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Division 21:  Goldfields-Esperance Development Commission, $1 640 000 - 
Mrs D.J. Guise, Chairman. 

Mr E.S. Ripper, Treasurer representing the Minister for Goldfields-Esperance. 

Mrs J. Anderson, Manager Corporate Services. 

Mr L.W. McMahon, Principal Policy Officer. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I draw the Treasurer’s attention to page 382, specifically the first dot point, which deals 
with the provision of health services to the Kalgoorlie-Boulder and greater goldfields community.  I remind the 
minister that his government had allocated in the forward estimates of last year’s budget some $6 million for a 
much-needed upgrade of Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital. There was a further upgrade in next year’s forward 
estimates of some $18 million.  The budget, when it came down a week or two ago, for some reason did not 
contain any money this year for the Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital upgrade, and in fact the $18 million from last 
year has now been mysteriously reduced to $2.8 million.  Notwithstanding the fact that it is a matter that 
obviously comes under the Department of Health, as the representative of the Minister for Goldfields-Esperance 
I am sure the Treasurer will have a good explanation about why this money has disappeared from the budget, 
and I would like to hear it, if at all possible. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I am struggling to find the dot point that the member is referring to. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  It is the first dot point on page 382.   

[4.20 pm] 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I ask the member for Kalgoorlie to read the first dot point.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  It reads, “Growing community demand for the availability and delivery of key health, 
education, policing and other community services is a priority issue.”  I put it to the Treasurer that the 
government has not treated it as a priority issue given that the $6 million formally allocated in the forward 
estimates for this year’s budget is not in the budget.   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Madam Chair, I your seek guidance about how to deal with this matter.  The Minister for 
Goldfields-Esperance is not ministerially responsible for health, education or the police budget in the goldfields-
Esperance region.  It is a matter of how the estimates committee process should operate.  Madam Chair, I seek 
your guidance about whether we deal with the budgets of those departments in this division or whether we deal 
only with the budget of the Goldfields-Esperance Development Commission.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The dot point clearly states that the Goldfields-Esperance Development Commission has 
been dealing with the growing demand for health services in the Kalgoorlie-Boulder region.  I appreciate that the 
member for Belmont, as Deputy Premier and Treasurer, may not have a good understanding about why that 
money has disappeared from the budget papers.  If his advisors cannot give an explanation, I would be happy to 
receive a formal explanation by way of supplementary information.  

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The member for Kalgoorlie can appreciate what he likes; however, it is a question of how 
the estimates committee process should work.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  It is entirely reasonable that the Minister for Goldfields-Esperance would know why the 
biggest single financial commitment to the goldfields has disappeared from the budget paper.  

