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REGIONAL ROAD GROUP FUNDING 
Motion 

Resumed from 25 August on the following motion moved by Hon Murray Criddle - 

That the Gallop Government be condemned for its failure to provide - 

(1) Adequate funding under the regional road group allocation in 2003-04 and future years. 

(2) A comprehensive plan and/or mechanism for funding the construction of new strategic freight 
transport and tourism roads. 

(3) A comprehensive road construction and road improvement program for the next five, 10 and 
15 years to cater for the road freight task in Western Australia which is expanding at between 
seven and 10 per cent per annum. 

HON BRUCE DONALDSON (Agricultural) [2.00 pm]:  This is a very good motion, because it draws attention 
to how important it is that a State like Western Australia has an efficient road system.  As we are all aware, the 
road system is the lifeline of Western Australia.  There are vast distances between the various centres in Western 
Australia.  It is not financially possible to provide rail to all of those centres.   

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Except to Mandurah!   

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  Yes.  I do not think the state budget could afford to subsidise the movement of 
goods and freight onto rail right across Western Australia.  There is a vast distance between Kununurra and 
Esperance, for example.  Therefore, this State must rely heavily on road transport.   

Another factor that has emerged over the past couple of years is that most of the consumer goods that we enjoy 
in this State are manufactured in the eastern States, simply because the domestic market in Western Australia is 
not large enough to make it viable to manufacture those goods in this State.  Unfortunately for Western 
Australia, many manufacturing companies have slowly but surely moved from Western Australia to the eastern 
States.  Those manufactured goods are then transported back to Western Australia in many forms, some by rail, 
some by road and some by sea containers.  The big job is then to move those goods across Western Australia 
once they have been lobbed into the port of Fremantle or the industrial areas of Perth.  Fuel is also increasingly 
being transported by road directly into regional areas as the various fuel companies have been closing their 
operations in those areas.  I was interested to learn recently when we were in Kununurra that the Ord River 
District Cooperative Ltd is now bringing fuel into Wyndham.  It took over that operation when Mobil Oil 
Australia Pty Ltd decided to walk away from it.  That has made a huge difference to the operations of companies 
like Argyle Diamonds Australia, which has a mine in that area, because if the Ord River District Cooperative 
were not operating that service, the fuel would need to be transported by road from Broome to Kununurra.  It 
would then be necessary to build a completely safe all-weather road between Broome and Kununurra, taking into 
account the wet season, etc, which creates its own problems.   

Because of the demographics and the vast distances that need to be covered in Western Australia, we rely so 
heavily on roads that it is not funny.  One example is the transport of consumable items.  In the days of the WA 
Government Railways Commission, we had what was called small goods traffic.  I remember that when I was 
living in my old home town of Koorda, the train carriages would be packed up during the week, and one or two 
of them would be dropped off in Koorda on a Friday.  In those days our vegetables used to come from the 
markets in Perth.  The spare parts for machinery also used to come from Perth.  The roads were not that flash in 
those days, so rather than drive to Perth to get the parts that they needed for their machinery, people would wait 
for a week until the train arrived on a Friday.  Of course in the end it became a simple matter of cost; people 
could not afford to wait around, so they would go to Perth.   

Some of the larger companies, such as the CSBP Limited and Cresco Fertilizers Limited, used to move 
superphosphate by rail.  The carriages were awkward and clumsy, and it was damned hard work to unload them.  
In most cases it was not possible to use the carriages to transport grain back, because if the Co-operative Bulk 
Handling Ltd people were not careful there could be contamination, particularly if the superphosphate contained 
trace elements such as copper and zinc.  The buyers of the grain did not like the possibility that it might be 
contaminated, so in most cases the carriages were not multi-use.  It eventually got to the stage that it was cheaper 
for people to have the superphosphate brought in by road and dumped in a shed on their property than to have it 
brought in by rail and to then either pay a contractor to unload it and bring it to their farm or do it themselves.  It 
became a costly exercise to bring the superphosphate in by rail, because it required that double-handling.  The 
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superphosphate manufacturers were not very keen on continuing the rail side of it either, so they decided to have 
road transport undertake that task.   

It was the same with fuel.  When I was on the Koorda Shire Council we fought very hard to maintain the 
transport of fuel by rail from Perth to a depot in Koorda.  However, the then WA Government Railways 
Commission told the council to more or less back off.  The fuel companies were not all that happy, because in 
most cases the rolling stock belonged to them.  Some of the older fuel tankers had a braking system that was 
quite different from the one on the newer locomotives, so they did not match up, but the fuel companies did not 
want to replace them because they believed it was better to bring in the fuel by road.   

Therefore, we now have the situation that if people are travelling along one of the major roads in Western 
Australia at night all they will see is massive road trains full of fuel being shifted to depots in Geraldton and all 
over the State.  That has now become a way of life.  Those trucks are on the road day and night shifting fuel.  
Rail is not available in the 80 per cent or 85 per cent of Western Australia in which rail could actually be utilised.   

Road transport is much maligned.  Some people in the various political parties in Western Australia would like 
to wrap up all the bitumen roads and have goods transported by rail and have people use public transport.  I am 
sure the people of Geraldton would be very happy if an electric train were running between Perth and Geraldton 
every hour.  I am sure they would utilise it.   

Hon Kim Chance:  Wait until the next term of Government!   

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  That is right.  I am sure that if the Government can provide a rail service to 
Mandurah at a cost of about $3 billion it can spend another $3 billion or $4 billion to provide a rail service to 
Geraldton.   

Hon Paddy Embry:  Those sleepers would make it a terribly rough ride for a motor car, would they not?   

