
Extract from Hansard 

[ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 28 March 2012] 

 p1526a-1528a 

Mr John Quigley 

 [1] 

YANCHEP NATIONAL PARK — DRAFT MANAGEMENT PLAN 2010 

Motion 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Mindarie) [6.35 pm]: I move — 

That this house condemns the Barnett government for its neglect of Yanchep National Park, its failure 

to finalise the Yanchep National Park draft management plan of 2010 and its failure to implement the 

recommendations contained therein. 

In the past two days, I have spoken about Yanchep National Park to a number of this chamber’s members 

outside the chamber and everyone has said, “Ah, yes; I remember it. I went there 20 years ago to go boating on 

the lake.” That is the lake known as Loch McNess. Yanchep National Park is situated in the northern part of my 

electorate and, obviously, in Yanchep. It is a unique national park. The caves in the park were discovered by 

Henry White in 1902, but the park as a recreational facility per se was really developed in the 1930s. Those who 

have visited the park would be aware of Gloucester Lodge and Crystal Cave, which was developed in the late 

30s for the Royal Ball when the Duke of Gloucester visited and the ball held was conducted in Crystal Cave. We 

could not do what was done to the cave in preparation for that ball because they concreted the floor and some of 

the walls, as well as installed a seat all the way around the cave. Nonetheless, that having been done, it remains a 

unique part of the cave system in Yanchep National Park. 

Yanchep National Park covers approximately 3 000 hectares. It is a large park. Extended to the east side of 

Wanneroo Road, the park today incorporates the massive limestone formation known as The Ridges. The part of 

the national park best known to Perthites and some tourists is the area that has been developed around Loch 

McNess—including Yanchep Inn, with which many people would have a passing familiarity; Gloucester Inn, 

which is just to the north of that and is closer Crystal Cave; and, finally, McNess House, which is located back 

towards the entrance and overlooks the southern end of the lake system. 

A draft management plan was prepared in 2010, and I have a copy of it here. The introduction provides a brief 

overview and cites the area as “unique”. In the early part of the twentieth century the park was developed for 

recreation and tourism—the key values in the planning area—including boating and unique services such as 

viewing koalas and cave tours. It was a valuable setting for education and community opportunities due to its 

close proximity to the Perth metropolitan area—although it is now within the Perth metropolitan area. The Perth 

metropolitan area has developed to such an extent that, as the member for Wanneroo knows, the land available 

for subdivision runs right up to the western edge of the national park. On the southern side of Yanchep Beach 

Road is the huge subdivision of Jindowie. There are also subdivisions around Saint Andrews Park to the west of 

the national park. Many members might remember from their visit to Yanchep some time ago that there is a big 

roundabout on the way into Yanchep. That is where Marmion Avenue terminates. I think a lot of members 

would be amazed at what they would see if they were to turn onto Marmion Avenue off Yanchep Beach Road. A 

lot of people would remember that the old Yanchep service station on Yanchep Beach Road was one of the few 

commercial premises in the area. A huge Coles store on the eastern side of Marmion Avenue, just south of the 

roundabout, is now 80 per cent complete. That supermarket is a much-needed facility up there because of the 

exploding population. We talk about Yanchep being in close proximity to the metropolitan area, but in fact it is 

part of the metropolitan area. It is a major regional resource for all the people in my electorate.  

Satterley is developing blocks in Butler. I am not critical of the Satterley corporation because those blocks sell, 

but blocks close to where the railway station will be built have five-metre frontages. These are pocket-sized 

blocks.  

Mr A.J. Simpson interjected. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The frontages are five metres wide, member for Darling Range. That is right; they are 

room size, but with a rear laneway so cars can come and go out the back. They are handkerchief blocks. They are 

starter homes for the young, right next to the railway station. As the Liberal member for Wanneroo could 

corroborate, the developments at Butler, Alkimos and Jindalee demonstrate the population explosion of Perth. 

For any member to drive north along Marmion Avenue to Yanchep and see the amount of development would be 

a real eye-opener. All these people need recreation facilities and Yanchep National Park is the major park in the 

area.  

The first thing we notice when visiting Yanchep National Park is that there is a booth on the way in and park 

users are charged $11. This is incredible. If we go to Whiteman Park in the eastern suburbs, we are welcomed in. 

Can members imagine what would happen if we put booths at Kings Park and started to charge every car that 

went into Kings Park $11? There would be an outrage. At least once we get into Kings Park, there is something 

that is verdant and really beautiful, as Yanchep National Park used to be. There is a problem with the Yanchep 
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park, as identified in “Parks and Reserves of Yanchep and Neerabup: Draft Management Plan 2010”. I am not 

dealing with Neerabup at the moment, which lies some five or 10 kilometres to the south.  

