients entering the 
waterways are considered to be the most successful. The answer was that no single action could successfully 
address the impacts of excess nutrients. I must say that, putting on my environmental science hat, I find that 
rather unhelpful, to be quite frank. Surely there must be some way of grading which actions are more useful. I 
understand a range of actions working together would be more useful than a stand-alone action, but there must 
be some assessment of whether, for example, using slow-release fertilisers would have a significant impact on 
water quality compared with streamlining, vegetation or any other actions. Can we have another go at answering 
that question?  

Mr R. Hughes: As you know, it remains a fact that no single response is going to do what we need it to do. If 
we turned off the catchment today, and cut out all sources coming from the catchment, we would still have an 
issue in the river for many years to come because there is a massive store of nutrient sitting in the sediment. As I 
said, we must do things out in the catchment and down into the river. One of the things that we do, for example, 
in dealing with that bottom end of the story in the river itself is to try to interrupt, if we like, that nutrient release 
from the sediment in the waterway. We do that via the oxygenation program. That works very well as a stand-
alone tactic, for example, in the Canning River, where we have more control on the system. It is upstream of 
Kent Street Weir.  

Hon GIZ WATSON: Can Mr Hughes elaborate on how it works well? I do not think that it works terribly well.  

Mr R. Hughes: I will get the river system manager to provide a technical explanation. Nitrogen in particular is 
locked in sediments that are released under �  

Hon GIZ WATSON: I understand technically how it works. I am interested in some evidence of what outcome 
it produces.  

Mr R. Hughes: There have been no algal blooms in the upper reaches of the Swan over the past two or three 
years. We monitor the oxygen levels every week so we know that we have acceptable oxygen levels in the 
waterway. As well as the nutrient circumstances we want, they create an ideal habitat for the other creatures in 
the waterway.  

Hon GIZ WATSON: What does it cost to oxygenate like that?  

Mr R. Hughes: I think it costs $140 000 a year to run two oxygen plates in the upper Swan and cover some 
operational issues such as electricity and the like.  

Mr R. Hughes: With regard to the other part of the member�s question on slow-release fertilisers in the 
waterway, the advice we have, from the Department of Water in particular, is that that would be incredibly 
important for us to achieve in this state for our waterways. Hence the Swan River Trust is part of the fertiliser 
action plan.  

Hon GIZ WATSON: If that is the case, why is that not going to be a mandatory requirement? It seems to me 
that further research will not prove anything that we do not already know about the impact of slow-release 
fertilisers. I understand that soil remediation could have an additional benefit. But I think the science in terms of 
slow-release fertilisers is complete. 

[3.50 pm] 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: Mr Hughes may have some further things to say about that but the advice to me is 
clear: these trials need to happen and so that is what is happening. We are expanding the trials commenced under 
the previous government. The member mentioned soil amendments and I think it very important that we do that 
work. I just think that it is very important. I am advised that we need to do this work and that is why we have 
committed funds to do it. I refer the question to Mr Hughes. 

Mr R. Hughes: Yes; I think one of the things that looks different to me is the willingness of the fertiliser 
industry to come to the table. It has sat with the government working group and said that it can now deliver the 
products and that it wants to trial them to see if they maintain the productive capacity of farmers so that they are 
not harmed. The industry is confident that it can make those products work on the ground. The fertiliser industry 
has also become a lot more sophisticated in the way that it is reaching out to its farming constituency. The 
Fertilizer Industry Federation�s Fertcare accreditation program has meant that farmers are more willing to come 
forward because they do not want to waste money because a brand of fertiliser that should not be hitting the 
ground is hitting the ground. I think the economics of it will drive this as much as anything else will.  

Hon GIZ WATSON: Is the minister confident that voluntary uptake will meet the need? I suggest that a target 
of 50 per cent reduction in seven years is minimal. Surely we need to be achieving outcomes as quickly as 
possible. We already have a severely impacted system. Is the minister confident that a voluntary system will 
ensure those targets are met in that time frame? 
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Mr R. Hughes: I think that in many aspects our work is done in partnership with people. A small agency such as 
the Swan River Trust could not possibly run a regulatory regime; it would not work. A voluntary approach is 
always our best approach. Having some regulation in the back pocket is always helpful, and we have powers that 
relate to our patch of the river, but they are not appropriate to enforce something like a fertiliser action plan. I 
think that across the board our best approach is a cooperative one.  

Hon GIZ WATSON: Is it not the case that the Swan and Canning Rivers Management Act allows for 
prescriptive requirements for land management such that the minister has the capacity to require certain land 
management formulas? I seem to remember debating the bill. If it is the case that the science would say that a 
mandatory requirement for the uptake of slow-release fertilisers would achieve the result more quickly, why 
would one not choose to use that legislation to require that? This debate has been ongoing for at least 30 years in 
this state, so no farmer could suggest that he did not know�it has always been a matter of when.  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: With regard to the act per se, I understand that river protection notices can be put 
in place, to use one example. Mr Hughes has confirmed that for me. 