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  Yes, they would!   
Roads are much maligned.  Many people who should know better often talk about how they do not want traffic 
on roads, because it is bad for the environment.  However, it is a fact of life that the wealth, the economy, the 
lifestyle - I think it is a very good lifestyle - and the opportunities for jobs and employment in Western Australia 
would cease overnight if we just chopped off road transport.  It is beholden on Governments to ensure that we 
have a very good road network.  It is not cheap and it depends on where the roads are built.  For example, the 
cost is approximately $1 million a kilometre in the north west to build all-weather roads.  High bridges are 
required to take floods into account.  Rail has come to the forefront in the area of volume traffic.  An example is 
iron ore.  In that case the companies pay for the infrastructure.  It is very hard to shift 180 million tonnes of iron 
ore by truck.  I would hate to be anywhere on the road network when that was happening.  Economies of scale 
and financial structures determine that iron ore is moved by rail using infrastructure supplied by the companies.  
It is in the best interests of the companies to turn a profit from their operations.  Unfortunately, that transport 
opportunity does not exist across the rest of Western Australia. 
The transport of grain has become an important issue.  Grain is still best moved by rail when rail is available.  
Unfortunately, other factors have crept into the equation.  One is that Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd is looking 
at its current policy of collecting grain at terminals in almost every country town.  It has been looking for some 
time at strategically placed wheat bins.  That will certainly anger some farmers because they will have to cart 
their wheat longer distances.  CBH has pointed out that if it wants to remain competitive on the world grain 
market, it needs to do things smarter and better.  That creates another real headache because it is not just state-
funded roads that will be under pressure, it will also be local government roads, which are subject to changing 
traffic patterns.  In the meantime a lot of farmers have turned to their own road transport by using contractors.  
That is fine if only a limited number of tonnes of grain are taken off each day.  We used to think that 100 tonnes 
was a pretty good day’s work.  Admittedly, that was a few years ago.  These days, 100 tonnes can be removed in 
two hours.  Farmers find that, even with their own trucks and contractors, they need massive storage facilities on 
their farms because they are taking off the grain at such a rate that the trucks cannot get from the farms to Perth 
and back again in order to keep up with what the headers are taking off if the weather is good.  Rail will certainly 
play a more important role in the shifting of grain because of the other factors creeping into the equation.  That 
being the case, CBH has looked at faster unloading; it is upgrading its facilities.  Rather than upgrading all the 
facilities, it is deciding to accept only certain grains at certain points.  It wants a certain volume of wheat going 
to a strategic bin.  It will make sure that the facility is state of the art and there is quick unloading on to rail.  The 
grain will be moved that way.  If all farmers had access to the standard gauge rail - the east-west line - that 
would be great.  The idea is to use that line as a transfer point.  We are seeing changing patterns in the volume of 
traffic in the south west land division for the movement of grain. 
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One issue that has been around as long as I can remember is the level of funding for roads.  I remember 1990 
when Bob Pearce was the Minister for Transport.  The State Government undertook a report on road funding in 
the State.  The cost of the report was about $300 000, which was mostly paid for by the State Government.  That 
was most generous of the minister and the Government at the time.  Local government funded approximately 
$50 000 and the Royal Automobile Club, which had been jumping up and down demanding it, did not contribute 
one cent.  I remember Bob Pearce telling me that, at the end of the day, he did not want to be bashed over the 
head with that report.  He was trying to find out what was the shortfall in funding for roads in Western Australia.  
The funding shortfall was approximately $80 million.  That figure has been discussed for years because it is 
consistent.  As funding had been reduced by State and federal Governments, it meant that the $80 million 
shortfall was in maintaining the existing road system.  There was not much in the way of funding for new capital 
construction of roads.  After five years the figure was $400 million just to maintain the existing structure.   

I do not believe that successive federal Governments have ever played the game concerning national highway 1 
in Western Australia.  This State has the longest component of national highway 1.  There are magnificent dual 
carriageways in the eastern States on the major highways but, in the past 25 years in Western Australia, national 
highway 1 has not been funded although it is the very clear responsibility of the federal Government.  Sections 
of national highway 1 in this State are a disgrace, especially as people must use different configurations of road 
transport to be financially viable.  The chances of road trains coming into conflict with other road users on 
national highway 1 are very real.  We hope that accidents do not happen but disasters are waiting to happen, 
especially if tourist buses pass road trains.   

When the coalition achieved government it significantly increased the amount of money spent on roads.  There 
was a lot of criticism at the time that the Government was catching up on a backlog of maintenance and 
reconstruction of many roads in Western Australia.  There was a concerted effort to make sure that local 
government was playing its role in funding levels, and was not sitting back as the State Government increased its 
funding to local government.  There was concern that local government was not clawing back its own funding.  
It is true to say that a handful of councils may have done that, and they were reminded of their responsibilities.  
However, most councils continued to do the right thing.   

Four years ago the federal Government introduced its Roads to Recovery program, which is worth 
approximately $1.2 billion.  One could say that it was about time.  However, it was recognised that there needed 
to be a greater return from the federal Government to, in this case, local government.  As such, the funds were 
directed straight to local government.  A lifesaver for many councils is the population base.  Every man, woman 
and child is taken into account for funding purposes.  In one town it meant that funding for approximately two 
kilometres of road was allocated for every individual in the local government area.  Even two-year-olds were 
taken into account.  It just goes to show the level of funding that was needed.  Costs have gone up.  The price of 
oil has gone up, which means that the cost of bitumen has risen.  Fuel costs are higher.  There has been an 
incremental cost shift for each kilometre of road, whether unsealed or sealed.  The cost is continuing to go up.  
The dollar is not going as far.   

We are pleased from the point of view of both the state and local governments that the Roads to Recovery 
program is to continue.  Another $1.2 billion will be provided over the next four years.  The Shire of Esperance 
told me that over the four years of the program it would get about $2 million, because that shire has a huge road 
length.  That has made a big difference.  In a minute I will move on to the cutbacks in funding to local 
governments and regional road groups by the current State Government.  That is what Hon Murray Criddle 
pointed out.  There has been a clawback.  I know that the minister will say that the Government is funding this 
and doing that.  However, the simple fact is that there has been a reduction in the funding to local government.   

Hon Kim Chance:  Rather than funds going from the Commonwealth to the State Government and then to local 
government, they have gone directly from the Commonwealth to local government. 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  That is right, as I have said.   

Hon Murray Criddle:  That is not strictly correct, because we raise the funds here from registration charges and 
the fuel levy.   

Hon Kim Chance:  Yes, but there is also a flow of commonwealth funds that are distributed on top of those.  
That is now going straight to local government.   

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  Funds from the Roads to Recovery program are going straight to local 
government.   

Hon Kim Chance:  From AusLink as well.   
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Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  And the financial assistance grants.  The biggest component in assessing the 
distribution of those funds is the roads.  It is about a third of the component.  Federal money also goes to local 
government as part of the Commonwealth’s overall grants.  The Roads to Recovery program involves direct 
funding.  I know that State Governments do not like that, whether it is this or any other Government.  States are 
reluctant for federal money to go straight to local government; they like the funds to come through their own 
treasuries.   

Hon Kim Chance:  The Commonwealth’s funding model is not very appropriate.   

