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Division 34:  Environment, $29 080 000 - 
Mr J.R. Quigley, Chairman. 
Dr J.M. Edwards, Minister for the Environment. 
Mr D. Carew-Hopkins, Acting Director General. 
Mr B.J. O’Neil, Director, Corporate Services. 
Mr P. Parolo, Manager, Finance and Administration. 
Mr R. Sippe, Director, Policy and Coordination. 
Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I refer to page 542 and the delivery of services.  The 2004-05 budget was $13.842 million 
and the 2004-05 estimated actual was $19.637 million.  Will the minister please explain the increase of nearly 
$6 million?   
[11.30 am] 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Yes, this is to do with supplementary funding of $1.48 million that is associated with the 
Standing Interagency Committee of CEOs; the decommissioning of the Brookdale site, which will receive 
$3.5 million; the Keating review, $600 000; native vegetation clearing controls, $1.2 million; biodiversity, 
country Bush Forever or Swan Bioplan, $400 000; and deferrals of $3.517 million associated with contaminated 
sites projects.   

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  Projects such as the Brookdale decommissioning will obviously happen.  I would not have 
thought that it would be an unknown factor in the budget.   
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The exact sum of money can be somewhat unknown.  The sad history of such sites is 
that, generally speaking, their clean-up often turns out to be more expensive than the best estimate given.  That 
may have something to do with rising construction costs. 
Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  What does SIAC do? 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The Standing Interagency Committee of CEOs contains the group of officers who 
consider the approvals process.   
Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I refer to the first dot point under environmental policy on page 542, which refers 
to the implementation of the Perth air quality management plan initiatives.  It states that air toxics studies have 
commenced that involve the analysis of air chemistry in Kwinana, the Perth central business district and 
Duncraig, which is in my electorate, as well as regional centres such as Port Hedland and Collie.  The analysis 
will obviously occur in Collie around the coal-fired power station.  What funding has been set aside for this 
project?   
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I have the figures somewhere but I cannot immediately find them.  It is in the millions of 
dollars.  An amount of $1.2 million will be spent in Collie alone over two years under the strategic air quality 
framework.  The air toxics studies have already commenced.  Tests have been run since January on a number of 
toxic substances.  The first toxic substances that were studied were polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons.  The level 
of PAHs recorded in the CBD, Duncraig and other areas have been compared.  I understand that the highest 
levels were recorded in the Perth CBD.  I am giving this information to the member as it was given to me by the 
officers.  It needs to be peer reviewed before it is released.  The studies are being conducted at those sites and the 
results compared between the sites.  Once the data has been verified and a peer review undertaken, it will 
immediately go up on a specific web site, which will release the results.  A final report will be produced later in 
the year.   
Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I refer to the item on waste management on page 543 regarding the better management of 
hazardous waste.  What stage has the Core Consultative Committee on Waste, or 3C, reached in determining 
locations for a new hazardous waste precinct, as there is still widespread community concern about what is 
happening with hazardous waste in Western Australia?  
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I thank the member for his question and also for the interest in this project shown by him 
and the Leader of the National Party.  As all members would be aware, no-one particularly wants hazardous 
waste facilities in their backyard, so the 3C process was initiated.  A woman from the Chamber of Commerce 
and Industry of Western Australia and the head of the Contaminated Sites Alliance co-chair this project.  The 
first stage was to consider the criteria for the location of such a site, and the second stage was to determine the 
criteria for what could go into a site.  Both sets of criteria have been workshopped through the community and 
have gone through cabinet.  The group came up with a list of nominated sites towards the end of last year.  It was 
the absolute early first cut.  Something like 954 sites - it was a strange number - were put on the list, which was 
made available to the public in January.  As the member is aware, that list raised some eyebrows and concerns.  
