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Division 42: Water and Environmental Regulation, Services 1 to 3, Water, $107 191 000 — 
Mr I.C. Blayney, Chair. 

Mr D.J. Kelly, Minister for Water. 

Mr M.C. Rowe, Director General. 

Mr A. Sutton, Executive Director, EPA Services Division. 

Mr P.H. Brown, Executive Director, Regional Delivery. 

Dr N.E.F. Goyal, Executive Director, Science and Planning. 

Ms S. McEvoy, Executive Director, Strategic Policy. 

Mr P.J. Stewart, Acting Executive Director, Corporate Services. 

Mr P.J. Hawker, Acting Chief Finance Officer. 

Ms N. Arrowsmith, Chief of Staff, Minister for Water. 

[Witnesses introduced.] 

The CHAIR: This estimates committee will be reported by Hansard. The daily proof Hansard will be available 
tomorrow. The Chair will ensure that as many questions as possible are asked and that both questions and answers 
are short and to the point. If an adviser needs to answer from the lectern, will they please state their name prior to 
their answer. The estimates committee’s consideration of the estimates will be restricted to discussion of those 
items for which a vote of money is proposed in the consolidated account. Questions must be clearly related to a page 
number, item, program or amount in the current division. Members should give these details in preface to their 
question. If a division or a service is the responsibility of more than one minister, a minister shall be examined 
only in relation to their portfolio responsibilities.  

The minister may agree to provide supplementary information to the committee. I ask the minister to clearly 
indicate what supplementary information will be provided and I will then allocate a reference number. Supplementary 
information should be provided to the principal clerk by Friday, 30 October 2020. I caution members that if a minister 
asks that a matter be put on notice, it is up to the member to lodge that through the online questions system. 

Member for Roe. 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I refer to the table at the bottom of page 649 of budget paper No 2 and the second last line item, 
“Rural Water Deficiency and Community Water Supply”, which has a budget estimate of $3.850 million. Under the 
same heading on page 666 there is a figure of $3.150 million. Can the minister clarify why there are two different 
amounts and preferably supply some detail around those funding amounts? 

[9.10 pm] 
Mr D.J. KELLY: I can answer the first part of that question. The $3.8 million will basically allow the department 
to continue to deal with the various water deficiency declarations that, as the member would be well aware, we 
have been experiencing in the south-east agricultural area. We have got 12 water deficiency declarations. At its 
peak, I think we suspended the one at Gairdner. There is every indication that we will end up carting water again. 
I think we have already started carting water to Salmon Gums again. It is apparent to us that we will end up carting 
water to many places throughout this summer. As the member knows, the money that we have spent carting today is 
unprecedented. There was no money in the budget for that. We had two water deficiency declarations in the state 
prior to that. Now we have 12. We basically funded that water carting out of the existing budget of the department. 
We thought it wise to get a new allocation in the budget, specifically from Treasury, to ensure that we can do that. 
That is what the $3.850 million relates to. 
I turn to the second part of the member’s question. I understand that the amount on page 666 is the grant component. 
I am told it is a subset of the $3.850 million. Part of it relates to grants and part of it is water carting—so grants to 
communities for community water projects as opposed to water carting. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Is the minister saying that the $3.150 million is within the $3.850 million? 
Mr D.J. KELLY: Yes. I am just checking for you. I will ask Paul Brown from the department to provide the detail. 
Mr P.H. Brown: The $3.850 million includes three components. One is the carting, around $2.5 million. A part 
is community grants, which we give to local shires and community groups. They make up the grant component. 
The $3.1 million is the grant component. The department manages a number of community dams itself, called 
AA dams, and that is not a grant because we spend that ourselves. That is the third component. The difference between 
$3.150 million and $3.850 million is the amount that the department is spending on its own dams to get them ready 
for the community. The member will see many of those in his electorate. 
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Mr P.J. RUNDLE: it is quite complicated to get around these figures and so I just want to get a clear understanding, 
given that 10 of the 12 water deficiency declarations are in my electorate. 
Mr D.J. KELLY: Congratulations. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Yesterday in the Legislative Council, a question without notice was asked about $6.7 million 
that the minister mentioned, as reported in the Countryman. Under division 42 on page 649 is a figure of $3.850 million. 
The other part of the minister’s answer states — 

