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WATER IN THE KIMBERLEY 
Grievance 

MRS C.A. MARTIN (Kimberley) [9.36 am]:  I want to bring to the attention of the house an issue in relation to 
water in the Kimberley.  I would like also to recognise one of our great leaders, Naparu Pike, who died a couple 
of years ago.  His legacy is not only his artwork but also his fight against removing water from our region.  
There are a number of issues I would like to raise.  The first is the importance of this precious resource for the 
region.  It is a really precious resource in the sense that over half the people in my electorate see water not only 
as a consumable or something to make money from, but also as a part of their culture and their spirituality.  In 
simple terms, it is called Googardi Garda, which has no English translation - or none that I have ever considered 
adequate.  It is a concept that describes how precious water is.  We know that, without water, there can be no 
life.  One of the things we need to put on the agenda is the need to look at the value of water, not only in 
monetary terms but in terms of whether our region can grow or not.  If we do not have it, we have no opportunity 
for growth, no opportunity for expansion, no opportunity to draw industry.  There are different levels of 
understanding of the importance of water. 
Over the past seven years I have been involved in many processes seeking to protect this precious resource.  I am 
an active member of Environs Kimberley, which was formed 25 years ago this year, to protect the Fitzroy River.  
It still exists because we believe the threat of damming still exists; that the need for development may result in a 
dam.  We are not interested in dams.  We know that, globally, they do not work.  After 25 years, we are still 
saying the same thing.   
As I said, there is a considerable amount of misunderstanding and misinformation about what is happening in my 
region.  There is an assumption that because we have the huge Argyle lake system, we have excess water.  In 
fact, we have only recently got to stage 2.  Stage 1 has never been completed.  We have great opportunities for 
growth in the Kimberley - for employment, for all sorts of things - and we could double the productivity of our 
agriculture and horticultural programs, and I will not go into too much detail about the opportunities for 
aquaculture.  We have so much going on up there, but we will not be able to keep going if we keep having to 
revisit the argument over removing water from the region. 

A couple of years ago there was a lot of kerfuffle about a canal.  The whole proposal was misrepresented, in my 
view.  It does not matter where the information came from.  However, the misrepresentation needs to be sorted 
out.  It was a proposal that had been presented years before, and it just popped out of the blue as some sort of 
stunt.  We have had all the arguments about canals, pipelines and big waterbags.   

Of course, there is another matter that causes me a bit of heartache.  The Appleyard expert panel is trooping 
around the joint.  I know what is happening because I read it in the paper.  I am a bit concerned about that.  The 
government has commissioned an expert panel, and it is my understanding that the panel should tell us what is 
happening through the government and to the Parliament, not through grandstanding and the media.  Having said 
that, I believe there is a lot of potential for my region, the Kimberley, to benefit from water and what is 
happening with it. 

I want to know a few things.  I want to know whom Professor Appleyard will report to and when.  I would also 
like to know whether the terms of reference have been met.  This inquiry was set up a while ago to deal with this 
question once and for all.  I have a stake in this.  I see myself as one of the key stakeholders; it is my electorate.  
Therefore, I would really like some feedback, and I would like to know when the report is due.  I thought it was 
last month.  Of course, that has not happened.  I am really interested in getting more information about it. 

The other thing that has become apparent is that my area has a problem with water.  It is not as big a problem as 
everybody says, obviously, because the water is there.  However, one of the issues that the people in my region 
have discussed is community education.  Even though we do not have water restrictions, the reality is that we 
need to value water and use it effectively and responsibly.  We need to value it as we would value any of our 
other precious resources such as gold or precious metals.  Some of the discussion we have had in my region has 
been to the effect that Perth is growing and needs more water; it does not get enough through natural processes.  
Whether it is desalination or recycling - it does not matter what it is - it will cost money, and somebody will have 
to pay for it in the end.  I am suggesting that it should not be the Kimberley.  It is limiting the Kimberley and its 
potential for economic growth, economic prosperity and population growth.  We want industry to come to our 
region, but we need to have the resources in place to ensure that that can happen.  As I said, we need to look at 
desalination, and recycling for the long term.  Some cities around the world have been doing that for 70 years.  I 
hope that the strategy will answer some of my questions, and that as soon as it is available, I will get a copy of it. 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Minister for Water Resources) [9.43 am]:  I thank the member for 
Kimberley for her grievance and fully support her statements about the value of water.  In raising those matters, 
she was able to open up a little, given her limited time, on how valuable that water is and the different areas in 
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which that value is shown.  Clearly, the Kimberley has a very different climate from that in the south west.  It 
has different water issues.  The member quite rightly pointed out that the effective and efficient use of that water 
is important.  However, given the different scenario in the Kimberley, perhaps we need to look at a different 
approach to make sure that people understand how precious the water is and that they use it as efficiently as 
possible.  The member also alluded to the Ord irrigation scheme.  It is a very large irrigation scheme, and a 
further, massive expansion, as was originally planned, is now being considered.  That is a key element of our 
water policy in the Kimberley.   