The CHAIRMAN:  In terms of the line item and capital expenditure, the question must be asked of the Minister 
for Health.  However, there is a line item under division 21 that refers to the Goldfields-Esperance Development 
Commission.  If the minister can respond to the line item that comes under “Significant Issues and Trends” with 
any involvement that the Goldfields-Esperance Development Commission might have in forwarding the issues 
that the member has asked about, that is a reasonable link.   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Given that am the Treasurer, I will give the member an answer beyond what would normally 
come from the Goldfields-Esperance Development Commission portfolio.  The government must have a realistic 
capital works program.  We have a $21 billion program over the next four years, which includes next year 
$72.3 million for waste water and water supply upgrades throughout the goldfields; $59 million for 
improvements to the goldfields regional road network; $3.5 million for a replacement police station at Leonora; 
$3 million for a Fire and Emergency Services Authority volunteer co-located station at Esperance; $2.8 million 
for upgrades to the Kalgoorlie court complex; $2.7 million for upgrades and improvements to the Esperance 
port; $1.4 million to complete the Eastern Goldfields Regional Prison upgrades and for continued replacement 
planning; $1.1 million for upgrades to the Curtin University of Technology Vocational Education and Training 
Centre in Kalgoorlie; and $650 000 for the development of the South Boulder quarantine yard.  They are some of 
the elements of the $21 billion program for the goldfields.  We do not face a limitation on government financial 
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capacity; rather, we face a limitation on the capacity of industry to physically deliver all of the projects that the 
government and the private sector are seeking to procure.  We have reached the stage at which adding more 
projects to the capital works program will run the risk of compromising the cost performance and deadline 
performance of projects that are already on the program.  The government had to make a difficult decision about 
how it could get a more realistic capital works program that would be more consistent with what industry could 
deliver and that would help to preserve value for taxpayers.  If we dump a lot of projects on the market 
simultaneously, prices will go up and delays will increase and the value for money for taxpayers will be 
compromised.  We have deferred a number of projects; indeed, $565 million worth of projects have been 
deferred.  Most of the deferrals are short term - that is, six or 12 months - while others are a little bit longer.  Of 
course, the advocates for a particular project will regret that their project has been deferred.  Some projects have 
to be deferred, otherwise all projects face being deferred by the market and the industry.  It is a question of 
sitting back and not doing anything and letting some projects - we do not know which ones - be, in effect, 
deferred by market conditions or of making a choice on the basis of what we know about the current state of 
planning for each project, the readiness for each project and other considerations and deferring those projects.  
The projects that have been deferred have not been cancelled.  The Kalgoorlie hospital project will be delivered.  
It will not be delivered according the original time table, but it will be delivered.  In the meantime, a hospital is 
operating in Kalgoorlie and it is providing health services.  Of course, we would like to upgrade that hospital, 
and we will.  Market conditions mean that we cannot deliver the entire capital works program in the timeline 
originally contemplated.  We would be fooling people if we said that we could.  Willy-nilly, some projects 
would be delayed, but we would not know which ones.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I take from the Treasurer’s answer that he is concerned that the government cannot find 
tradesmen and project managers to carry out the project.  Do I also take it from his answer that if tradesmen and 
suitably qualified project managers were found to undertake that task, the money would be reinstated and the 
project could move forward?   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  This matter cannot be considered in isolation from the rest of the capital works programs.  
Yes, in principle, we could shift resources from another project to that one.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I am not referring to shifting resources.  I am referring to some company coming into the 
market and saying that it has suitably qualified people who can handle the Kalgoorlie hospital project at a 
reasonable price.  What would be the Treasurer’s reason for not accepting that scenario?  

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The impact of the diversion of resources from other important capital works.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  What if this particular company was not building anything for the state government? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Is the member suggesting that this company would not be using any Western Australian 
labour or equipment?  The answer is that anyone doing this would be drawing on Western Australia’s resources.  
It is not a question of a shortage of government resources; rather, it is a question of a shortage of industry 
resources.  It is a global problem.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  How can the Treasurer say that with a straight face? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I can say it because I have talked to people in the private sector who are trying to get their 
projects developed.  A major resources developer told me that what his company is doing now will take 
30 months whereas five years ago it would have taken 22 months.  The project will cost double what it would 
have cost five years ago.  That is the condition of our industry.  The more we tip into the market, the more we 
make costs on existing projects rise and the more we add to the risk of delays on existing projects.  We have to 
be sensible and pragmatic.  The member for Kalgoorlie could try to run the sort of campaign he has been trying 
to run in Kalgoorlie, giving his rare attention to the electorate.  He can do that.  I would have thought that the 
member would have been more interested in what is happening in the Kingsley area, judging by the rumours that 
I have heard about his branch membership in the Liberal Party.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The Treasurer should not say silly things in Parliament.  Someone will ring him and he will 
have to justify his comment. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I am talking about rumours.  If the member for Kalgoorlie wants to deny absolutely that he 
has any interest in a metropolitan seat, he can go ahead.  I will accept his word for it.  Is the member for 
Kalgoorlie denying that he is fishing around for a metropolitan seat? 

