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Division 42:  Swan River Trust, $5 087 000 - 
Mr McRae, Chairman. 

Dr Edwards, Minister for the Environment and Heritage. 

Mr D.J. Miller, Acting Manager, Swan River Trust. 

Mr MASTERS:  I refer to page 687 and the allocation for the next budget year, which is down both in real and 
nominal terms.  Will the minister reconcile that with the first dot point on that page under significant issues and 
trends, where in summary form it states that there is a marked increase in pressure for development, level of 
recreational and commercial use of the waterways and potential for environmental degradation.  How can the 
minister justify a real reduction in management costs or allocations to the Swan River Trust in spite of these very 
marked increases in pressures and therefore potential impacts on the Swan and Canning Rivers? 

Dr EDWARDS:  It is a perennial complaint of ministers when they go to expenditure review committees that 
this division or my area is the most important across the whole of government.  I certainly would like more 
money in this budget than I have, but having said that, I do not see any particular difficulties.  I will talk about 
some of the things that we are doing.  For example, recently the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure and I 
launched a river precinct plan.  There is money from both this budget and from the planning and infrastructure 
budget to further develop that.  An amount of $100 000 has been set aside for that.  We will continue to do things 
that are more strategic and look more at the long term to stop some of the problem arising.  In addition, 
$3 million has been allocated for the Swan-Canning clean-up program, and very good money goes from that into 
the community supporting catchment management, which looks at land use control and makes sure that we do 
that better, and improve conditions in the waterways.  At the same time, the Swan River Trust works very 
closely with the Water and Rivers Commission.  In response to the member’s comment, I am not particular 
concerned.  I have every faith in this organisation being able to carry out its charter. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I am looking at the fourth dot point on page 687, under significant issues and trends.  In my 
electorate of Riverton the annual algae bloom season on the Canning continues to be a problem, and I note that is 
listed as a significant issue.  What does the minister anticipate the trends for that to be, given the continuing 
urban residential development and industrial development in the catchment immediately south of the Canning? 

Dr EDWARDS:  It is a bit hard to predict a trend in any one year.  We can say that we have put much greater 
attention into the catchments and the nutrients that come into catchments over time.  We know we have a much 
better handle on that than we had previously, but it is still fair to say that there is some year-to-year variation, 
which is quite normal.  In addition, with a lot of these catchments we are also dealing with nutrients from 
historic land use.  So in some ways whatever we do now cannot totally control what is already coming through 
the system, but we have put increased emphasis on the Canning with the Swan-Canning clean-up program.  I 
made sure last year, with some of the things I was doing as minister, that I went to the Canning and told the 
community that the Canning is as important as the Swan.  Perhaps it is a bit further away and a bit smaller, but 
we still need to make sure that we are working on improving conditions.  I am very pleased with the work that 
we have done with industry, both through the Swan-Canning clean-up program and also with some of the work 
we have done with cleaner production, which the Government funds through Curtin University.  We have been 
able to get small business as well as other people quite interested in looking at cleaner production and eco-
efficiency, and that all helps.  We are putting in quite a lot of effort, but I do not have a crystal ball to answer that 
question on a year-to-year basis.  Mr Miller may be able to comment on those trends. 

[11.50 am] 

Mr MILLER:  The water quality trends coming into the Canning are not deteriorating; we are not seeing a 
marked improvement - we would not expect it yet, because of the factors the minister alluded to.  As part of the 
process of making change, we first need to raise community awareness and involvement and get the community 
to do the right things.  That process is well established in the Canning area.  Quite a lot of community groups are 
assisting with revegetation and restoration of catchments and foreshores.  The Canning management plan is 
about to be finalised, and that will be an instrument for engaging a lot more of the community and business in 
better management of land use.  We are developing better controls on future land uses and development 
decisions, and eventually they will also feed into improving the water quality.  In the short-term we are 
continuing oxygenation of the Canning River and also the use of Phoslock and modified clay.  That is showing 
good results in maintaining water quality in the Canning River.  However, we cannot yet say conclusively that 
that improvement in water quality is being reflected in a reduced incidence of algal blooms.  The last couple of 
years have been rather unusual, because of the dry weather, but this year we did not get a blue-green algal bloom 
until unexpectedly late in the season.  That may have been as a result of our work or as a result of the lower 
freshwater flow into the Canning.  We have not worked that out yet. 
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The CHAIRMAN:  I am happy to take this as supplementary information, if necessary.  Are we able to 
determine whether the nutrient flow through one of the major tributaries of the lower end of the Canning, 
Bannister Creek, is a major point source of nutrient input into the Canning, or is the nutrient load increase 
coming from the upper reaches of the Canning?  The Bannister Creek catchment group is recognised as one of 
the leading community-based catchment management and rehabilitation groups in our State and also nationally.  
Will Bannister Creek continue to be used as a model?   