They have been working through the sites and matching them against the criteria, such as their distance from 
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major facilities, the quietness of the location and access to rail lines.  The number has been whittled down.  The 
intention is that around eight sites will be exhibited in 2005-06 for public comment and consideration.  Cabinet 
will then endorse probably about three sites.  What is coming through from this process is that we will need more 
than one hazardous waste precinct.  WA is so huge that to have just one precinct would involve too great a cost 
in transporting waste from one end of the state to the other.  Work is proceeding.  Written into the timetable are 
further parliamentary briefings.  Members opposite have availed themselves of parliamentary briefings, and 
more will be provided later in the year.  Once the list has been whittled down to a certain number of sites, 
expressions of interest will be sought from companies that want to go onto those sites.  We want on those sites 
not only hazardous waste operators but also other industries that can build on the opportunities presented by the 
waste; some people’s waste is often someone else’s resource.  When the sites and the expressions of interest are 
determined, it will then go through a formal environmental assessment process.   
Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I refer to the table on page 544 and to service 3, regulation of contaminated sites, which will 
receive an estimated budget of $10.432 million in 2005-06.  I ask the minister to briefly identify some of those 
sites and how their management will be influenced by the Contaminated Sites Amendment Bill 2005, which was 
recently passed by the Assembly.   
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  First, the variation between the 2004-05 budget and the 2004-05 estimated actual amount 
relates mainly to supplementary funding for remediation works at College Grove, which is near Bunbury.  This 
site was identified as needing remediation.  LandCorp will be the government entity responsible for working 
with the City of Bunbury on that project.  Money has been set aside for that purpose.  Work is occurring on the 
contaminated site in Bellevue, which is being cleaned up.  There are a number of others, but I do not have a list 
in front of me.  The major difference that the legislation will make is that it sets out a framework that everyone 
can understand and provides a hierarchy of contamination and outlines who is responsible for the clean-up.  Over 
time, some sites have become so valuable in their own right that the clean-up has been driven by the owner of 
the site, who wants to develop it for a much higher use.  A really fantastic site is Minim Cove in Mosman Park, 
which was a contaminated site.  The land was so valuable that development was able to occur.  The clean-up was 
part of that process.  I understand that a profit was made at the end of the day.  The nature of some sites will 
drive their clean-up.  However, there will always be what we refer to as orphan sites, for which we cannot find 
the owner or the owner cannot pay for the clean-up.  Such sites come under the control of the government, and 
LandCorp undertakes the clean-up on behalf of the government.   
Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I refer to the major policy decisions on page 543, which lists decisions taken prior to the 
state election, including decisions regarding native vegetation clearing controls.  An amount of $500 000 has 
been provided in this year’s budget but nothing in the out years.  What is that $500 000 for?  Have there been 
any prosecutions under the new clearing regulations? 
[11.40 am] 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  That is a new allocation of money made specifically towards the end of last year for 
native vegetation clearing controls.  When we introduced changes to the Environmental Protection Act to bring 
in these controls, new moneys were introduced and they are embedded in the budget, so to speak.  This was a 
one-off allocation to help with the number of applications we received at that time. 
Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  That was to try to speed up the process? 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Yes.  We are working through those applications.  We will be making some changes 
shortly to the regulations to make it somewhat easier for the mining sector.  That sector is finding it is more 
caught up in this allocation than was anticipated - certainly more than we had anticipated. 
Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I think we said that might happen. 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The Department of Industry and Resources will have the delegated authority from 1 July 
to deal with a lot of those matters.  That will be helpful as well.  I am aware of no prosecutions.  I will ask the 
director general to comment. 
Mr D. Carew-Hopkins:  There have not been any prosecutions under the Environmental Protection Act, but we 
have prosecuted a person for clearing controlled land without a licence in a country water supply area.  That was 
a prosecution under the Country Areas Water Supply Act 1947 in July last year. 
Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  The first dot point on page 546 under major initiatives for 2005-06 reads -  
 Implement the Perth Air Quality Management Plan with major initiatives aimed at reducing vehicle 

emissions and haze from domestic wood heaters.   