As I said, we are very committed to reducing nutrients in the waterways. The reality is that there are a number of 
players in this process, including, obviously, farmers, but they are not the only players. Clearly, matters relating 
to fertilisers significantly impact on the agricultural industry. In addition to that, obviously, there are matters 
surrounding developments and the like, right down to individuals and what individuals do�such as individuals 
or small enterprises who may put down a drain something that should not be put down a drain. It is an across-
the-board issue, and we are doing the work that we need to do. We are doing more in the first short term of this 
government by increasing funding to the fertiliser action plan, which funding was not there previously. We are 
committed to looking at further initiatives through the natural resource management program, as I have 
mentioned, as well as other programs in other agencies. The Department of Environment and Conservation and 
the Swan River Trust are not the only agencies that have to take responsibility for our rivers and water quality. A 
number of water quality improvement plans either have been finalised or are out for public comment. From my 
point of view, we have to pull those reports together to make a fulsome response to water quality issues. It is 
great to have all these reports, but we need to pull them together to identify strong actions that can be taken by 
the relevant agencies.  

Hon PHILIP GARDINER: My comments carry on from that of Hon Giz Watson. I am of the view that 
farmers�agriculturalists�care for their land and what happens downstream even more than anyone else does 
because they have been living with it. As a practising farmer who lives in the area�that is, not the Avon or 
Swan areas, but north�I do not know what the research really says about how much of our phosphorous goes 
downstream. I refer the minister to page 912 of the Budget Statements and the $3.5 million allocated to 
waterways management, which I presume covers a strong river-monitoring focus so that we can determine where 
the phosphorous is really coming from. Phosphorous and nitrogen fertiliser use should have significantly reduced 
for structural reasons; that is, minimum tillage�that is, cereal cropping�which has really come on in the past 
10 or 15 years, would have held those nutrients in the soil much better. Cereal cropping has taken over from 
grazing in which superphosphate fertiliser was spread out on the bare ground in March and April. What would 
happen? The season would break, and the fertiliser may�I am not saying it was; but it should be reliably 
measured�be washed into the river. I was intrigued by the line item �The extent to which management water 
quality targets are achieved in the Swan-Canning catchments for phosphorous� and the steady figure of 80 per 
cent on page 913 of the Budget Statements; in actual fact, that figure should have significantly declined for 
structural reasons. Twenty years ago Northam was all grazing; now it is�I do not know the exact figure�
probably 80 per cent cropping; therefore, the run-off should be less. My question is two-fold. With that 
$3.5 million, I would hope that the real focus is on establishing the facts about where on the river that nutrient 
run-off is happening and whether it is mainly agricultural or city-based run-off. As an agriculturalist, despite 
$1.4 million being budgeted for communication, I do not know the story. I understand that there is some question 
about the blue-green algae and its relationship to nutrient run-off�originally I thought there was a relationship. 
People in rural areas need to be communicated with. That communication is probably best coming from the 
Department of Agriculture and Food by way of its newsletters. That communication is needed, but it begins with 
the Swan River Trust�s research. I hope that there is a real focus in the way that $3.5 million is allocated so that 
we can identify and better understand what is going on; is that the case? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I might ask Mr Hughes to respond. 

[4.00 pm] 

Mr R. Hughes: The percentage loss, for example, of phosphorous from agricultural applications has been 
mapped by the Department of Agriculture and Food and much of that study was in the original work that led to 
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the development of the fertiliser action plan. I do not have those figures here, but, as the member stated, that 
work was certainly critical to our understanding of what should be done.  

It is really important to just quickly balance that with the understanding of the urban setting because the urban 
setting is as much of a problem, if not more of a problem, for us. It is not about tackling the rural sector in 
isolation; it is very much about tackling the urban environment as well. That is why we are talking about 
household gardeners and the practices of everyone out in the garden so that our response to that is through the 
great gardens program, which is very intensive, but it is getting down at the very local level and working with 
homeowners and saying, �Well, this is how you have a good garden with less impact on the environment.� It is 
also about working with the managers of urban parkland�that is, local government�and we work hand in glove 
with them in many areas of the waterway and they are doing great work in managing their irrigation and nutrient 
systems. Like I said in relation to farming, no-one wants to waste money putting on more fertiliser if it is going 
to run away and fertilise algae in the waterway. Therefore, yes, it is part of that money the member was talking 
about; I cannot give him the percentage of loss, but that study was done by the Department of Agriculture and 
Food in relation to rural areas. I think the Department of Water has also done some work in relation to the 
behaviour of urban land managers, either domestic gardeners or parks managers. 