Of course, the issue that raised the need for the expert panel to look at taking water from the Kimberley to Perth 
is the climate change in the south west.  It has been very marked.  The average inflow into Perth’s dams has 
dropped from 350 billion litres a year in 1975 to 120 billion litres, on average, for the past nine years.  The actual 
run-off into the hills storage dams for the south west is now down to about a third of what it was previously.  In 
fact, the stream flow into Perth’s dams in the winter of 2001 was the second worst on record.   

We are trying to face those challenges, and we have done that through a policy of security through diversity.  We 
have opened up new ground water sources.  Three new bores into the Perth Yarragadee have been functioning 
for a few years.  We have looked at proving up the south west Yarragadee as another new water source.  We are 
also looking at what other sources there might be.  The desalination plant, which will come on line later this 
year, will provide 45 gigalitres and increase our sources by some 17 per cent.  We must keep looking for new 
water sources, but that is not the only part of it.  We have looked at water trading, so that water that has been 
used for irrigation in an inefficient way can be used more efficiently, and the surplus made available for sale for 
higher value use.  We have looked at recycling.  A major plant at Kwinana has been constructed by this 
government.  We are looking at managed aquifer recharge, whereby the used water goes into the ground and can 
be withdrawn.  There are pilot projects in that area, and more have been planned.  We have also looked at 
increasing the run-off into the dams.  The trial at Wungong started this year.  In the area of water efficiency, we 
have a very effective rebate scheme so that we can make sure water is used efficiently and we therefore save 
water.  It is a very diverse approach to ensuring we give greater security to our water supply.   

However, the issue that the member centred her grievance around was the potential of bringing water from the 
Kimberley and the role of the expert panel in assessing the options.  I can give the member a very clear 
undertaking that when we get the panel’s report and use the data in it to make a decision, the government will 
look at the triple bottom line.  It will look at the environmental impact, the economic impact and the social 
impact.  Clearly, the member is very concerned about how those matters will impact on the Kimberley.  We will 
look at the benefit for the whole state.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  You are starting to sit on the fence. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Is the member feeling a bit nervous? 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  No.  However, the public won’t cop bringing down waterbags. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The member for Cottesloe really slipped up on this one, so I know he might feel very 
nervous.  However, the member for Kimberley has a very genuine grievance.  There are always issues about 
transferring water between different regions.  We have been doing that for more than a hundred years, from 
Perth and the surrounding hills to the goldfields.  The people of the Kimberley do not want the water to be 
removed if it will have a negative impact on their environment and on the social and cultural value of the water.  
We respect and understand that.  We will make sure that any decisions made by this government take that into 
account.  If we are to look after Perth’s water and look at the potential water sources right across the state, we 
need to have sound data on which to base our decisions.  We will not simply fly off and make an announcement, 
whether it is to spend billions of dollars or just a few million dollars, without having sound information.  The 
expert panel will provide a much larger set of data on which we can make decisions about the availability of 
water from the Kimberley and the possibility of that water being transported to Perth.   

As the member indicated, there have been some delays in completing the report.  However, my advice is that 
there will be a report to government this month.  I have not yet seen where the draft report is at, but I know it is 
being worked on, and I expect that very soon we will have a report from that panel.  The panel looked at the 
possibility of a canal, as was put forward by the Liberal Party at the last election.  The panel has also looked 
broadly at whether there are other options, such as bringing it down in waterbags, which is what happens in 
Turkey, in the Mediterranean.  That is a method that was found to be effective there for some time.  Clearly, this 
expert panel is independent of government.  It has been given quite adequate resources to ask all the right 
questions to try to find whatever answers are available.  It will present that report to the government and it will 
then be able to determine whether there is a viable way of bringing water from the Kimberley.   

Members are aware that Ernie Bridge, a very popular Minister for Water Resources, was very involved in this 
issue; it was his hobbyhorse.  The report he prepared on piping the water to the metropolitan area indicated that 
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the energy costs would be great.  The amount of energy that is needed to pump water from the Kimberley to 
Perth is greater than the amount of energy required to run a desalination plant.  Why would the government 
spend billions of dollars extra to install a pipeline when all the environmental issues need to be sorted out and, 
compared with a desalination plant, more energy would be required?  Perhaps some of the proposed schemes 
will prove to be viable.  We wait with interest for that report and I appreciate the interest of the member for 
Kimberley.   
 