How much funding has been provided for this initiative?  Can the minister advise by way of supplementary 
information the number of occasions in the past financial year that monitoring has shown levels above 
acceptable levels set by the World Health Organisation?   
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Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  We will undertake to provide by way of supplementary information the levels that 
exceeded World Health Organisation emission standards for the past financial year. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  The monitoring has shown levels above that over the past financial year.  My 
other question related to the funding allocation for the management plan. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  We will provide supplementary information about breaches of World Health 
Organisation emission levels.  We do not always use that standard.  We will provide the member with 
information about the monitoring and about any breaches of standards.  Generally speaking, our air quality 
monitoring is very good.  The standards were breached in January when we had that dreadful haze all over the 
city, which was perfectly understandable.  We have finally been able to attract money for emissions testing 
through a national program.  We will be introducing a diesel vehicles emission testing pilot program in Western 
Australia in 2005-06.  We are very keen to tackle issues connected with diesel vehicles, because we know the 
load of particulates they contribute into the air shed can be significant, and we know that a badly-tuned diesel 
engine can emit a lot of black smoke.  We were very pleased with the wood heater program that we ran last year.  
We set a target of 300 wood heaters we wanted to buy back.  Three local government areas were involved.  As of 
yesterday, 155 people in the City of Joondalup took advantage of the program, 98 in Melville, and 27 have been 
confirmed in Kwinana, possibly going up to 31.  As the take-up in Kwinana was so low, we allowed some of that 
money to flow through to the northern suburbs, where there was much greater interest.  We are looking at how 
we can continue that project.   
The CHAIRMAN:  The first request for supplementary information concerns breaches of World Health 
Organisation levels and the number of times the standard has been breached. 
[Supplementary Information No B11.] 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  We will also undertake to provide supplementary information about the funding levels 
from the Perth air quality management plan for major initiatives in 2005-06. 
[Supplementary Information No B12.] 
Mrs J. HUGHES:  I refer to the second dot point under waste management on page 543 of the Budget 
Statements.  With the increasing slant towards secondary waste treatment in the regions, is a degree of control 
also being put on emissions from combustion-type secondary waste treatment programs?  Will that be included 
in the controls and licences? 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  That is a very good question.  I will have to provide a slightly long answer.  First, any 
major new proposal is referred to the Environmental Protection Authority and an assessment is done, either a 
formal assessment with ministerial assessments attached - a number of projects have gone down that track - 
alternatively, if the project is much smaller, it must have works approval and a licence.  Both those requirements 
include a period of public consultation so the public can have input.  The government has also set up a series of 
technical assistance grants, with one grant of up to $10 000 being available to the community when a particular 
waste project is proposed.  I think the technical assistance grant has been used once, but it has been really helpful 
when community groups have wanted to buy in their own expertise to counter what might be in a proposal 
document or to answer some of the detailed technical questions.  Therefore, that new initiative and those levels 
of assessment are involved.  In addition, all landfills are licensed and the department has been checking those 
licences.  I have also asked the Waste Management Board to present me with further information and refinement 
about standards for landfills.  I will receive that report some time in the new financial year.  In addition, because 
of issues that have been raised with me, I have also asked the board to investigate standards for municipal 
compost, because if we can get it right, we can assist particularly regional communities with really good quality 
compost.  Some Australian standards are applicable, but I think we need to look at our own Western Australian 
situation with our types of soils and our own needs.  We may need our own set of guidelines. 
Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I refer to the third dot point under environmental impact assessment on page 543.  My 
question concerns the south west Yarragadee water source development project.  What is the date of completion 
for the project and what are the costings for the project so far? 
[11.50 am] 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The south west Yarragadee project was put forward by the Water Corporation.  As the 
proponent, the corporation is bearing the cost of pulling together that project and taking it through the system.  