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  The point I am making is that the figures Hon Murray Criddle produced when he 
introduced this motion show that there has been a clawback; there has been a reduction in road funding from the 
State Government.  We should not forget that there was a change to the road categories some years ago.  A lot of 
the state arterial roads are now regarded as regional roads.  Some of those roads are once again the responsibility 
of local government.  There was once a clear separation.   

Hon Kim Chance:  There used to be commonwealth road grants for those arterial roads that come through the 
State.  They are now directly funded by the Commonwealth.  That is why they are now the responsibility of local 
government.   

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  Under the Roads to Recovery program, $800 million goes to local roads.  That is 
a big difference.  Eighty-two per cent of our road system in Western Australia is local roads, which are the sole 
responsibility of local government.  Local governments have increased funding from their own municipal reserve 
funds to ensure that the level of funding is maintained for the road system within their local authority areas.  
Whatever the Government may say, there has been a cutback in the dollars going directly to local government 
from the State Government.   

Hon Kim Chance:  Yes, but that is as a result of a shift in the way funding is cut up.   

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  That is a smoke and mirrors answer.  The minister can say all sorts of things.  The 
quantum of funding - 

Hon Kim Chance:  Does local government have less money from all sources as a result?   

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  No.  That is what I said about the Shire of Esperance.   
Hon Kim Chance:  That is the point.   
Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  That is the point I am making.  If the federal Government had cut the Roads to 
Recovery program at the end of the fourth year and had not continued it for another four years, many councils 
would not have had the ability to maintain a large part of their road systems.  That is a fact of life.  We have been 
critical of local government.  After my first two or three years in the Parliament I looked at the level of funding 
that local governments provided from their own sources to make sure that as the State Government substantially 
increased the funding to local governments for local roads they were not doing a nice little job on the 
Government by reducing their funding at a corresponding rate.  A few councils were doing that.  I wrote to the 
Western Australian Municipal Association, as it was known at that time, and said that it needed to jump on some 
of those councils.  I said that if local governments expected the State Government to provide a sufficient 
contribution to maintain the road system, they should not be clawing back some of the money they contributed to 
road maintenance programs in Western Australia.   
Hon Murray Criddle mentioned a number of things when looking at a comprehensive plan for, and a mechanism 
for funding, the construction of new strategic freight transport and tourism roads.  I briefly mentioned strategic 
freight transport movements.  A lot of those are in the wind.  Tourism opportunities are another issue.  The dual 
highway from Mandurah to Bunbury suits Hon Barry House, of course.   
Hon Barry House:  Not only me but also the whole south west and Peel regions.   
Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  It certainly helps Hon Barry House and tourism in that area.  It helps those who 
can afford to go down south.  Not many of us can afford to go down south.  The lucky chosen few journey down 
there.  There are some tourism opportunities by road.  I will give an example.  We all harp on about Indian 
Ocean Drive.  The road has been sealed from Dongara to Cervantes.  The section from Jurien Bay to Cervantes 
is very important.  People would not go to the Green Head Caravan Park before the road was sealed because they 
had to take a gravel road - Cockleshell Gully Road - from Green Head to reach the Jurien East Road.  It was kept 
in reasonable order, but people do not like taking caravans on gravel roads.  The guy who previously ran the 
caravan park - I believe he has just sold it - said that when the road was opened, the occupancy rate at the 
caravan park went up by 25 per cent because people were prepared to go there.  They could drive the rest of the 
way to Jurien Bay and then go along the Jurien East Road, down to Munbinea Road and then back onto Brand 
Highway.  They would not previously make the journey to Green Head or Leeman because they had to either go 
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back up to Dongara or drive along Cockleshell Gully Road.  There was a 25 per cent lift straightaway in the 
occupancy rate of just one little caravan park.  That road will not only encourage growth in that area but also 
isolate and separate the movement of heavy vehicle traffic from tourist traffic, as the heavy vehicles will remain 
on Brand Highway.  When that road is completed, I do not think anybody will argue that there will have to be a 
load limit on the new coastal road.  If all we are going to do is shift the traffic from A to B, there is not much 
point.  I am sure that the heavy transport drivers would rather have Brand Highway relatively to themselves and 
have the 3 000 vehicles that use that road every day shift to the new coast road.  They would be more than 
delighted about that.   
Another issue is the road from Perth to Lancelin, which needs more passing lanes and a bit of upgrading.  It is 
not a bad road, but it will need a few passing lanes for slow caravans and so on.  If that road were upgraded, a 
substantial number of people would take the opportunity to use that road to travel to Dongara, Geraldton, 
Kalbarri, Northampton, Shark Bay and points further north.  It would be a dollar earner for the State and a great 
thing for regional employment, especially of young people in the tourism trade.  The road would play an 
important role in the economy of the State.  We sometimes take the roads for granted and fail to reflect on what 
they mean to the economy of the State.  It worries me that, for philosophical reasons, sections of the community 
want to close the roads and get as much vehicular traffic as possible off them.  That is fine for people living in a 
perfect world.  Unfortunately, we live in a real world.  One aspect of the real world, of course, is the advent of 
public transport.  An all-night train used to leave Koorda at 8.00 pm on Friday and get into Perth at about eight 
o’clock the next morning.  People called it the old rattler.  I went back to school in Perth a few times on the 
damn thing and was exhausted by the time I got there.  The train would stop at Spencers Brook in the morning 
and we were able to buy a pie at the old refreshment rooms.  The old rattlers were quite something in those days.  
However, public transport is not available to a lot of people.  Running public transport into many areas is just not 
viable and is a bit of a hit and miss affair, much like some air transport services to the north west.  Air transport 
in Western Australia is an issue that Governments must examine.  They must in some form subsidise air 
transport to the north of the State.  Those air services should be funded as much by Governments as the rest of 
the public transport system in Perth is funded. 
I will talk about public transport issues.  The Government tries to encourage the use of Park ‘n’ Ride rail 
stations.  That is fine for people who live close to those stations, and even for some people who live some 
distance from them.  One problem is that, as more people are using the rail and the parking areas are becoming 
full very quickly, people just drive on into Perth.  They almost need multistorey car parks.  People tell me that 
Park ‘n’ Ride is great for getting them into the city if they are lucky enough to find a car park.  That is good for 
them because they do not have to leave home too early in the morning and they do not get stuck in a car park on 
the freeway.  However, it is on the journey home in the evening that the gamble begins.  People never know 
whether their car will still be at the Park ‘n’ Ride station or whether it will be trashed.  There are security areas 
there but, cripes, they are filled by quarter to seven in the morning.  It is therefore a very risky operation.  There 
is no risk in going into the city by rail; the risk is whether people need to get their family to pick them up 
because their car has gone, or call a tow truck.  That is a real concern to people.  Of course we could help save 
the environment if public transport were available to everyone, but we all know that is not the case.  There is 
nothing worse than a road system that becomes clogged with idling motors.  A car moving along at 70 to 80 
kilometres will not pollute the air nearly as much as an idling car.  The fuel in a moving car is rich in mixtures 
and the computer in the car adjusts itself to the amount of fuel needed.  Part of the infrastructure for road 
transport was the Graham Farmer Freeway and tunnel.  Savage attacks were made on the coalition Government 
for going ahead with that development.  Mind you, savage attacks were made by many country electors who felt 
that the $400 million cost of the freeway could have been better spent on country roads.  However, if members 
take a broad vision of what the tunnel and the freeway has meant, I do not think there would be a person in Perth 
who would not now say - and probably said within the first few weeks of its opening - that it is the best thing 
since sliced bread. 

