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WATER RESOURCES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2006 
Third Reading 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Minister for Water Resources) [8.24 pm]:  I move - 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Darling Range) [8.24 pm]:  I will not speak for long on this bill because the opposition has 
indicated that it does not oppose the Water Resources Legislation Amendment Bill 2006.  Opposition members 
commented on a range of issues during the second reading debate.  Although this issue is not dealt with directly 
in the legislation, it is worth making an observation on the suggestion in the media, including an article in The 
West Australian today in particular, that water restrictions should be further tightened in the coming summer.  It 
was suggested that there should be a ban on all sprinklers in the integrated water supply system in the south west 
of Western Australia as a result of low rainfall so far this winter.  This winter we have recorded the lowest 
rainfall on record, which is a cause of great concern for us all. 

However, it is interesting to observe that the Water Corporation’s web site notes that the amount of water in our 
dams at present is more than was the case for the same time in the previous four years.  Although the graph 
shown on the web site goes back only to 2002, I am sure that the same observation would apply to 2001, which I 
recall was a particularly dry year.  I do not think we should begin to panic about our water supplies at this stage.  
Although it is certainly valid to talk about how water should be used efficiently and cautiously, I am not 
convinced there is a need to give serious consideration to a complete ban on non-handheld sprinklers in gardens.  
I have said that people must act responsibly.  Many members of the community could act more prudently and 
responsibly than they do with regard to water consumption.  However, it is not necessary at this stage to extend 
mandatory restrictions.  It is worth making those observations, given the media discussion today. 
DR G.G. JACOBS (Roe) [8.29 pm]:  I will make some brief comments to remind the Minister for Water 
Resources of an issue I raised earlier about the Water Resources Legislation Amendment Bill 2006.  As I said 
then, there are many good things about this bill.  If it works as we hope it will, it will be a very important bill.  I 
quoted to the house the example of water providers other than the main big boy on the block - the Water 
Corporation.  There are other water providers on the scene.  There has been a water provider in my region.  It is 
very important that those water providers have an opportunity to contribute and perhaps go some of the way 
towards solving our ever-present and future water requirements.  Members know that Western Australia is the 
driest state in Australia.  Therefore, it is very important to have a water resource management policy.  That water 
resource management policy accommodates other providers of water for the state.  It provides also a level 
playing field for the assessment of the pros and cons and the cost-benefit analysis of having another boy on the 
block to provide the state with water.   
It is good that the bill establishes the Water Resources Council, which will comprise ministerially appointed 
members with a diverse range of expertise and experience who will advise the minister on policy and planning 
for those water resources.  The bill also provides for the establishment of the water resources ministerial body, a 
body corporate.  The ministerial body is based on a model adopted in the machinery of government amendments 
and it is explained in detail in the clauses. 
It is important that we have a wider view of water issues than just the Water Corporation’s view.  I quoted as an 
example the study by the Economic Regulation Authority into the feasibility and sustainability of United 
Utilities Australia Pty Ltd providing desalinated water to the goldfields.  It is very important that that project and 
other projects that will hopefully present themselves for the supply of water in the state of Western Australia 
come under the Water Resources Council and the body that assesses these projects not only on their merits, but 
also in the bigger picture of providing water for the state. 

Like other members who have spoken on the bill, and as I said in my contribution to the second reading debate, I 
support the bill.  I believe that if this bill does what it says it will do, it will encourage projects.  Again, it is very 
important to have an open and transparent assessment of the real cost of delivering water to regions, and to fairly 
compare the cost of water provided by the Water Corporation, the major provider in Western Australia, with the 
cost of water supplied and delivered by other providers.  This is a major issue.  I am sorry that the minister is not 
in the chamber at the moment, but he has probably heard me speak on this issue previously.  I reiterate that, to 
get a fair assessment of the viability of the project, it is very important that we compare the cost of delivering a 
kilolitre of water to the goldfields with the cost of water delivered by the new United Utilities project.  That was 
not done in this case.  I suggest that if we are not comparing apples with apples, we will find it very difficult to -  

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Wouldn’t that fly in the face of the policy that you went to the last election with? 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  What policy is that? 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  You are talking about a fair, open and accountable cost of delivering water. 
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Dr G.G. JACOBS:  What is wrong with that? 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Nothing; I think it is a great idea, but it certainly was not a consideration of your party when 
you went to the last election, was it? 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  It is even more important to do an assessment of how to deliver extra water to Perth, for 
instance.  The report that was done by Appleyard has given us the cost per kilolitre of delivering water from the 
Kimberley to Perth.  In the proposal for the goldfields and agricultural water supply and the United Utilities 
project, the cost of delivering a kilolitre of water to the goldfields via the GAWS and the Water Corporation’s 
infrastructure was never assessed.  I suggest that if it was good enough for the Appleyard report to give us the 
cost per kilolitre of delivering water from the Kimberley to Perth, it was good enough, for the economic 
assessment of the viability and sustainability of this project, for a figure to be given for delivering a kilolitre of 
water to the goldfields.  That was never done and has not been done to this day. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Isn’t it somewhat hypocritical to say that?  As I was saying, you went to the last election with 
a view that you were going to deliver water, no matter what the cost. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I was not in the Parliament when the example that the member is referring to was 
suggested.  Whether or not the cost of delivering a kilolitre of water was given in that project, I am saying that 
the United Utilities project gave the cost of delivering water.  That was not compared with the cost of delivering 
a kilolitre of water today.  That must be done in an assessment of the viability of the project.  I hope that the 
Water Resources Legislation Amendment Bill goes some way to addressing those strategy issues.  The second 
reading speech states that the bill attests to the government’s commitment to managing water resources in 
Western Australia effectively, sustainably and strategically.  That is not chapter and verse by just the Water 
Corporation; that is by the water resource management perspective in this assessment.  I commend the 
Machinery of Government Taskforce, which established these institutional arrangements to, hopefully, address 
in the future the assessment of projects proposed by other providers of water.  We all know that there is a great 
need for water supplies in this state. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 
 