This division only deals with the environmental assessment of that project.  While the Department of 
Environment and the EPA have communicated with the Water Corporation, at this stage the corporation has not 
yet submitted its formal proposal to the EPA for assessment.  It will be assessed at the highest level of the 
environmental review and management program, which has already been determined, which means it will be 
open for 12 weeks of public comment.  The EPA will oblige the Water Corporation to make a document 
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available to the public for 12 weeks.  The Environmental Protection Authority will then publish its own bulletin 
of what it thinks of that proposal, where it should go and the conditions it should have.  The bulletin will be open 
for a two-week appeal period and the Minister for the Environment will make a final decision following the 
appeal period.  Quite separately to that, the Water Corporation is engaging in what it refers to as a sustainable 
assessment process.  As part of the Water Corporation’s examination of the south west Yarragadee aquifer, it has 
commissioned a host of studies to examine biodiversity issues, indigenous heritage issues, economic issues and 
the future water-use needs of the area, which was particularly interesting.  The Water Corporation, therefore, will 
make available a host of documents to the community, particularly the community in the south west, to look at.  
A decision on the water licence will be made by Minister Kobelke, as that matter comes under the Water and 
Rivers Commission Act.  The proposal must go through a number of steps.  It must go through an EPA 
assessment in which the Minister for the Environment is the final decision maker.  Separately, but at the same 
time, it must also apply for a water licence allocation.  Environmental issues also tie into that, so the EPA keeps 
a very close eye on that process.   
Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  The first dot point on page 543 refers to environmental protection policies.  I ask the 
minister where the Swan coastal plain wetlands plan is at.  It was taken off the agenda before the election and I 
hope it is not like the greater Bunbury regional scheme, which managed to appear with exactly the same scope 
after the election.  This is a very contentious issue that affects a lot of people in the regions and I want to know 
where it is at. 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  As the member is aware, I appointed three people to go away, do some more work and 
come back to me with a regulatory impact statement.  They were due to get back to me at the end of May, but 
they are finding that it is a bit more complicated than they anticipated.  I have therefore extended the date to the 
end of June.  Simon Holthouse, who has a good planning background, is chairing that committee.  He is a 
landowner somewhere around Brunswick - I cannot quite remember the area - so he has been able to provide 
very good input.  I have had one very good meeting with the committee and I am meeting with it again soon.  I 
have had a lot of communication with the committee and asked it to explore the whole issue, including 
environmental values, the definition of wetlands, the economic impacts and to explore further some of the 
statements made allegedly by banks.  I will get a good report from Mr Holthouse.  I will then consider it and 
make further decisions in light of the recommendations from that report.   
Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  Is there any money in the out years for the Swan coastal plain wetlands policy?  Obviously, 
incentives for landowners was one initiative that came up as part of the Swan coastal plain wetlands plan.  Has 
any money been set aside for that in future? 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  There is money, but more particularly in the CALM budget than in the Water and Rivers 
Commission budget, for the management of and work associated with wetlands.  The scheme we released about 
a year ago provides assistance to property owners who have wetlands as well as bushland on their land.  
Assistance is also available through the Bush Tender program that we released at the end of last year to property 
owners who have wetlands on their land.  I think the member has probably flagged an issue that will emerge 
when the regulatory impact statement group reports back to me. 
Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  About 50 per cent of the wetlands identified under the Swan coastal plain wetlands plan 
was located on crown land so that there was no private owner impediment to management plans being formed 
and remedial action being taken.  Has any work been done on that 50 per cent of crown land under the Swan 
coastal plain wetlands policy? 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The policy itself has two aspects: the older lakes policy and this Swan coastal plain 
wetlands policy.  Some work has occurred over time, but no particular work has occurred ahead of a final 
decision being made on the environmental policy. 