Hon Kim Chance:  I think on the first day of its operation a lot of people changed their minds. 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  They did absolutely! 

Hon Kim Chance:  About 85 000, including me! 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  That is right.  It is interesting to imagine what the roads would be like today 
without the freeway.  We would be almost unable to drive into Perth.  I would hate to make that journey in the 
morning and the evening from where I live north of Perth without it.  I believe peak-hour traffic would run from 
about half past three until eight o’clock at night.  The city of Perth and its surrounds would be a shambles and 
chaotic in every sense by now.  I say that to all the doubters and all those who were critical of that development 
at the time.  Hon Murray Criddle will tell members that, as country members, we copped a hell of a lot of flak 
from our own supporters who said it was a waste of money.  However, those same country people now, like 
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everybody in Perth, think it is good stuff.  At the time the freeway and the tunnel were being built, taxi drivers 
told me it was the best thing the Government was doing. 

Hon Paddy Embry:  I am probably one of those you are speaking about. 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  Those who were critical? 

Hon Paddy Embry:  I was critical, and I think it is fantastic. 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  I think that is what Hon Murray Criddle is referring to in this motion.  He is 
referring to forward construction.  If I recall correctly, we had a 20-20 program - 

Hon Murray Criddle:  It was a 10-year program, but it looked well into the future. 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  Yes.  I think that program has somewhat stalled.  Times do change and often 
Governments must change models to accommodate changes.  It is very important that we have a future planning 
arrangement.  That is why it is very disappointing, when we consider the movement of heavy traffic, that the 
Government will not construct the Fremantle eastern bypass.  If this present Government does not want to build 
it, that is fine, but our incoming Government will build it.  The corridors for the Fremantle eastern bypass were 
put in by a very visionary person.  Thank heavens Professor Stephenson was around at that time.  He foresaw the 
future and created those corridors.  I shudder now to think what would be the situation without those corridors.  
Although I am critical of this Government for not constructing the Fremantle eastern bypass, I am more critical 
of it for wanting to get rid of the corridors and build houses on them.  No State Government has the right to lock 
up a road corridor, as the corridor can remain in place for any future need.   

Hon Paddy Embry:  It is very short-sighted. 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  What has occurred with the Fremantle eastern bypass is almost a major planning 
disaster.  If the Government does not want to build it, that is fine, but I know that a future Government will build 
it.  It will be necessary to shift away a lot of traffic from the wharf, rather than double handle it by taking it to 
Kewdale and offloading it back onto road transport for the rest of the journey across Western Australia.  That is 
crazy.  The sooner we are returned to government at the next election so that we can undo that the better.  Hon 
Murray Criddle has made that commitment on behalf of the coalition.  We have warned people not to buy a 
block of land in that corridor for residential purposes because they will not be there for long.  I think that was a 
reprehensible decision on behalf of this State because it will affect an awful lot of people.  It is no different from 
closing off the Graham Farmer Freeway tomorrow and saying we need to build houses along that road because 
someone has said that we do not really need it.  Since the day that freeway was opened it has been in constant 
use.  Like the Fremantle eastern bypass, we need it today; and, mark my words, we will need it increasingly over 
the next few years.  Without it, Leach Highway will become a car park.  It is almost a car park now.  If anyone 
wants to tell me otherwise, I would like to hear from them.  

I think I have covered most of the issues I wanted to raise.  Others want to speak.  I have some bumper stickers, 
which I cannot seek leave to incorporate in Hansard but I can read out the words on them.  The first one, 
produced by the Western Australian Local Government Association, contains the words “Stop state government 
funding cuts”.  This has concerned the association greatly.  In response to the lack of state road money, a poster 
has been created that contains the words “No workmen ahead.  Reinstate state government road funding”.  It is a 
shame we cannot incorporate that into Hansard; it would fill a couple of pages and the reporter would not have 
to do any writing!  I hope that in the future successive State Governments do not fall into the trap of listening to 
a squeaky minority claiming that we do not need to increase road transport facilities.  That is an off-the-planet 
remark.  Western Australia relies on road transport; it is a lifeline and will become increasingly more important 
over the next few years.  

The planning decision to sell off a road corridor in Western Australia is one of the poorest decisions this 
Government has made in its three-and-a-half years in office.   

HON DEE MARGETTS (Agricultural) [2.42 pm]:  My colleague Hon Jim Scott has made some comments on 
this motion already.  I want to put a slightly different slant on it and add to some of his arguments.  We often 
concentrate on how much money has been spent on roads and possibly do not focus enough on the effectiveness 
of the money spent on transport.  The Greens (WA) have consistently called for an integrated transport strategy 
to deal with the needs of business and commuter travel in both the urban and regional areas.  That is extremely 
important.  That has yet to occur.  We often have enormous difficulty convincing industry to rationalise its use of 
transport corridors whether they be for road or rail.  We very rarely get agreement from industry to share 
transport corridors.  Anyone travelling in the north west of Western Australia will see road and rail line 
infrastructure corridors in parallel or crisscrossing the landscape because industry refuses to share transport 
corridors.  Some sort of commonsense must be part of the debate.  Even when state agreement Acts contain, 
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supposedly, requirements for those transport corridors to be shared if necessary at a reasonable rate to the people 
who provide them, often those infrastructure corridors have been provided through the involvement and with the 
facilitation of the State.  It is important.  At the same time the Office of Major Projects is proceeding with an 
infrastructure corridor from the non-existent heavy industry site at Oakajee to Kalgoorlie.  Despite what 
everybody says, it is proceeding, and the taxpayer will end up with a white elephant.  Planning is proceeding 
regardless of which Government is in office.   