Dr EDWARDS:  The Bannister Creek catchment group is remarkable and it is no accident that some of its 
members have achieved high recognition for the work they do.  We will take the question about nutrient loads as 
a supplementary question, but I will need more detail about the exact question.  

The CHAIRMAN:  Is the increase in nutrient load into the Canning coming from upstream in the foothills - for 
example, from facilities such as Araluen Golf Course - or is the lower catchment, which is typified by the input 
of Bannister Creek, showing a higher rate of increase in nutrient load as a point source for the lower catchment? 

Dr EDWARDS:  I think we have the gist of the question.  We will do our best.  We may have some trouble 
getting all the detail the member wants, but we will take it as supplementary information. 

[Supplementary Information No B5] 

Mr HYDE:  I refer to output 2 at page 691, regulate riverside development.  I have a question with regard to my 
electorate of Perth.  The minister would be aware, because this area adjoins her electorate, that one small section 
is left in which to establish a bike path or walkway north of Banks Reserve.  At Herdsman Lake, boardwalks 
have been put into sensitive environmental areas.  They work beautifully in enhancing the environment and 
getting people into the environment.  The Ascot Waters development also has boardwalks.  What is the trust’s 
view about whether a small section of boardwalk for this remaining part of the bike path is out of the question on 
environmental grounds?    

Mr MILLER:  The approval of boardwalks is not unprecedented.  The decision would be made in the context of 
the environmental and visual amenity of the area, and also in the context of whether a boardwalk was required in 
order to achieve the objectives of the development or was a decorative add-on.  For example, if there was an 
alternative route that was just as good for the bike path but did not require a boardwalk, that might be preferable 
to having a boardwalk.  We have no prejudice for or against a boardwalk.  It depends on the circumstances of the 
development and the environment that it is going into. 

Dr WOOLLARD:  The second dot point at page 687 states that “The increasing pressure on the use of, and 
condition of the rivers requires a planned approach . . .”.  What are the plans to address the area between 
Canning Bridge and Mt Henry Bridge, because it is almost as though this whole paragraph has been written 
about the problems that are encountered in that area?  

Dr EDWARDS:  One of the programs we have is a riverbank restoration program.  The first project that was 
undertaken under that program was in the member’s electorate.  That was a very good and practical initiative that 
was needed.   

Mr MILLER:  The Canning River shoreline is sandwiched between the water and the bike path, which is very 
close to the water.  That is not a desirable situation for any riverbank.  It means it is subject to heavy pressure 
and there is little space to accommodate restoration and protection works.  We are working with the City of 
Melville on restoring that shoreline.  As well as making a direct financial contribution to that work, the trust 
under its riverbank program is also embarking on a process of providing information and training to local 
government officers who are involved in shoreline restoration work.  On 12 and 13 June we are holding a 
riverbank workshop for all local government officers who are involved in shoreline protection works.  That 
workshop will be addressed by national experts in restoration, and also some of our Western Australian expertise 
will be brought to bear to establish a network for us to exchange information in the future and to raise the level 
of understanding of the issues of shoreline management. 

Mr MASTERS:  I refer to output 3 on page 692, management plans.  I note that no reference is made to the draft 
Swan and Canning River management plan that was prepared some time ago and that I believe was submitted to 
the minister’s predecessor in December 2000.  I note also that there is no funding for the implementation of that 
plan.  Does that not mean that for the forthcoming 12 months the draft Swan and Canning River management 
plan will again lie on the minister’s desk without a decision and therefore without any management?   

Dr EDWARDS:  I seek your guidance, Mr Chairman.  Apparently the plan to which the member is referring is 
not a Swan River Trust management plan.  It is an environmental management plan and therefore is a 
Department of Environmental Protection issue.  

Mr MASTERS:  Surely it would be put into effect by the Swan River Trust.   



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 28 May 2002] 

 p77b-79a 
Mr Bernie Masters; Dr Judy Edwards; Chairman; Mr John Hyde; Dr Janet Woollard 

 [3] 

Dr EDWARDS:  I am informed that the answer is no.  Can the member put that on notice?  I do not think I can 
take it as a supplementary because it does not relate to this division.   

The CHAIRMAN:  That is correct.  

The appropriation was recommended. 
 