[4.30 pm] 
The CHAIRMAN:  It would be more useful if we concentrate on the budget estimates and not be diverted from 
that. 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I have one very quick question on this subject.  I have heard the Treasurer give some airy 
fairy answers in this place, but the one he just gave is possibly the worst and the one with the least credibility. 
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Mr E.S. RIPPER:  According to the member there is a lot of competition for that honour in my answers! 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I have never heard such rubbish before.  Is it not true that the Treasurer intends to pay for 
his grand promise to fund the Fiona Stanley Hospital in Perth with the money that was formerly allocated to the 
Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital? 
Mr E.S. RIPPER:  That is absolutely untrue.  The money that is being allocated for the Fiona Stanley Hospital 
construction account is, in effect, new money.  It is the cash surplus from the 2006-07 financial year.  We have a 
cash surplus and every year we have to decide what to do with the cash surplus.  Do we retain it as a financial 
asset or use it to pay off debt?  On this occasion we are going to use it to construct the Fiona Stanley Hospital.  
We have a massive capital works program; we are spending $324 million next year on health capital works, 
which is double what we spent last year.  There are capital works projects in health right across the state; for 
example, in Port Hedland and Broome.  We will do the Kalgoorlie hospital upgrade; it is certain to be done.  It is 
just that the state of the market means that some projects, regrettably, have to be deferred in order that we can 
deliver the rest.  That is not a financial matter; that is a matter of the operational capacity of industry.  I can 
assure the people of Kalgoorlie that we intend to deliver that hospital. 
Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I draw the Treasurer’s attention to the seventh dot point under “Major Initiatives For 
2007-08” at page 385 of the Budget Statements.  It refers to “Monitor and engage, where relevant, on the 
Goldfields-Esperance water pipeline situation.”  What work has been done in monitoring and engaging?  What is 
the nature of the commission’s representation to the Economic Regulation Authority on this project?  What is the 
commission’s position on the project? 
Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The position of the commission on the project is the position of the government.  It is a 
government agency and whatever the policy of the government is, that is the policy of the commission. 
Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I would like to hear it. 
Mr E.S. RIPPER:  What the government is doing with the United Utilities Australia proposal is to assess it on 
the basis of its capacity to deliver water more cheaply than the avoidable cost for the Water Corporation.  That 
matter is the subject of negotiations between the government and UUA.  The State Solicitor is conducting 
negotiations on behalf of the government.  At my request, the ERA conducted an inquiry into the UUA proposal 
and it said that the government should assess the UUA proposal on its ability or otherwise to beat the avoidable 
cost to the Water Corporation that would otherwise be paid if the Water Corporation were to continue supplying 
all the water that the goldfields area demands.  There is an issue about the amount of water that will be 
demanded in future.  That is the rule that the government is applying.  The State Solicitor is negotiating with 
UUA to see whether UUA can meet that requirement.  Of course, the Goldfields-Esperance Development 
Commission is a strong supporter of development in the goldfields-Esperance region; that is its role.  Its role 
within government has been to point out the regional development advantages were such a project to go ahead. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  What is the cost of delivering one kilolitre of water to the goldfields under the goldfields 
agricultural water scheme at present?  The Treasurer said that the commission’s position is the government’s 
position.  No doubt, the government is then supportive of the proposal. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  In answer to the first question, there is an ERA report on this matter; it is a public report.  
That is information the member should access. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I would like the Treasurer to say in Hansard what the cost of a kilolitre of water is. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The answer is to be found in the public report put out by the ERA.  If I were to go into any 
more detail, I believe I would run the risk of compromising negotiations between the State Solicitor and UUA.  I 
believe the report includes an assessment of the cost of the Water Corporation supplying water.  One of the 
difficulties in this arena is that people seem to doubt the Water Corporation’s reporting of its costs in this matter. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I am one of them. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  For the record, let me note that the members for Avon and Roe appear to be among the 
sceptics on this issue.  That is why we referred the matter to the ERA, which conducted a public inquiry.  The 
information is in the public arena.  That is the information that is available to the member; it is a good report.  I 
recommend a close read of it.  It lays out the rules that a rational government would follow or should follow in 
assessing this proposal. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  What about this government? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  We are one of those governments. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  There have been two reports.  There is an initial report and the Treasurer is saying that he is 
still going through the other report.  The process is taking an awfully long time.  It has taken all the time that I 
have been in Parliament, which is obviously not a long time -  
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Mr E.S. RIPPER:  It feels like an awfully long time to me, member! 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  Maybe, but the issue is that we have had an initial report that stated that the costs 
outweighed the benefits.  There has been another report, but the Treasurer is saying that people are still working 
through those issues, although it has been two and a half years.  What is the situation with the report now?  Is it 
sitting on the Treasurer’s desk waiting for some sort of cabinet decision on the matter?  The state is very short of 
water and the government has just given the okay for a $1 billion desalination plant.  There is provision in 
Esperance to supply much-needed water to the goldfields and to other parts of the state.  I am concerned and 
perplexed - as are the people of the goldfields-Esperance region - about why the project, which has $450 million 
of United Utility Australia’s money, is still being assessed. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  People are sensitive to the price of water.  The ERA has recommended a pricing path for 
water in the metropolitan area.  When I announced the government’s basic acceptance of the ERA 
recommendations - not quite in their entirety but a basic acceptance - there was quite a deal of sensitivity about 
the price of water.  We do have to get the price of water right.  There are two key questions regarding this 
project.  What price will people be paying for water, and what level of risk will be borne by the private operator 
compared with the level of risk borne by the government?  That matter has been put in the hands of the State 
Solicitor to negotiate with United Utilities Australia, and negotiations are proceeding.  The Goldfields Esperance 
Development Commission is not involved in the negotiations.  Its role is to represent the region’s interests and to 
point out to the government the regional development advantages.  The commission has done that, and has 
played its role well, but the actual negotiations are between the State Solicitor and UUA, and they are ongoing at 
the moment. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The eighth dot point on page 385 reads -  

