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Division 40:  Swan River Trust, $8 492 000 - 

Ms J.A. Radisich, Chairman. 

Dr J.M. Edwards, Minister for the Environment. 

Mr D. Carew-Hopkins, Acting Chief Executive Officer, Department of Environmental Protection and Water and 
Rivers Commission. 

Mr R. Hughes, Acting Manager. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I refer to one the major initiatives for 2004-05 at page 664 of the Budget Statements.  It is a 
water information and allocation plan for sustainable development including a water resources assessment of the 
south west Yarragadee aquifer. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Member, we are dealing with the Swan River Trust. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  Sorry. 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  I have one question, which relates to the significant issues and trends listed at page 646.  I 
commend the minister for increasing the capital works program by $2 million for next year.  It is a much-needed 
increase.  The significant issues and trends in last year’s budget papers discussed at length the incredibly high 
pressures placed on the Swan River.  That has been sanitised in this year’s commentary under significant issues 
and trends.  I am concerned that the true health of the Swan River has not been highlighted in this year’s budget 
papers.  I would like to know who wrote the text for significant issues and trends.  It is a gross underestimation 
of the seriousness of the issues and threats facing the Swan-Canning River system. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  It is an unusual question.  I am not too sure what is being implied.  Whatever is recorded 
under significant issues and trends has nothing to do with me.  I do not know who wrote it.  Mr Hughes may 
know. 

Mr HUGHES:  I wrote the original text.  I take responsibility for that. 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  And you are? 

Mr HUGHES:  I am the acting manager. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Member, all the member’s questions should be directed to the minister. 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  I express my concern and ask whether anything has happened to increase the quality of the 
Swan-Canning River system.  For the previous three budget papers, the author of the significant issues and 
trends section kept referring to the incredible pressures placed on the Swan River.  We appear to have a sanitised 
version of the truth this year.  I am disappointed that the significant issues and trends section of the budget 
papers does not reflect what is happening.  Does the minister share that view or is she comfortable with the 
wording in this year’s budget papers? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  At the risk of being labelled incredibly cynical, which I would never want to be, the 
member for Vasse must get some form of all-time state award for reading into the significant issues and trends 
something so significant.  The issue to me is that government decisions, actions and, in particular, new money 
are the strongest indicators of how seriously we take the Swan-Canning River system.  Indeed, we do not forget 
the people upstream, for example in the Avon catchment, who, to a large extent, impact on the Swan system.  
The system is receiving new money and national action plan money, which will flow to the Avon catchment.  In 
addition, $1.2 million for the Swan River Trust was announced in June last year.  In January this year an 
additional $15 million was announced.  That massively increases the amount of money available to the trust.  On 
top of that, since 2002-03 we have increased the number of full-time equivalent positions from 22 to 31.   

There are very serious issues facing the Swan River.  I have not doctored, censored or interfered with the points 
listed under significant issues and trends.  I believe the member is overstating what was there previously.  Some 
of the points are being picked up by the Government and acted upon.  For example, at page 613 in last year’s 
budget papers there was a description of the need for better integration of planning activities affecting the Swan 
and Canning system.  In January this year we announced new legislation that accommodates that integration and 
brings together the people who deal with the rivers and puts them into one point of focus.  Throughout March 
and April workshops were conducted, particularly with local government stakeholders, about how we are 
altering the legislation and how the Government will deliver on that.   

The best indication of how seriously we think the issues are for the Swan and Canning Rivers is the additional 
money and the programs the Government has put it into.  It will ensure that people are aware of the problem.  A 
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lot of money has gone into community education and awareness but an even greater sum of money has gone into 
engineering works and interventions that directly cut the level of nutrients. 

Mr J.P.D. EDWARDS:  I refer to the output performance measures at page 649.  What are the three research and 
development projects?  In addition, the major achievements for 2003-04 refer to the use of Phoslock in the main 
drain discharging into the Canning River.  Is the minister able to report on the effectiveness of that?  Is she able 
to provide details of the application of Phoslock over the past five years in the Swan and Canning Rivers, the 
amount used, the siting, and the cost and monitoring of the effectiveness? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  To answer the first part of the question, the three research and development projects are 
Phoslock in the Mill Street drain, decision-support modelling in the Southern River and flocculating clay in the 
Canning River.  Regarding the member’s question about the use of Phoslock, I am not sure how many years it 
has been used.  I do not think it is as long as five years, because it is a relatively new product that people in the 
State took part in developing.  If the member is able to give the questions again, we can provide supplementary 
information. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Will the minister confirm what will be provided as supplementary information? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I will provide more of an answer before asking the member to restate the question.  Trials 
undertaken with Phoslock have been looked at very carefully and evaluated.  As I understand it, it has been more 
successful in some areas than others.  For example, trials were held in the Vasse, Swan and Canning Rivers.  We 
have also looked at flocculating clay to determine whether we can use it once algae is detected.  The weight of 
the clay will sink the algae.  It is a cheaper option than using Phoslock.  It has been successful in the laboratory.  
The trials to date show varying outcomes, but we will continue to determine whether it is another measure we 
can put in place.  I ask the member to go through his initial questions again about the application of Phoslock.  
We will take note of them and provide him with answers as supplementary information. 