I will approach two of the issues mentioned in this debate from a slightly different perspective.  The coastal road 
from Lancelin has been mentioned.  The one major issue that has made this decision so difficult and more 
complex than it needs to be is the fact that no final decision has yet been made about the location of the Lancelin 
defence training area, especially the Army component.  We have heard from the federal Government that it 
intends to relocate the Army section but no decision has been made.  What we do not know and have no 
guarantee about is whether the Government intends cleaning up the ordinance, should the Army relocate its 
training area, so that the land can be used for other purposes.  It is ironic that at the same time decentralisation is 
occurring and business and residential development is being encouraged in areas around the Gingin coast, 
including Lancelin, not only major military training exercises are continuing with the Australian military but 
also, at the federal Government’s open invitation, the United States Army and Navy are using it as a bombing 
range.  That puts an interesting light on the concept of a transport corridor in the vicinity.  The corridor is 
planned to go around that area.  However, aircraft fly around training areas when they are in use.  That is the 
single, biggest impediment to a sensible approach to the Lancelin coastal road.  Perhaps, in future, the State 
Government needs to be a bit more sensible and forceful in its discussions with the federal Government on that 
issue, especially in seeking a decision on the defence force training area.  

I refer to the southern transport corridor from Geraldton.  I guess the community of Geraldton was attracted to 
the concept of moving the rail from the beach so that people who live in that area could enjoy the facilities that 
attracted them there.  That appears to be the reason behind the level of support for the southern transport 
corridor.  However, a few things have happened that may lead to those attractions being not as pleasant any 
more.  We hear that fencing made from materials equivalent to super 6 fencing might be built around our ports.  
That will mean that the Geraldton port area may not be terribly accessible or particularly pleasant to look at.  
Australia has been made more of a target for retaliation because of stupid decisions at the federal and 
international level by our Government and others.  We have a situation in which - 

Hon Murray Criddle:  You said that the fenced area around the port was a problem for the southern transport 
corridor.  

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  No, I said the level of support in Geraldton for changing from the current location of 
the rail corridor to the southern transport corridor was because people believed they would have more access to 
the beaches and port areas than they had before.  However, we are hearing that, in future, the port area may well 
be surrounded by super 6 fencing and barbed wire because of the potential for international retaliation in light of 
stupid decisions made at the federal level.  The process of opening up the beaches and port area to allow more 
community access may not be a very attractive proposal in the future.  At the same time, the dredging to deepen 
Geraldton harbour took place in contravention of the environmental management plan of the Geraldton Port 
Authority.  Now, every time there is a storm surge or a reasonable swell in Geraldton, that silt resuspends.  The 
very nature and enjoyment that people get from using that area, including the area where the rail went across, has 
been degenerated by the level of the build up of silt.  Now we are hearing that not as much flushing is occurring 
within some of the harbour areas - there are some water quality issues there - and the eastern breakwater is 
scouring beaches, as everybody with any commonsense knew it would.  In the meantime, given the deterioration 
of the quality of some of the harbour facilities and Town Beach, the Geraldton southern transport corridor, to 
people’s horror, when they actually saw where it was going, is cutting off public access to other beaches.  People 
from Point Moore and Beachlands are outraged because the plans that were provided to them appeared not to be 
the plan that Thiess Pty Ltd and the Department for Planning and Infrastructure actually implemented.  A 
ridiculous situation has occurred.  Constituents have found out that the transport corridor and the cleared area 
with the little fence line across it is within 57 metres of the start of dune vegetation.  Clearly, no matter what the 
Government says about a study that was done in 1996, a person does not have to be Einstein to see that the 
beaches in those areas are not accreting beaches; they are, in fact, eroding beaches.  We can see where the 
previous road existed near Greys Beach and where the bitumen has been undermined.   

Hon Murray Criddle:  Why is that?   

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  Basically because of storms and erosion.   

Hon Paddy Embry:  Do you want to blame the federal Government for that as well?   
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Hon DEE MARGETTS:  No, if the member listens, the Government’s own planning policy guidelines say that 
no building should occur within 100 metres of a stable beach.  In no way, shape or form is this a stable beach, 
and the corridor has been measured to be within 57 metres of the beginning of dune vegetation; therefore, the 
Government is not abiding by its own planning guidelines.   

What does this mean in terms of funding for road transport?  Unless the Government somehow has a way of 
changing nature and weather patterns that we do not know about, there will be an enormous cost.  As the road 
transport corridor and the rail corridor is to be built across a sand dune, it will have to pay to continue to clear 
that area.   
Hon Murray Criddle:  What would your suggestion be?   

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  To start with, I suggest that we abide by government planning guidelines.  Is that not a 
reasonable suggestion?  If we have a planning guideline that, for very good reason, says we should not build 
within 100 metres of a stable coastline, and that we should provide greater leeway if it is unstable, we should 
adopt that guideline.   
Hon Murray Criddle:  I am trying to listen to your logic -  

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  My logic says that if we build a transport corridor within 57 metres of a beach -  
Hon Murray Criddle:  You said a dune system.   

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  Yes, that is right, and we will lose the transport corridor; it will be undermined by the 
process of wind and weather.  A similar situation will arise to that which is happening at South Beach, where 
there is an enormous amount of pressure for taxpayers to put their hands into their pockets to build breakwaters 
and moles to stop the erosion.  Suddenly, we will have to shovel more money in to save this piece of 
infrastructure that has already cost an enormous amount of money.  Once we reach the situation that we have 
with the existing road at Greys Beach, erosion will occur right up to the transport corridor and beyond. 
Hon Paddy Embry:  You are going to have to do that anyhow? 

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  That is why there are guidelines on where a transport corridor should be built.  Nobody 
can work out why this transport corridor was put in a different place from those proposed in the first three 
options, which were inadequately put out for community consultation.  It does not come down to how much 
money is spent; it is all about how that money is spent and what thought is put into whether this expenditure is 
sustainable, and whether taxpayers will be asked to put their hands in their pockets to redevelope or save the 
infrastructure that was put in the wrong place.  I am not in charge of the weather; I wish I had some control over 
the weather.  However, we do have control over where the transport corridor is placed.  If it is placed too close to 
an eroding beach, it is an enormous waste of public money.  I put it to members that for all this debate, if we are 
putting in publicly-funded infrastructure that will have to be saved at a later stage or perhaps become inoperable 
by the inevitable movement of the coast, then we are going in the wrong direction.   