Encourage and monitor the provision of residential and industrial land to meet the development needs 
of towns within the region. 

My information from another inquiry is that gas reticulation to both Kalgoorlie and Esperance has reached 
something of a standstill.  Does the Goldfields Esperance Development Commission have a view, a paper or a 
position on both residential and commercial reticulated gas in those two communities?  One of the services 
provided on the land referred to in the dot point may or may not be gas. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I am advised that the Goldfields Esperance Development Commission is not working on gas 
reticulation issues.  I can recall that in 2004 the Office of Energy was working on gas reticulation issues in 
Esperance.  The member may wish to pursue this issue with the Minister for Energy in his estimates committee 
process. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I was more interested in the process of development.  The argument is that the 
goldfields uses more diesel fuel than the whole of Victoria.  I am not sure whether that is true, but it is quoted to 
me from time to time.  It is possible that natural gas will be a significant fuel for heavy machinery in the 
transport and mining industries.  I am interested to know whether the Goldfields Esperance Development 
Commission is looking at that because I would have thought it a very significant issue for the commission. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I understand the point the member is making.  I am advised that this is not currently an issue 
that the Goldfields Esperance Development Commission is working on.  However, given the member’s 
comments, it may be something that the commission could examine during the forthcoming financial year. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I will leave the matter alone now, but I will make just one point.  The chances are 
that one of the things that will happen on the pipeline is a compressor for natural gas provision to the transport 
industry in Kalgoorlie.  That will be quite significant for Kalgoorlie.  It is also in my interest, because Merredin 
is another place that will be fed by truck, because vehicles will need about a 500-kilometre radius for fuelling.  
In the goldfields region it will be about supplying natural gas to mine sites and earthmoving operations. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I am trying to determine what the member’s interest is.  Is he interested in the provision of 
trucked liquefied natural gas to mine sites, or the provision of lateral pipelines, or is he talking about compressed 
natural gas for transport operations? 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  It will be for the driving of motors.  There will be specialised motors running on 
natural gas, which will be delivered by truck.  However, since Kalgoorlie has a pipeline, the opportunity for it to 
be a service centre for the process for an area of a couple of hundred kilometres around the town is significant, I 
would have thought.  I am asking that because it also increases the activity for gas in general, both commercial 
and residential.  I understand that gas provision has not expanded in the residential areas of Kalgoorlie for some 
years. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  There are certainly areas in which natural gas is not available. 
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Mr E.S. RIPPER:  An officer from the minister’s office is present, and I am sure he will relay this discussion to 
the minister.  The minister’s office will determine whether there is a need for the Goldfields Esperance 
Development Commission to be involved in this issue, or whether the Office of Energy has it in hand. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The third line item of the income statement on page 388 deals with grants and subsidies.  
This is a simple request, and may need to be answered by way of supplementary information.  Could I be 
supplied with a list of all the grants approved for the past year and all the grants that were rejected for the same 
period? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  It is an interesting exercise when an important question about the budget is framed in that 
way.  I will supply the member with the information.  Through the Goldfields Esperance Regional Development 
Fund, the following applicants were successful in the 2006-07 financial year: Ravensthorpe Community Child 
Care, the Shire of Coolgardie, the Shire of Menzies, the Shire of Leonora, the Marine Information and Rescue 
Group Australia, the Ravensthorpe and Hopetoun Area Promotions Committee, the Festival of the Wind, the 
Esperance Pony Club, the Shire of Ngaan yat jarraku, the Royal Flying Doctor Service Eastern Goldfields 
Section, and the Kalgoorlie-Boulder Cemetery Board.  I have information about what those grants were for.  
Perhaps it might be useful to provide the list as supplementary information, including what the grants were for.  
The member is also asking for a list of unsuccessful applicants.  Last year he asked this question, and the answer 
was that it is not normal practice to provide information on unsuccessful applicants as it may cast that 
organisation in a negative light.  Successful applicants, however, can be viewed on the Goldfields Esperance 
Development Commission website.  I will not promise to provide that supplementary information in the light of 
the minister’s answer last year.  I am not the minister.  However, if the member places the question on notice, I 
am sure the minister will consider the answer that can be given.  In the meantime, I will provide information 
about who got the money, and for what.  