There are nice, pretty pictures on the cover of this report. One shows a cave with a lake at the bottom of it. There 

is also a photo of a happy family in a rowboat on Loch McNess. It is absolutely beautiful. After people have paid 

their $11 for entry, the next thing they will notice is that there is not a drop of water in what was Loch McNess. 

It is just thick, heavy, mud that stretches as far as the eye can see. The draft report has never been acted upon. 

This document is a bit tragic. The author of it makes some good points, but it is as though they are pining for the 

past. As I said, the report refers to unique features such as boating services. There is no boating there now. The 

Department of Environment and Conservation used to have its own craft that could take 20 people at a time 

around Loch McNess. That has been sold off. The wooden rowboats that families used to hire and use on Loch 

McNess are now in permanent storage. The drying of Loch McNess is not simply a climate change issue, 

because it is not dependent upon rainfall for recharge. The draft report identifies in its introduction that Loch 

McNess and the wetland system of Yanchep National Park are wholly dependent on the groundwater system 

known as the Gnangara mound. This report has never been acted upon by this government although it was 

completed in 2010 and all the public were invited to put submissions in, which they did. The report identifies 

that the whole system is dependent upon the Gnangara mound and that it is the management of the mound and 

the groundwater system that will determine the future of the lake system within Yanchep National Park. The 

report states — 

The final Gnangara Sustainability Strategy will provide strategic direction for management of the 

Gnangara area.  

The “Gnangara sustainability strategy: Draft for public comment” was prepared a year before this report. 

However, it in turn was never finalised because the government did not want to grasp the nettle and deal with the 

sustainability of the Gnangara mound. As a result of the government’s refusal to deal with that report, the 

environment in Yanchep is being absolutely murdered. The Gnangara mound sustainability strategy report of 

July 2009 recommends that the drawdown of water from the Gnangara mound be capped at 110 gigalitres and 

gradually reduced to 80 gigalitres to give the environment a chance. I note with the utmost concern for my 

constituency that rather than implement those findings, the Minister for Water has signed off on a drawdown for 

this year of 163 gigalitres, which is in excess of twice the recommended drawdown and 53 gigalitres more than 

what is already happening. The mound is being sucked dry and the environment is being destroyed. What is 

causing this? The member for Cockburn will address the Gnangara mound draft report in more fulsome detail, 

because we have divided up the workload. He pointed out to me that the Gnangara mound sustainability report 

refers to several factors that seriously and adversely impact upon the Gnangara water supply.  

The first of those, of course, is the environmental tragedy caused by our forebears in planting all those pine 

plantations out there; every pine tree is just a water pump. I recognise that some of those plantations are now 

being harvested and some were destroyed by fire three years ago, but a lot of pine trees are still standing. Whilst 

any pine trees stand out there, they will contribute in a major way to the emptying of the Gnangara mound. The 

previous Labor government initiated a trial, a pilot scheme, in which meters were put on those commercial bores 

sitting on top of the Gnangara mound to ensure that lessees or licensees did not exceed their allocated water 

entitlements. The government has ended that pilot scheme, and we do not know what the bore holders are now 

dragging out of there, but commercial imperative would see them take as much as they could; we just do not 

know. The third factor is that even where there has been shown to be a massive over-drawdown from the 

Gnangara mound, there has never been any enforcement for breach of licences. Finally, the city has failed to 

protect the mound through adequate planning controls. The Gnangara mound is critical to the lifestyle, and, 

indeed, life, in my electorate, and what is happening to the Gnangara mound is unforgivable. This city has 

decided that it will just keep on drawing its water supply from the Gnangara mound at whatever cost, and the 

cost is self-evident to anyone who wants to pay their $11 and go into Yanchep National Park. 

Yanchep National Park, and the lake system within the national park, has been nationally recognised as part of 

our nation’s important wetlands. They are unique because they are unlike Lake Nowergup—I know that the 

member for Ocean Reef is very familiar with Nowergup Valley—Lake Neerabup and, for that matter, Lake 

Joondalup, which all had agriculture around them, so that fertilisers, agriculture and stock manure had a very 

adverse impact upon the lakes and the ecosystem within those lakes. However, that was not the case with Loch 

McNess, because Loch McNess was situated within Yanchep National Park and used to remain as a pristine lake. 