HON PADDY EMBRY (South West) [2.57 pm]:  Not so very long ago I spoke about the lack of overtaking 
lanes on Chester Pass Road and the ensuing problems - I am sure the Leader of the House anticipated this issue 
being raised again.  I spoke about the potential great harvest that was too early to forecast back then.  Of course, 
Mother Nature seems to invariably find a way to muck up top harvests.  For our city friends who are not aware 
of the situation, there has been an absolutely devastating frost this year through a large part of the wheatbelt.  
However, in the part of the world that I was talking about, particularly in the southern wheatbelt to the west of 
Lake Grace, as we go further west the problem is less dramatic.  Most of the areas from which grain is carted to 
the port of Albany have not been nearly as affected as those further away.  Since I last spoke, there have been a 
couple of very good rains.  At this stage, given one more rainfall, a lot of that area will see some magnificent 
crops, which is great.  However, the majority of the grain carted out of that area goes by road, not by rail.  These 
days, the Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd buildings - those strategic-type bin facilities - lead to larger trucks or 
road trains using the roads.  Thank heavens we are using them because they keep the costs down.  Nevertheless, 
the three-trailer type road trains using many of the roads takes quite a bit of skill and patience to pass.  Recently, 
a near neighbour of ours was supposed to be at a meeting in Albany at four o’clock.  Her drive to town would 
normally take about an hour and a half.  She set off for this meeting and gave herself in excess of two hours 
travelling time - she wanted to do some preparatory reading for the meeting when she got there.  Nearly 20 
minutes was added to her normal driving time because of a combination of four-wheel-drive caravans and three 
road trains that she had to pass.  It was a wettish day, and the minister knows what it is like to pass a truck when 
its wheels throw up water.  It is pretty hazardous trying to pass in those conditions.  That being accepted, these 
overtaking lanes have become more important than they were some years ago.   
I spoke about the plantation timber coming on stream.  That is not affected by the frost, and it is a product that is 
increasing almost daily, or certainly weekly anyhow.  It actually resulted in a bit of bitumen being put on a road 
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not far from us, called Mettler Road.  I think the timber company paid for some of the work.  It is a road that we 
locals never anticipated would be bituminised.  We heard the normal things when people assume that the local 
member was determining where the bitumen was going but I had to confess that I could not lay claim to that.  
Hon Jim Scott interjected.  
Hon PADDY EMBRY:  That is a bit of humour, and we need a bit of humour in this place.   
I also spoke about an accident on the Hassell Highway, at the turn-off to Cheynes Beach Road.  An eastbound 
vehicle was waiting in the middle of the road for a car coming the other way, turning left into Cheynes Beach 
Road.  A lady from our district was also heading east behind the stationary car.  She had to make a split-second 
decision whether to go into the gravel on the left-hand side, or to tailgate the car in front.  The drop from a 
narrow strip of gravel on the left-hand side of the bitumen was at least a third the height of this Chamber, from 
floor to ceiling.  She chose to tailgate the vehicle in front, and fortunately, nobody was badly hurt, apart from 
one person getting a stiff neck.  I have been to Main Roads in Albany and put the problem in writing, as well as 
having spoken to the staff there.  The people at Main Roads indicated that it would be put on the list but they did 
not know what its priority would be.  I realise that priority lists are necessary, but would it not be sad if a fatal 
accident had to occur there before something was done?  Railway crossings are given a higher priority because 
of the greater likelihood of fatal accidents happening on them.  There really is no room on that stretch of road to 
safely leave the bitumen and drive on the gravel.  
When I spoke to the Leader of the House, Hon Kim Chance, about the urgent need for something to be done 
before the forthcoming harvest, he said he would speak to the responsible minister.  At this stage I have not 
heard anything.  I have not been on all those roads, but those I have been on do not show any signs of attention 
to the things that are not only needed but also long overdue.  I once again draw the attention of the minister to 
this problem.  Harvest is a lot closer, and in that area it will obviously be a reasonable one.  I spoke very briefly 
with the coalition transport spokesman, Hon Murray Criddle, with a view to something being done about the 
major roundabout just north of the city of Albany.  Huge problems will be alleviated if that can be sorted out.  I 
understand there is never the money to do what everybody would like to see done, but it is fair comment that 
very little has been done on regional roads during the term of this Government.  That is certainly the case on 
regional roads on which I seem to travel.  The heading of this motion referred to regional road group funding. 

I am very pleased to see that the Government has started work very promptly following the announcement of the 
upgrade of Great Eastern Highway towards The Lakes.  That work is progressing very well, and I congratulate 
the Government on it.  There have been a lot of very serious and fatal accidents on that stretch of road, and it is 
good to see that that very important upgrade is progressing.  However, it is a very small part of this State, and it 
is not a great number of kilometres from Midland to The Lakes turn-off.  There are considerable deficiencies, as 
Hon Bruce Donaldson and Hon Dee Margetts said, in the standard of some of these roads for the amount of 
traffic they carry.  I understand the debate of rail versus road, but we must be realistic.  In a State the size of 
ours, there will not be railway lines everywhere.  That is just not possible, particularly in the part of the State in 
which I live.  The railway there is non-existent.  A major part of the highway that goes in my direction was 
designed and built, for a greater amount of traffic than was needed at the time.  They did look to the future, but 
the future has caught up, and it is now time to do something for the present, not just the future. 

It is vital, not just important, that some of the areas that produce most of the export income for this State have 
upgrades in a multitude of services, but the most important of all is roads.  I cannot see anything taking 
precedence over roads.  It is a fact of life that we see an ever greater removal of government departments and 
their personnel from rural towns.  This increases the necessity for improved roads, because people must travel to 
regional centres for purposes for which they did not previously need to.  I congratulate Hon Murray Criddle for 
bringing this subject once again to the attention of this Chamber.  I am very disappointed that more of our 
metropolitan cousins are not in the Chamber.  It shows something of the divide that exists.  
Hon Jim Scott:  I am from the metropolitan area.  
Hon PADDY EMBRY:  I know Hon Jim Scott is from the metropolitan area, and I appreciate that.  I am saying 
that there are not enough metropolitan members in the Chamber.  Most of the country members know about the 
state of country roads.  This House is evenly balanced between the country and the city, in the numbers of its 
electorates.  That is a great thing, because it brings some balance to political life in Western Australia.  Country 
members know about the state of country roads but city members do not.  They are too busy in their city 
electorates, and most of them are probably too busy to take the holidays they need.  It is a pity that during some 
of their time off they do not go and have a good look at the state of the roads in Western Australia.   
During the luncheon suspension I was speaking with a member of this place, Hon Sue Ellery.  She was 
absolutely appalled when I explained to her the lack of mobile telephone coverage in country Western Australia.  
Hon Sue Ellery is a good example of a hardworking member who is just not aware of what these very important 
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facilities are.  Roads are a lot more important than mobile telephone coverage.  Mobile telephone coverage is 
also very important, but we are not discussing that today, so I had better get off that subject before the Deputy 
President (Hon Adele Farina) draws my attention to that fact.   