[Supplementary Information No A18.] 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Further to that dot point, can the Treasurer tell me the exact reason that he is refusing to tell 
the Parliament of Western Australia which applicants were unsuccessful? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I am not the minister responsible for this portfolio; I am the representing minister.  
Therefore, I will be guided by the approach taken by the actual minister when a similar question was asked last 
year.  That does not mean that the minister will necessarily give the same answer.  I am just saying that, in the 
light of the answer given last year, it would be inappropriate for me, on my own accord, to change the minister’s 
approach.  The member should allow the minister to consider the matter through a question on notice.  One issue 
that has been pointed out to me is that if an organisation has applied for a grant and has been knocked back, it 
might not want that known. 

[4.50 pm] 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I think it is the minister who might not want that known. 
Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Let us say that an organisation applied for a grant and it looked like a worthy project but it 
was refused because it was judged not to have the organisational capacity to deliver the project.  Would that 
organisation want it canvassed in the press that there had been an assessment of its organisational capacity and it 
had been found wanting?  It might not want that released.  It might be that the minister would have to approach 
all the unsuccessful applicants and ask them whether they will give permission for this information to be given to 
Parliament.  That is why it is better to put the question on notice.  I am not saying that the minister will not 
answer it; I am just saying that in the light of the minister’s answer last year, I will not change the policy on the 
run.  I will let her reconsider the issue, and that can be done through the member putting the question on notice. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Further to the Treasurer’s answer, he has touched on a good point.  He said that it was 
possible for the government to approach the unsuccessful applicants and request their permission for that 
information to be given to the Parliament.  Would the Treasurer undertake to do that? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  What I will do is draw the minister’s attention to this exchange between us.  A staff member 
of the minister is sitting next to me, and I am sure that she will be advised of the tenor of the member’s remarks. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Will the Treasurer undertake to get back to me and let me know whether he is prepared to 
seek the approval of those unsuccessful applicants? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The correct approach is for the member to put a question on notice, and the minister will 
answer that question. 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  What am I doing here then?  I might as well leave.  I am out of here.  This is a waste of 
time. 
Mr E.S. RIPPER:  A number of the member’s colleagues would share that view. 
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Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  It is a complete waste of time. 
The CHAIRMAN:  Order, member! 
Mr P.W. ANDREWS:  Ravensthorpe is well removed from my electorate.  I cannot ever remember going there. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  It is a great little town. 
Mr P.W. ANDREWS:  It is a nice place?  I had a phone call from a constituent about the availability of 
residential land down there.  I refer to the sixth dot point on page 384, which essentially says that the 
commission has worked with the Shire of Ravensthorpe on residential land access.  Can the Treasurer give me 
some indication of how successful that was?  I understand that it was setting up some sort of suburb of 
Ravensthorpe.  To what extent has that been delivered? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I have some familiarity with Hopetoun and Ravensthorpe issues because of my other 
capacities as Minister for State Development and Treasurer, so I can provide some information.  Considerable 
land releases occurred at Hopetoun because quite a number of the employees of the Ravensthorpe nickel project 
want to live at Hopetoun.  The government is currently dealing with issues associated with the Hopetoun and 
Ravensthorpe land release that have not yet been fully resolved.  One issue is that, on advice from 
BHP Billiton Ltd, the number of people who want to live at Hopetoun seems to be considerably larger than had 
previously been contemplated, which raises questions about the adequacy of the proposed waste water treatment 