I know that the member for Ocean Reef mentioned to me a little while ago that he can recall—he is only young, 

so it is not decades and decades ago—even at the end of summer, swimming in Loch McNess in chest-deep 

water. It is all gone. I went out there for a photoshoot the other day — 

Mr A.P. Jacob: It was 1996. 
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Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: There we are; it was 1996. That is a tragedy—in 16 years. This report identifies that there 

was even boating on it about eight years ago. I went out there for a photoshoot with the local newspaper the 

other day, and I was standing on the thick, turgid mud. It was dreadful. It is just a situation of neglect. What can 

be done? This is not going to be a turnaround in a term of government or even in four years. This is going to 

require sustained effort and discipline to restore the important lake system of the national park to what it was; 

and it deserves to be. As I have said, it is on the national register of important wetlands. 

What is happening around this lake with the lack of water is that we are at a tipping point. The report itself 

recognises that around the perimeter of the lake, or what was Loch McNess and is now the mudflats, there is 

invasion of Typha orientalis and other exotic weeds that are now, because there is no water there, starting to 

move into the lake. There was a program of weed eradication by the Department of Environment and 

Conservation to try to preserve the lake bed, but the advance of weeds, especially on the western side, and, 

indeed, the bulrushes on the eastern side in front of Yanchep Inn, is now out of control, and the department has 

given up trying to eradicate the weeds. The only thing that will save this area is the return of water, and the only 

thing that will see the water return is some mitigation of the excessive drawdown from the Gnangara mound. As 

everybody knows, the biggest drawdowns are made by commercial users. We do not say that the commercial 

users should not access our groundwater supplies. They are important for employment in the area. However, they 

should not exceed their allocated drawdown, which they clearly are. 

As I said, the report identifies some things that are useful. In other aspects, it is quaint. For instance, one of the 

recommendations for hydrology is — 

undertaking a hydrological study of Loch McNess to determine future options for protection such as 

encouraging artificial watering of Loch McNess by the Department of Water; 

That is a sensible suggestion. In the meantime, we should try to pump some water back into the lake to protect it. 

I did not know until I read this report—I am sure the member for Ocean Reef can stand and speak for himself—

and nor did the member for Ocean Reef, that the lovely Nowergup Lake itself is replenished by pumping from 

the Leederville basin accessed through a bore at Neerabup. During summer and spring, they pump water from 

Neerabup to Nowergup to sustain the Nowergup wetland. Also, there is annual measuring of the water in Loch 

McNess. The money for doing that can be saved, because we know that there is simply none. 

This issue of the national park will not be a remote issue and it will not be a silent issue for Perth because, with 

the influx of people into this area, the community will not stand for what is happening out there, and nor should 

they. The dire state of the national park has now attracted the attention of the local media, which will remain on 

the case as well, and I congratulate it. 

Let us look at what else in this report has been completely ignored by this government. The report properly 

identifies that the buildings that I have already named—McNess House, Yanchep Inn and Gloucester Lodge—

are some of the few remaining examples in Western Australia, perhaps with Caves House in Yallingup, of pre-

war recreational buildings. The report identifies that on Rottnest Island we have examples, together with some 

spots in Fremantle, of buildings from prior to the turn of the century. Yanchep National Park has a highly valued 

set of buildings that are prime examples of pre-war architecture. The report states — 

maintain and/or restore Gloucester Lodge, Yanchep Inn, McNess House and culturally significant 

introduced plants in the planning area … 

Nothing has happened in relation to the further maintenance of these buildings. Gloucester Lodge now has 100 

beds in it so some primary school students can occasionally stay overnight, but it is in a terrible state. I read in 

this report, and laughed when I read it, that it recommends the continuing maintenance of the swimming pool. I 

do not know whether anyone in this chamber can remember the Yanchep swimming pool. 

Mr P.B. Watson: Yes; I swam in it. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: The member for Albany can remember it. 

Yanchep National Park had the first concrete swimming pool in Western Australia. Prior to the development of 

the concrete swimming pool at Yanchep National Park, there was only Crawley baths, Nedlands baths and 

Claremont baths, and the opening of the new concrete swimming pool behind Gloucester Lodge at Yanchep 

National Park was quite an event. This report, which was written in 2010, recommends its continued 

maintenance, member for Albany. There is a problem, though: they filled it with sand. There is nothing there. 

They punched a hole in the bottom of it before they filled it with sand, so the maintenance of it is going to be 

quite a problem. That is why I say that this report is quaint in some respects. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

House adjourned at 7.00 pm 
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