There has been a lack of spending on roads.  To be fair, I do not think there was enough spending on rural roads 
during the time of the previous Government either.  However, that being so, it has become even more vital that 
we have a catch-up in spending.  I am not sure whether any other member in this place is yet to speak, but in 
case there is I will now cut myself short and give someone else the opportunity.  

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [3.11 pm]:  I suggest to Hon 
Paddy Embry that he not cut himself too short!  I want to make a contribution to this debate by bringing to the 
attention of the House the fact that vast areas of Western Australia are currently served by roads that in my 
judgment are not good enough.  The motion talks about a reduction in road funding.  The motion has been very 
well argued by members on this side, who have suggested that that reduction is totally unacceptable.  My 
argument will be twofold.  I believe that a significant increase in funding for roads is an imperative for regional 
Western Australia, and that a number of the roads that are currently not sealed should be sealed.  I will give my 
reasons for that belief.  My particular interest is the roads in my electorate.  I cannot comment on the situation in 
other parts of the State, because it is for other members to promote and argue for their particular needs.  In the 
Mining and Pastoral Region, which covers about 70 per cent of Western Australia, some very important roads 
have not been sealed yet.  To give credit to my colleagues in the former Court Government, a number of roads 
have been sealed that I never expected would be sealed.  I place in that category the Mt Magnet-Sandstone-
Leinster road, which is a very good and important road for the economy of that part of the State.  I have driven 
over that road on many occasions.  That road was sealed because of the policies of the former Court 
Government.  Similarly, the road from Tom Price to Great Northern Highway at Munjina Gorge and through 
Karijini National Park is also a very significant road, and it has made a huge difference to tourism in Karijini 
National Park.  Again that was a road that I did not expect would ever be sealed, and I congratulate Hon Eric 
Charlton, who was the Minister for Transport when that road was sealed.   

Similarly, further work has been done on the road from Port Hedland to Marble Bar.  That road was promised 
when the railway to Marble Bar was closed in the 1950s, but it took until the end of the century for that road to 
be almost completed.  When the current Minister for Planning and Infrastructure opened that road, she basically 
took the credit for all of the work, as she has done on numerous occasions since she has taken on that portfolio.  
Many of the projects that were commenced by the Court Government have been opened by Hon Alannah 
MacTiernan.  However, on most of those occasions she did not bother to invite the Opposition.  She certainly did 
not invite the previous minister, who had made the decision to get that work done.  She virtually claimed the 
credit for being the minister responsible for getting those roads built.  However, I guess what goes around comes 
around, and there will come a time when one of the few things that she had made a decision about - the Perth to 
Mandurah railway line - will be opened by a minister of a different persuasion.  It would be extraordinary if a 
Liberal or coalition minister were to open the Perth to Mandurah railway line.  It would be almost as bad as the 
speech that Dr Gallop made at the opening of the Perth Convention and Exhibition Centre, in which he spoke 
about what a wonderful facility it is, when the whole time that the project was being put together he was bagging 
it day after day, as were his shadow ministers.  I cringed when he made that speech.  I cannot imagine that 
anyone on our side would make a speech of that type if they happened to be opening the Perth to Mandurah 
railway line, because they would be spending a fair bit of time trying to work out how it was going to be paid 
for. 

I will now go through some of the roads in my electorate that I believe should be sealed and indicate why I 
believe that to be the case.  At the present time the Murchison area of Western Australia is not linked to the 
Gascoyne by a sealed road.  Proposals have been put forward that there should be a sealed road from Carnarvon 
and through Gascoyne Junction to Meekatharra.  That would be a good move, because if people want to drive 
from Carnarvon to Meekatharra on a bitumen road they need to go via Geraldton and Mt Magnet, which is an 
extraordinary distance.  The people in the Murchison-Gascoyne area have had to put up with substandard roads 
ever since that part of the world was first settled.  That is an important tourism area these days.  There has been a 
significant increase in the number of people visiting that part of Western Australia to see Mt Augustus, the 
largest monocline in the world - it is twice the size of Ayers Rock - and the Kennedy Ranges.  There is 
tremendous tourism opportunity and potential in the area between Carnarvon and Meekatharra.  Such a road 
would not only link up the Gascoyne and the Murchison but also provide great opportunities for tourism in that 
part of the world.  Similarly, if the road were continued from Meekatharra to Wiluna, there would be a link 
between the north-eastern goldfields and the northern Murchison.  That is a road that we promised to build when 
we were in government and that the current Government also promised to build, if my memory serves me 
correctly, but has not done so.  That is an important road from the point of view of tourism, and also because it 
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will enable people to drive from Kalgoorlie to the Pilbara on a bitumen road the whole way through.  That will 
be very important in linking the industrial areas of Kalgoorlie-Boulder with the mining industry in the Pilbara.   

I would also like to see, but I am not arguing for it at this time, as an alternative to the Wiluna-Meekatharra road, 
a road directly north from Wiluna to meet up with the Great Northern Highway at Kumerina.  That would 
provide a more direct route from Kalgoorlie to the Pilbara than the route via Meekatharra.  I believe such a road 
should be contemplated at some time in the future because of the way the Pilbara is growing and the significant 
need for materials to be transported to the Pilbara.  There will be massive growth by Rio Tinto Limited and BHP 
Billiton in their iron ore projects.  There is also the potential for two new liquefied natural gas plants in the 
Pilbara in the next few years.  That huge growth will necessitate the transport of goods from the eastern States 
and from the south west to the Pilbara.  Eastern States goods that have come via rail to Kalgoorlie could then be 
transported by road straight up through Wiluna, Kumerina and Newman, and then to the rest of the Pilbara.  In 
my view that road will have great strategic importance for the future development of the Pilbara.   