Hon PHILIP GARDINER: Can the minister indicate roughly what percentage of that $3.5 million for 2009-10 
is actually directed to getting a fix on where this nutrient wash is coming from? 

Mr R. Hughes: Which page number is the member referring to? 

Hon PHILIP GARDINER: Sorry, I was referring to the waterways management line item in the service 
summary table on page 912. 

Mr R. Hughes: Sorry, the area that we are talking about actually is expensed in service 3, the �Environmental 
Management Programs� line item. The waterways management program relates more to our river park 
management, which is where we are doing compliance work out on the waterway and so on. Therefore, it is 
actually in service 3, which is the bigger area of our expenditure � 

Hon PHILIP GARDINER: Okay. Is a percentage of that roughly directed to the area we are talking about�the 
$10 million? 

Mr R. Hughes: The bulk of that service is directed at water quality, and the bulk within that�I cannot give the 
member an exact percentage�is directed at nutrients. Some of that service is in relation to non-nutrient 
contamination, but far and away our key driver is nutrients in the waterway. 

Hon PHILIP GARDINER: Okay, so we should be getting results in the not too distant future; that is, some 
real, clear, definable results. 

Mr R. Hughes: I think we are getting them now, but yes. 

Hon PHILIP GARDINER: The Swan River Trust is getting them now; okay. I guess we need to know about it. 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: The minister heard me in my maiden speech two nights ago talk about my hope that the 
Swan River foreshore area would be developed sometime soon in regard to the programs that we have going 
forward. Given the time, the minister may not be able to answer this question fully. I refer to the fourth dot point 
on page 913 that deals with the issue of riverside development and use pressures, and the fifth dot point that 
deals with the development of a river protection strategy. I have talked about developing the river foreshore. I 
wonder whether the minister could give me an update on that strategy. How will those two things work together? 
Will the river protection strategy override any development that might take place? I do not know whether there is 
enough time for those questions to be addressed now. 

The ACTING CHAIR: It looks like the minister might have a written response that she may be able to table for 
our benefit. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I think it relates to two issues�namely, the Perth waterfront issue and more 
generally, river protection. The Perth waterfront issue is being led by the Minister of Planning; however, the 
Swan River Trust is part of the stakeholder task force. I requested that the trust be included on that task force 
because, obviously, the Swan River Trust has a very important role in protecting the Perth waterfront. The river 
protection strategy is an ongoing strategy that is being led by the Swan River Trust. I recently wrote to ministers 
who have an interest in and statutory requirements with respect to the river asking for their support in the 
development of that strategy.  

I understand that the Swan River Trust recently met with a number of representatives from both government 
departments and community groups. A number of discussions have been held with respect to management 
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objectives and broad strategies for the river. Mr Hughes might be able to provide an update in relation to that, 
though. 

Mr R. Hughes: If I can perhaps relate the two questions together. The river protection strategy is required by the 
Swan and Canning Rivers Management Act. It is about setting that overarching blueprint for management of the 
river in the long term. That deals with things like water quality, which we have already talked about, but, 
importantly, it maps out the blueprint for how the community sees the river being developed. It certainly would 
not clash with any proposal to have a project like the Perth waterfront development proposal; rather, it sets a 
framework in which at least the Swan River Trust approaches that. It is not on a collision course in any sense.  

The ACTING CHAIR: As Hon Phil Edman has been waiting quietly and patiently, I will give him the last 
question of this session, if that is all right with Hon Liz Behjat. 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: Of course it is. 

Hon PHIL EDMAN: I have two questions for the minister but, with the time that is left, I will ask only one. On 
page 912 of the Budget Statements, under the heading �Service Summary�, I refer specifically to item 4, which is 
the communication of environmental information. Can the minister explain what community programs are run 
by the trust and how effective they are?  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: The Swan River Trust runs a number of programs. Those programs involve both 
younger generations and older generations, if that is a fair thing to say. There is the Great Gardens program, 
which Mr Hughes has already referred to. In addition to that, there is the River Guardians program, which is a 
volunteer program. It is involved in a range of scientific activities. It was involved fairly recently in looking at 
the health of our dolphins. There is a dolphin watch program. In addition to that, there is a Ribbons of Blue 
program, which is a program that particularly involves teaching schoolchildren about waterways and how they 
can do their bit, if I can put it that way, to improve our waterways. That is a very successful program. I 
understand regular surveys are undertaken � 

The ACTING CHAIR: Minister, I am sorry to interrupt, but maybe you can take the rest of the answer on 
notice. I apologise for that.  

[Supplementary Information No E1.] 
The ACTING CHAIR: We have now gone over time. I wanted to get a little of the answer in for Hon Phil 
Edman. We need to finish off so we can get the next session started on time. Again, I thank the advisers and 
remind members that if they have any further questions, they can place them in writing with the clerks. We will 
reconvene in three minutes.   

[4.10 pm] 
 