Additional money is within the Water Corporation budget, which is not referred to in the budget papers. 
What does that mean? It is in the Water Corporation’s budget but it is not referred to in the budget papers. 
Mr D.J. KELLY: I do not tell the member how to do his job, but what appears in the budget is the asset investment 
program. The full budget of the Water Corporation does not appear in the budget papers. The additional money 
that the Water Corporation has available for carting obviously does not appear in the asset investment program. It 
is there but it is not referred to directly in the budget papers. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Does the minister stand by his comment in the Countryman of 15 October that there is $6.7 million 
to help farmers suffering water deficiencies? 
Mr D.J. KELLY: Absolutely. I think I am being kind to the member because I do not think that question is related 
to the budget papers. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I appreciate that I am extending the friendship here. 
Mr D.J. KELLY: I ask the member to extend that friendship when he is out in the electorate and rubbishing us 
for not assisting farmers, because we are. We are spending more money that the previous government ever did. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: We did not have droughts.  
Mr D.J. KELLY: Yes, that is right. Does the member believe in the tooth fairy and that it was going to rain again? 
I was down in Esperance the other day, where the farmers are talking about climate change. They understand what 
is happening is as a result of climate change. Rather than having an argument with the member about a line item 
in the budget, I wish there was a bit of Team WA putting a front to the federal government that we need a federal 
government that takes climate change seriously. The member’s constituents are getting absolutely hammered. As 
he pointed out, 10 of the 12 water deficiency declarations are in the member’s electorate, yet the National Party says 
nothing about climate change. I do not know what it is doing.  
The CHAIR: Thank you. Thank you, member. Further question? 
Mr D.J. KELLY: Sorry. I did not want to stretch the friendship. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: The minister has introduced the federal government to the discussion. I want to attract as much 
money as possible to cover rural water supplies to cover the water deficiencies et cetera. Is the minister comfortable 
that we will potentially lose federal government money if the government fails to match the minister’s proposition 
of matching funding for the 411 applicants who are already in the system, plus the new applicants? 
Mr D.J. KELLY: Chair, the member really is stretching the friendship. I am not sure that it is a question. 

The CHAIR: It is up to you, minister, whether you answer the question. 

Mr D.J. KELLY: I remind the member that in the Parliament the other day, he said that he thinks the federal 
government should pay the money for those 400 outstanding applications so that those farmers can get access to 
those funds. I think it would be a very poor outcome if the National Party, federally, stood on the hose and stopped 
that money going to those farmers because they want to redesign the existing fund. What about a bit of Team WA? 
Let us get money into those farmers’ pockets and then we can have a discussion about funding into the future. 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Further to the rural water supply situation, how does the minister feel about improving and 
changing the water catchment guidelines to suit WA conditions—the likes of water catchments, roaded catchments 
et cetera? 

[9.20 pm] 

Mr D.J. KELLY: I am happy to have a conversation with the federal government about the criteria for that grant 
program because I think there are some problems with the way the federal government structures its program. For 
example, it talks about drought. Under the criteria for all its programs, farmers have to demonstrate that they had 
a certain amount of rain less than the year before to demonstrate that they are in drought. Western Australia has a long 
drying climate due to climate change. The federal government could look at changing those criteria to recognise 
that the member’s constituents are not in a classic drought; they are just in a long-term drying trend because of 
climate changes. I think it is very sensible for the federal government to relook at the money that it has on offer to 
make sure that the criteria suits Western Australian conditions. That is a sensible conversation to have. A whole bunch 
of farmers applied for money based on the existing criteria. It would be an odd outcome if the Nationals WA 
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changed the rules of the scheme and therefore did not give the farmers who have already applied money under that 
scheme. Why would it do that? The federal minister has money. Farmers have lodged applications and they have 
been assessed. We have administered that program. I think it may be a cost to the commonwealth. I take that back; 
we charge the commonwealth a bit of money for that. It would be unhelpful for the commonwealth. I do not see 
why it would retrospectively change the rules of the fund and deny those farmers their money. 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: The minister spoke about the commonwealth having money. The state government has 
a $1.2 billion surplus. That is why I would love to see some compromise and the federal and state governments 
working together to bring about a good result for our farmers in those water-deficient areas. As the minister knows, 
the federal government has provided approximately $300 billion over the last several months. I look forward to 
the minister’s cooperation in that respect.  