Mr J.N. HYDE:  My question relates to page 543, native vegetation clearing controls, and concerns Perth 
Airport.  What is the situation with Perth airport?  Do the owners meet the very stringent and important controls 
that we as a state apply to native vegetation?  I note that the new long-term parking area at Perth airport appears 
to be halfway to Bunbury for those of us trying to get to a checkout counter; it has wiped out a whole area.  I 
would be interested to know whether the landowners of Perth airport are meeting those requirements.  Coupled 
with that, it looks as though Perth airport is about to slug air travellers with increased costs for security, yet as a 
monopoly business of the worst kind, it does not appear to be meeting the full financial requirements that other 
landowners must meet. 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The sad reality of what is going on at Perth airport is that it is commonwealth land and 
therefore state acts have no jurisdiction.  The Environmental Protection Act does not cover that parcel of land.  
We have taken further legal advice and double-checked, but we are shut out of that process.  I have been 
concerned about the environmental and biodiversity values on that land.  It would be really good habitat for 
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reintroducing the western swamp tortoise.  There has been resistance to that, although I understand from CALM 
that following further discussions recently, the airport owners are now more open to those sorts of translocations 
occurring.  The Bush Forever program has identified values there but a lot of clearing has occurred.  I wrote to 
the previous federal Minister for the Environment and Heritage, Dr Kemp, raising these concerns and I have also 
had correspondence about what is going on with Senator Ian Campbell, the current Minister for the Environment 
and Heritage.  The Urban Bushland Council WA held a seminar in spring last year, which was attended by the 
environmental officer and others from Westralia Airports Corporation Pty Ltd.  From that seminar it looked as 
though we would get a much better working relationship with the corporation.  Some things occurred but 
clearing continued.  A memorandum of understanding signed by the former Liberal government of Richard 
Court and the Westralia Airports Corporation stated that Perth airport would consult with us and would work to 
our standards; however, that has not eventuated.  Being an MOU, its nature is essentially that of a gentleman’s 
agreement; therefore, we are unable to take any action.  I have, therefore, had major concerns about what is 
happening at Perth airport.  I have been in communication with my relevant counterparts over time.  I am 
unhappy with what is going on, and I guess that is why I am jumping up and down a bit about the proposed 
brickworks.  On looking at how management has occurred on that site in the past and the commitments that were 
given, I can see that the commitments have not been abided by. 
Mr J.N. HYDE:  If there is an MOU signed by the former Premier, I ask on notice for any information on 
whether the airport informed the minister.  If there is an MOU, does it have the same reporting conditions for an 
ordinary person or a poor farmer in some of my colleagues’ electorates?  In creating the new car park and other 
recent works there, has every reporting condition been met?  It is conceivable that the land contains underground 
plants and many other native species that are native to that sand plain.  I attended the Bush Forever conference 
last year and was staggered at the biodiversity of that site.  If the department has been notified, we should give 
the airport credit; but, if not, we should know about it.  
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I understand that the department has not been notified.  The communications tended to be 
one way.  We have been notified by third parties, so we have raised it with the federal authorities.  The easiest 
thing to do is for me to table my correspondence to the federal ministers by way of supplementary information, 
as that will spell out the incidents and our concerns.   
[12 noon] 
The CHAIRMAN:  I want to confirm that further supplementary information will be provided. 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  In response to the member for Perth’s question, I undertake to table the correspondence 
between the Minister for the Environment and the federal Minister for the Environment and Heritage regarding 
the Perth airport bushland. 
[Supplementary Information No B13.] 
[Mr P.B. Watson took the chair.] 