plant and whether a bigger plant should be built, and, if so, how that should be funded, and so on. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  There are power issues and a few other issues. 
Mr E.S. RIPPER:  There are also power issues.  Although the Ravensthorpe nickel project is a very good 
project for the development of the south east of Western Australia, these areas have very low levels of existing 
infrastructure, and the influx of people requires the government to resolve a lot of issues.  The role of the 
Goldfields-Esperance Development Commission is to keep the government informed of these regional issues and 
local perspectives and of the advantages of infrastructure being developed for the region.  Other government 
agencies have to solve these issues, and some of them are still in the process of being resolved. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I refer to the first dot point under “Major Achievements For 2006-07” on page 384.  The 
goldfields-Esperance transport upgrade program highlighted, prioritised and advanced urgent transport 
infrastructure upgrades within the region.  Can the Treasurer indicate the three highest priority programs for the 
urgent transport infrastructure upgrades?  In that consideration, was the transport corridor to the port of 
Esperance on that list? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The advice I have indicates that GETUP was established in August 2006 to consider the 
region’s transport infrastructure needs into the future, prioritise the major transport infrastructure requirements 
for the region and identify funding opportunities.  I think that means that the group is paid to put some pressure 
on me!  The committee has met on several occasions and has identified the following priorities: the Esperance 
port access corridor, the Leonora to Esperance rail track upgrade and development, the Esperance port upgrade, 
intermodal terminals, and South Coast Highway.  The purpose of the committee is to deliver real outcomes by 
engaging all levels of government, industry and the community.  I think the commission is doing its job.  It is 
identifying regional priorities and bringing all the local stakeholders together to try to advance the case on a 
united front to all the different levels of government and industry that might come up with the infrastructure 
funding required.  If the member wants to talk about how the government is responding on those issues, he 
would need to address his questions to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, who will have much more 
detail about scheduling and planning issues than I can provide. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I refer to page 384.  The member for Southern River raised the issue of residential land and 
the Shire of Ravensthorpe.  Hopetoun is in the Shire of Ravensthorpe and, as the Treasurer rightly indicated, 
there is an issue with the waste water treatment plant.  The Mary Ann Waters estate has increased from about 
300 residents to probably more than 600.  Because there is no waste water treatment plant in Hopetoun, the 
waste water is trucked to Ravensthorpe each day.  What is the commission’s position on this issue, and what is it 
doing in this very important area of successfully working on the residential land access?  Obviously, residential 
land access must come with support infrastructure, and the treatment of waste water is a very important part of 
that.  I believe that that could be a rate-limiting step in this access.  What is the commission doing in dealing 
with the waste water treatment deficiency in that residential development? 

[5.00 pm] 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  My advice is that the Goldfields-Esperance Development Commission was working on these 
issues, but the Ravensthorpe shire has appointed a person who is working on these issues.  I can advise that I 
have had a role outside the Goldfields-Esperance Development Commission, as Treasurer and Minister for State 
Development, in considering these issues.  I have met with BHP Billiton to discuss the workforce that it 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 22 May 2007] 

 p57b-63a 
Mr Matt Birney; Chairman; Mr Eric Ripper; Dr Graham Jacobs; Mr Max Trenorden; Mr Paul Andrews 

 [7] 

contemplates will be living in Hopetoun.  I have met with the president of the Shire of Ravensthorpe to discuss 
the shire’s concerns about issues in Ravensthorpe and Hopetoun.  My office has discussed the matter with 
LandCorp.  We do not yet have a definitive solution for these issues, but there is awareness at very senior levels 
of government of the issues and their urgency, and we are working on them. 

The appropriation was recommended. 
 