Mr D.J. KELLY: People on the member’s side of the house keep going on about the $1.2 billion surplus. They 
know that every bit of that surplus and more is being spent on the recovery plan, so the state’s debt is actually 
increasing. They mislead people by implying that we have $1.2 million in cash sitting around that we are doing 
nothing with. We are spending it on the recovery program—the $5.5 billion worth of recovery programs and the 
$27 billion worth of infrastructure that we have laid out. It is really not “Team WA” to go around implying that we 
have this surplus money sitting around, doing nothing. I think the Water Corporation is going to spend $1 billion 
over the next four years on infrastructure in regional WA. As the member just heard, with regard to the water carting, 
we have spent more money than the opposition ever dreamed of. There are 37 different programs through which the 
department—not the Water Corporation—has brought old community water sources back online so that farmers can 
access them. There was $1.5 million spent on 37 projects during the member’s eight years of government. I think the 
equivalent figure was $700 000, and less than $200 000 of that was spent in the wheatbelt. I am happy to have 
a discussion with the member any day of the week about who is spending more money on water infrastructure—this 
government or the previous government. The figures show that we have outspent the previous government in every 
regard. The federal agriculture minister is in the National Party, but the federal government still spent all its money 
on the Murray–Darling. An amount of $14 billion has been spent over the last decade or so, and two per cent of that 
comes to WA. The National Party is more interested in looking after Bob Katter than looking after farmers in WA. 
Let us not argue about this one program that the National Party is now running. Farmers have put in applications, 
we have assessed them and they meet the criteria. Let us just pay them. Let us not have the new guy, Minister Pitt, 
holding WA farmers to ransom by not paying that money. I just think it is a really poor outcome. 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I think I will leave it at that, Chair. 

The CHAIR: I do want to move on. 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I think we will move on with other opportunities and hope we do not lose that federal funding. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I have a question in relation to page 656, “Water Planning, Allocation and Optimisation”. It 
is a difficult area. I am pretty well across the modelling that is done in the metropolitan area, but the very complicated 
area that we are learning about as we go forward is in the West Canning Basin. I would be interested to know what 
the current allocation is for the West Canning Basin. Every time I fly up there, I see a lot more agricultural pivot 
irrigation, and I know that there are mining operations that are trying to get future access to water as well. I am 
wondering if the minister could give a bit of an outline of how the planning allocation is looking for the West Canning 
Basin, with the conflict between agriculture and mining. That is further complicated by the fact that some mining 
operations have surplus water, so it is a very complex water environment that the minister is dealing with.  

Mr D.J. KELLY: The member would know that it is not unusual to have conflict over water between agriculture and 
mining. It is a situation that occurs across the state. The department is very sophisticated about the way it does its water 
planning. I am sure that, from his time as minister, the member would know the work that gets done on allocation plans 
for systems, especially when they get close to being fully allocated. There are parts of the state where there is water 
available and the systems are nowhere near fully allocated, but as the member knows, with the drying climate, more 
and more catchments are becoming fully allocated. I do not have specific figures for the West Canning Basin, so if 
the member wants more detailed figures on that, I think he is going to have to give me a question on notice. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I can tell the minister that first of all it was 10 gigalitres, but it was thought it had a potential 
for 50 gigalitres, and then I think it went to 20 gigalitres. Anyone in the Department of Water and Environmental 
Regulation will be able to give the minister that figure. 

Mr D.J. KELLY: I am sure not anyone. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Most people. I am sure the director general could. 

Mr D.J. KELLY: Look, I am told no, because those figures change. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: What is the current figure? 
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Mr D.J. KELLY: I do not have a current figure for every water allocation for every plan across the state, member. 
Apart from anything else, they are constantly reviewed, so I do not have that figure. If the member wants to ask 
a question later, we will get him that information. 

Dr D.J. HONEY: I have a further question on the topic of water allocation. I appreciate that the COVID crisis has 
potentially delayed the release of a water allocation plan for the Fitzroy Valley, but does the minister anticipate 
that at some time in the near future there will be an announcement on groundwater and surface water allocation in 
the Fitzroy Valley? If otherwise, when does the minister think that will be? 

Mr D.J. KELLY: We made an election commitment under the environment portfolio for a national park, and that 
is being progressed by Minister Dawson. My part of it is to prepare a water allocation plan. That is a complicated 
process and requires extensive consultation, not just with pastoral interests, but also with the Indigenous native title 
holders and other Aboriginal groups in the area. Unfortunately, that consultation has been slowed up by the advent 
of COVID. With a lot of remote Aboriginal communities being locked down, consultation has not been possible. 
We are hopeful that consultation can now restart, and it may be the case that we are able to publish something in the 
next few months. Whether it is a draft allocation plan or not, at this point I cannot say, but it certainly has taken longer 
than was originally anticipated because the consultation process, due to COVID, has simply not been possible. 

[9.30 pm] 

The CHAIR: I draw the member’s attention to the time: it is 28 minutes to 10.00 pm. I have two government 
questions. Will the minister be able to take these couple of government questions perhaps pretty quickly? 

Mr D.J. KELLY: Twenty-eight minutes should do it. Would members like to finish this agency and move on to the 
next one? 

Dr D.J. HONEY: Yes, please. 

Mr D.J. KELLY: I am happy to take the government questions on notice. 

The appropriation was recommended. 
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