Mrs J. HUGHES:  I refer the minister to the fourth dot point of the major initiatives for 2005-06 regarding the 
regulation of discharges to the environment on page 548 of the Budget Statements.  The government plans to 
complete a review of all high and medium-high priority licences to improve enforceability.  I am raising this 
issue because some new businesses are being developed to harvest pine plantations and to remove the stumps 
and so forth that will be combusted and used to generate electricity.  What measures will be put in place to 
control the CO2 emissions those businesses generate?  Will all those new businesses be placed under this 
licensing regime and be evaluated straightaway? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Certain types of facilities and processes are required to be licensed under the 
Environmental Protection Act.  A review of licences was conducted about three years ago and at the same time 
we reviewed enforcement issues.  The combined reviews showed the need to write licences that better reflect the 
activities that are being carried out and are written in plain English so it is very clear what are the obligations of 
holding a licence.  A clearer and more relevant licence is more easily enforced.  We have worked through the 
850 types of licences that are issued by the department.  We have made sure that the licence holders understand 
the conditions of the licence, how they are to be carried out and how problems can be enforced.  We have set 
priorities on doing that because some licences are more important than others, and some licences are issued for 
certain categories of industries rather than one-off licences, which can be variable.  When the necessity for 
drawing up a licence arises, it is assessed.  The department advertises the proposed assessment and asks for the 
community to provide input.  An appeals period after the licence has been issued allows people who have 
problems with the licence to seek a resolution to those problems.  We are instituting a program to issue licences 
every three years rather than annually because annual licensing does not necessarily achieve great gains.  A lot of 
assessments will be conducted on the first licence to be issued and hopefully the licences can then be reviewed 
every three years.  That will allow more information about the licence to be reviewed.  The department is also 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 8 June 2005] 

 p260b-266a 
Mr Brendon Grylls; Dr Judy Edwards; Ms Katie Hodson-Thomas; Dr Graham Jacobs; Chairman; Mrs Judy 

Hughes; Mr John Hyde 

 [6] 

considering instituting environmental approval plans, which is a new way of undertaking the licence process.  
The businesses to which the member referred probably would be licensed, depending on what they did, and the 
licensing process would consider the CO2 emissions.  Over time standards change.  That is one way changes are 
made to the level of emissions that are permissible. 

Mrs J. HUGHES:  With regard to the licensing, if a high level of importance was placed on a particular 
development, would air testing be conducted in that vicinity from time to time in line with the implementation of 
air quality controls and so forth?  Would that type of testing be done on those types of sites on a regular basis? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Whether testing was done because of the conditions of a licence would depend entirely 
on the licence.  Some licences may allow the emission of a product that is of interest to the department.  The 
product could be emitted to the air shed, in which case some monitoring would be required.  Alternatively, the 
department might be interested in ground water issues that would require ground water monitoring.  The licences 
and the commitments that are made through the licensing processes reflect what could potentially be harmful 
first and foremost to the community, because the public health issue is the highest bar, and then down the scale it 
would reflect any damage that could be done to the environment.  Under the licensing system, the government 
has the capacity over time to put in place monitoring and testing procedures to check whether a new problem is 
emerging. 

Mrs J. HUGHES:  Are those types of tests conducted totally independently or does the government conduct 
them?  Who conducts them? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I could provide an array of answers to that question.  All testing that is undertaken must 
be done through accredited laboratories.  That provides an immediate measure of peer review and assessment.  
Sometimes the department undertakes the testing and on other occasions it is undertaken by other entities such as 
the Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation if the matter is extremely complicated and 
requires the expertise of the CSIRO.  The tests can be undertaken also under the supervision of the proponents 
themselves.  All information is reported to the department and checked off against the department’s quality 
assurance parameters. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I cannot draw the minister’s attention to this item in the budget because I cannot find it.  
