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FRACCING — MIDWEST PUBLIC MEETINGS 

Statement 

HON PHILIP GARDINER (Agricultural) [9.51 pm]: I rise to give some feedback I think will be of interest to 

the chamber concerning the issue of tight gas and shale gas, and the consequences of fraccing.  

Hon Grant Woodhams and I arranged a series of workshops-cum-public meetings in the west midlands area that 

were held in the last 10 days or so. There were three public meetings: one at Dongara; one at Eneabba; and one 

at Gingin. We were very pleased to have Hon Max Trenorden attend two, and Hon Jim Chown attended another. 

Most significantly, we were very pleased to have public servants from the Departments of Mines and Petroleum 

and Water, and from the Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation, addressing these 

meetings and providing factual information about what the state is doing as far as regulation, and some of the 

risks concerning water and the miscibility of gas and water. We were also able to outline and try to ameliorate 

some of the concerns of landowners.  

I think the most interesting thing out of it all was that in Dongara, where commercial companies are actually 

engaging with the community, there appeared to be less concern than at Eneabba. The group of landowners at 

Eneabba are extremely anxious. It is very difficult as politicians and parliamentarians to allay their concerns, so 

the way the public servants who came to the meetings dealt with the questions was exceptional. The credibility 

of government is low in general. In the real world out there, facts get totally overlooked because landowners and 

others do not want to hear of them from us. The question one has to keep asking is: why will those anxious about 

perceived and actual risks not listen to what we think the facts and risk-mitigation measures are? The same facts 

could have been repeated 15 times with the same minimal progress in understanding. This does not reflect on—

apart, maybe, me—the people addressing these groups. What they were saying had credibility; it had the 

research behind it; it was not arrogant; and it was not trying to tell people that there were no dangers when there 

might be and are. It was factual, open and transparent, and the way Hon Grant Woodhams handled the meeting 

allowed those from all spheres of interest to ask questions. I think that was a very healthy thing to have 

happened, because if we try to cover up anything or try to stop people from asking those kinds of difficult 

questions, even though they may get a bit excited about them at times, it gives the wrong impression that we are 

trying to conceal things.  

Hon Grant Woodhams and I, and the Nationals in general, were grateful to the Minister for Mines and 

Petroleum, Hon Norman Moore, for allowing his public servants to participate in such a meeting. I have to say 

that if we had done some kind of post-meeting survey, Bill Tinapple and Kim Anderson from the Department of 

Mines and Petroleum, Marnie Leybourne from the Department of Water and Peter Stone from the CSIRO would 

have received marks of respect at the end of it. We hope that some of it might have seeped in even though it was 

not obviously apparent at the time.  

One of the big concerns of the people up there is that, firstly, people can come onto their land. We know that 

with other forms of mining, we can close the gate and keep them out, but with gas and petroleum, we cannot 

keep them out because of the history of gas being regarded as a strategic resource. We have spoken here about 

having a moratorium in this area. Is gas still a strategic resource when we export it in the way that we do? The 

Department of Mines and Petroleum is giving consideration to whether that is the case and other states are 

undertaking the same review.  

The other big concern is water being polluted by the chemicals used in drilling. However, drilling for gas and 

fraccing is not a new use of chemicals; whenever we drill a borehole for mines or gas, as they do in Dongara and 

in many parts of the midwest area, mud is always used. There is a company called the Australian Mud Company 

and the mud it sells is a mix of chemicals. Another company, Baroid, competes with AMC. Guess who owns 

Baroid? Halliburton does. That is where we have a problem, because we have all heard of Halliburton and its 

activities in other parts of the world. The analysis of the chemicals goes to the Department of Mines and 

Petroleum as part of an environmental management plan. There is also a land access plan. All these things have 

to be completed before there is any activity at all. The only problem is that the chemicals at this stage are unable 

to be made public unless the company makes them public voluntarily. Although I defended that practice only last 

week, I know that the Department of Mines and Petroleum is also reviewing that and seeing whether that 

information can be made public. One of the reasons I defended the case was that it is a proprietorial mix. 

Innovation and creativity is fine, so long as it is safe. Any chemical that is toxic or hazardous—chemicals are 

classified in this way—should definitely be exposed. 

The other area of concern is the amount of water used. Not an enormous amount of water is used if the fraccing 

is done in the way it is intended to be done in these areas. Water at this stage does not appear to be an issue, but 

when it mixes with the chemicals and is brought up from the well and stored on the land in dams, with the 

appropriate seals, that is an issue. How the chemical containers are disposed of is also an issue. But one of the 
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most important issues is how the landowner can work out a value for his land, given that he is allowing third 

parties access to it. That is something we have agreed to work on to try to get a formal evaluation framework so 

that something fair can be done for the landowner.  

All in all, it was a challenging task. I do not think that people have a full understanding of the facts. But I think 

that there have been ways that we have charted through that may realise an outcome that may ameliorate some of 

the concerns of these people who have listened to some of the information about fraccing and been alarmed by it. 

Much of that information is untrue. However, the risks, I think, have been more totally laid out, and I think that 

we are making some progress. 

 