Mr J.P.D. EDWARDS:  I asked about the amounts used, the siting, the cost and the monitoring of the 
effectiveness over whatever period it has been used. 

[Supplementary Information No B14.] 
Mr J.P.D. EDWARDS:  I have a related question.  On 25 February the minister announced the beginning of a 
new trial in the Canning River to tackle algal bloom.  Is that trial using the modified clay that the minister just 
referred to? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Yes.  That is right. 

Mr J.P.D. EDWARDS:  What is the cost of that program? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  It is approximately $80 000. 

Mr J.P.D. EDWARDS:  I do not believe it appears in the budget papers. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  No.  It is a level of detail that would not normally be recorded.  I understand that the trial 
on the day was affected by some weather conditions and was not as successful as it might have been.  We are 
looking to better predict the weather when we do the trials to ensure that we get good conditions.  

[11.50 am] 

Mr J.P.D. EDWARDS:  However, that program is continuing.   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Yes, to get good outcomes. 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  At page 652, in the middle of the table on output performance measures, is the statement 
“Length of foreshore scheduled for maintenance and restoration as a percentage of total foreshore”.  The 
estimated percentage for the current year is 42 per cent and next year it is hoped to be 45 per cent.  If there is a 
three per cent increase every year from now into the future, it will still be 18 or 19 years before the foreshore 
within the Swan-Canning River system is properly maintained.  Is the minister comfortable with that time line?  I 
thought we should be aiming for 100 per cent sooner rather than later, and certainly not in 18 or 19 years.   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  One of the issues I have raised with the Swan River Trust since I have been minister is 
that we need to have focus upstream as well as downstream.  We came to government with a new program of 
foreshore restoration.  An amount of $500 000 a year was allocated to this program to start to tackle some of 
those foreshore issues.  We again injected increased amounts in January this year to accelerate that work, and 
that is why there is a big jump in those figures.  We do not need to work on absolutely 100 per cent of the river at 
any one time, but we do need to pay more attention to areas where trees are literally falling into the river and 
areas that do not have proper habitat behind them to protect the riverbank.  We also need to pay attention to other 
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areas which had work done on their edges a long time ago, but which, 30 or 40 years later, really need proper 
maintenance.  The new money we announced in January allows us to get on with those tasks.   

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  Having a properly restored and maintained foreshore creates enormous environmental 
benefits for habitat, aesthetics, the reduction of nutrients and so on.  Am I correct in presuming that that output 
figure means that only 42 per cent of the Swan River catchment system and foreshore is currently at an 
acceptable level of maintenance and restoration; that is, at the moment 58 per cent of it is not at an acceptable 
level?  

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  That is one way of interpreting it.  When we go right to the edge of the full 146 
kilometres, as I have done, and start doing the restoration, we find that it is hugely labour and cost intensive.  We 
have also had to work very closely with local government on the design of these projects.  On a number of 
occasions we have been able to get matching funding from local governments for the program we have been 
rolling out, and that has meant that we have been able to go further and do more areas.  However, as the member 
can imagine, we are moving mostly from a total engineering solution to something that better replicates the 
natural environment.  However, some areas, particularly near the port and at the western end of the river, have 
limestone walls or engineered areas to which we need to pay particular attention for maintenance.  One area that 
we have been dealing with is the South Perth area, which did need attention and has been receiving it.   

Mr J.P.D. EDWARDS:  I refer to the output performance measures on page 651.  There are three management 
plans and strategies for 2003-04 and 2004-05.  What are they?   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  They are Riverplan, the Swan-Canning clean-up program evaluation and the Helena land 
use and water management strategy.   

Mr J.P.D. EDWARDS:  What funding is provided for the implementation of Riverplan?   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  An amount of $750 000 has been provided in 2004-05.   

Mr J.P.D. EDWARDS:  Is there a time frame for that?   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I have been informed that that figure is wrong; it is $500 000, not $750 000.  That will be 
implemented over a number of years.  For example, the new legislation that will be introduced hopefully later 
this year, which is currently being workshopped in the community, is one aspect of implementing Riverplan.  
Many programs that flow from its implementation are separately funded.  There is a separate allocation to fund 
the preparation of the legislation.  Flowing from Riverplan is the need to do certain capital works, and that comes 
under the capital works part of the budget.   

The appropriation was recommended.   
 