Why is there no mention of dry land salinity control in this document?  I cannot see any identifiable major 
achievements or initiatives for dry land salinity control in either 2004-05 or 2005-06, which is the most 
significant threat to the state’s agricultural production over the next few decades. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The Department of Environment will spend around $4 million a year on salinity.  This 
amount compares with amounts spent by the Department of Agriculture, which spends between $7.5 million and 
$9 million a year, depending on the circumstances, and the Department of Conservation and Land Management, 
which spends about $8 million a year on salinity programs.  Under this division, which deals with environmental 
protection, the Department of Environment has a much lesser role to play on salinity matters.  The division that 
deals with the Water and Rivers Commission shows much greater reference to salinity.  The same department 
services that division, but that is the part of the budget papers in which that matter appears.  For the member’s 
edification, approximately $21 million will be spent directly on salinity by the main agencies; that is, the 
Department of Environment, the Department of Agriculture and CALM.  The government will spend 
approximately $27 million as matching expenditure under the national action plan on salinity.  An example of 
some of the NAP expenditure the government has carried out is the engineering evaluation initiative, which is 
managed by the Water and Rivers Commission, and the catchment demonstration initiative, which is managed 
by the Department of Agriculture.  The money is spent across a range of portfolios.  However, this division is 
less of a major player than are those other divisions. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  Under the national action plan, what does the engineering evaluation initiative involve? 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  This is better answered in the division under the Water and Rivers Commission.  That is 
where the budget allocation is.  For the edification of the member, it is a project that involves evaluating - sorry 
to be so obvious; it is my way of remembering - various engineering options.  Projects were submitted.  From 
memory, we are looking at pumping the Bodallin and a number of deep drainage projects and surface 
management of water initiatives.  We are evaluating how well they work so that they can be applied broadly 
across the state.  I am a little disturbed about information that I received last week from the CSIRO in my role as 
Minister for Science.  It found that the levels of acidity at Bodallin are greater than it had previously told me.  
About a year ago I repeated that information to the member for Merredin.  The latest advice is a little alarming 
because previously I was advised that there was no need to be too worried because the Swan coastal plain issues 
were causing the acidity.  The engineering evaluation initiative is considering a range of engineering projects.  It 
is dotted throughout the northern wheatbelt and extends into the south.  It goes through pumping deep drainage 
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superficial management and other aspects.  It is being properly evaluated because we need the results of that 
before we embark on anything major.  
[12.10 pm] 
Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I refer the minister to page 545 of the Budget Statements, and the percentage of waste in the 
metropolitan area that is diverted from landfill and recycled.  The target for 2004-05 was 21 per cent while the 
target for 2005-06 is 25 per cent.  Will the minister justify those figures in light of the closure of the Recycling 
Company of WA Pty Ltd after much of the South Metropolitan Regional Council recycling waste was diverted 
to landfill, which raised a lot of media attention?  Will the minister touch on the Bedminster plan?  A lot of 
government money was sunk into the Bedminster plan.  Getting it up and running proved to be a slow process 
and even now I do not think it is running at full capacity.  In an effort to divert waste from landfill, the recycling 
program and the Bedminster plan are important factors.  
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The issue that arose between SMRC and the Recycling Company of WA is 
fundamentally a contractual one.  The company is saying that the council asked ratepayers to increase the 
amount of material in the recycling bin, which it is alleging damaged -  
Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I think that that issue is finished.  I am more interested in the target to increase the diversion 
to landfill.  However, in the first six months of this year a lot of recycling waste has become landfill.  I would not 
be surprised if that figure is less for 2004-05 on the basis of that information.   
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  When this issue was drawn to our attention, departmental officers got in touch with the 
SMRC.  Clearly we do not want recyclable products going into landfill.  That message has been sent loud and 
clear.  I understand that only a small proportion went into landfill because it was contaminated and that 
recyclable waste has gone to other companies.  It is being diverted from landfill.  
The Bedminster project is about composting organic materials and trying to find markets for them.  From 
memory, through the waste management and recycling fund, the state contributed about $800 000 to look at the 
compost and how it is marketed and to undertake to apply the compost in farming areas at a number of different 
sites in the Avon arc region - that is, a reasonable distance from the city, but not incredibly far out.  From 
memory, the government has given just over $200 000 to that project.  The money we give is tied to milestones 
and things happening.  I can provide the member with more information.   
Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I request supplementary information on the Bedminster plan, its operating capacity and 
exactly where it is at in sending compost into the regions.   
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I undertake by way of supplementary information to provide information on the 
Bedminster plan and its operation and capacity.  
[Supplementary Information No B14.] 
The appropriation was recommended.   
 