Hon Jim Scott:  What would you give priority to? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  The local people tell me that they would much rather Wiluna to Meekatharra first.  I 
have an open mind about that.  I think that, in strategic terms, going from Wiluna to Kumarina is better.  
However, that is not necessarily what is best in local terms. 

Hon Jim Scott:  I just thought that the Liberal Party might have a priority. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Some time ago the priority was Kumarina.  Over time ministers in the previous 
Government came to the conclusion that they would do Meekatharra to Wiluna first.  I do not have a problem 
with that.  The road from Kalgoorlie to Wiluna has a problem at Lake Raeside, south of Leonora.  It floods on a 
relatively regular basis.  Work needs to be done on that so that we do not have a situation arising again in which 
Leonora, Leinster, Laverton and places north are blocked off from Kalgoorlie for extensive periods.  That road 
requires a fair amount of expenditure to upgrade what is already a bitumen road. 

Hon Jim Scott:  I remember food being transported along that road by boat! 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Yes.  The area has experienced extraordinary rains, mainly due to cyclones coming 
from the north.  The areas have been so flooded that there were almost rivers from Leonora to the 
TransAustralian Railway line.  On one occasion, part of the rail line was washed away.  There are significant 
natural drainage systems throughout the north eastern goldfields into the Nullarbor Plain.  When there is cyclonic 
activity, vast amounts of water flow through the area.  Regrettably, it is not every year.  It is probably a good 
thing that it does not happen every year because of the roads.  However, from the point of view of the country, it 
would be wonderful to have that rain every year. 

Another road that a federal Government of either persuasion should regard as a national project is the road from 
Laverton to Ayres Rock, the so-called “outback highway”.  It took a long time for the road from Norseman to 
Adelaide to be sealed.  The Western Australian Government bit the bullet and sealed the State’s section from 
Norseman to Eucla, but it took a long time before the rest of the road to Ceduna was sealed because the South 
Australian Government could see no purpose in helping Western Australia.  The federal Government eventually 
gave some support for sealing the road.  The seal on the Western Australian side has since been improved so it is 
now double width; it was only single width to start with.  It is an important road linking the eastern States with 
Western Australia.  It would be magnificent to have a road linking the north eastern goldfields, and ultimately 
Perth, with central Australia and Queensland.  The outback highway contemplates a sealed road from Laverton 
to Ayres Rock through Alice Springs to Winton, finishing on the east coast of Queensland.  I see the proposal as 
something that a Prime Minister ought to grab hold of and turn into a national project.  I believe a federal 
Government should provide the funds.  It should see it in the same context as the Alice Springs to Darwin 
railway line; that is, as an important strategic part of our infrastructure.  There is no doubt that a sealed road 
through the centre of Australia would have a dramatic effect on tourism in that part of Australia.  It would 
provide enormous opportunities for the Aboriginal communities that are located along the route to benefit from 
tourism.  There is some of that now but nowhere near as much as if there were a sealed road and a significant 
increase in the number of people passing through that part of the country.  It would also mean far easier access 
for Western Australians to central Australia - to Ayres Rock, Alice Springs, Kings Canyon, the Olgas and all the 
other major attractions in central Australia.  It would also give Western Australians the chance to travel easily to 
Queensland and vice versa.  It would be a tremendous asset to our tourism for Queenslanders to easily visit 
Western Australia, as well as for Western Australians to easily access central Australia by road.  As we all know, 
the ageing population of Australia means that vast numbers of retired people are putting their money into 
caravans and four-wheel drives and travelling around Australia.  There is almost a permanent grey army of 
people moving around the country.  The more bitumen roads we can provide, the more opportunities it provides 
for those people to see the many tourism attractions that Australia has to offer.  I am very enthusiastic about the 
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outback highway; I do not see it as a waste of money at all.  I see it as one of those projects that will generate 
huge economic benefits for Australia.  However, it will require a Government to make a significant contribution 
in capital funds up-front for that to happen.  In my view, the sooner that happens the better.  People like Patrick 
Hill from Laverton, who have sought to argue the case for this, will be pleased that the federal Government has 
announced a commitment of approximately $10 million for that road.  However, that will not buy much road.  
Hundreds of millions of dollars are needed.  The federal Government has taken a lot of money as tax on fuel.  As 
such, I can see a very good argument for some of it being returned to build the outback highway.   

In the Kimberley a very good argument is being put for sealing the Tanami Road from Halls Creek to Alice 
Springs.  My view is that the outback highway from Laverton to Alice Springs should take priority.  Ultimately, 
there is a good argument to link the Kimberley with central Australia for all the reasons I have just outlined for 
the outback highway.  Again, the Kimberley is a magnificent tourism destination.  If people coming from the 
south and east of Australia could travel easily via Alice Springs across the Tanami Road into the south east 
Kimberley, there would be a huge increase in tourism along that road.  I will not spend any time talking about 
the Tom Price-Karratha road other than to say that it is another occasion on which the Labor Party has broken an 
election promise.  When a person reads Labor Party election promises, he must read all of them and then pick 
out the one that suits the Labor Party.  He will then know that that is obviously the promise.  The Labor Party 
made two promises about the road, one of which it has kept and another that it has not.  I have driven on the 25 
kilometres of the Tom Price-Karratha road.  It is a fantastic road.  It is 1 000 per cent better than what was there 
before.  I give congratulations for that; it is appreciated by me, as I have driven on that road many times over the 
years and had more punctures than I care to remember. 

Hon Ken Travers:  That is the best thing the member has said in 25 years! 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Then the member must be either thick, deaf or both!  He can take his pick.  The 25 
kilometres of road is called a cul-de-sac because it does not go anywhere.  It just stops and then drivers 
experience a dirt road for another couple of hundred kilometres.  It is not something that will attract people to the 
road because they know there is only 25 kilometres of bitumen and 200 kilometres of dirt.  It is not an attraction 
in its own right.  The Labor Party promised the people of the Pilbara that it would seal the road in four years.  It 
has not done that.  The Government should accept that and that it broke a promise.  It should accept the fact that 
Fred Riebeling should resign.  That would fix the matter once and for all.  We could then get on with finishing 
the road.  I do not know what are the Government’s proposals for the road in the future other than stage 2, which 
certainly would not finish the road. 

Hon Ken Travers:  There is another $80 million. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  That does not finish it. 

Hon Ken Travers:  It is a start. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I know, but the Government said it would do it.  I will not argue with the member 
any more because he does not seem to understand.  The fact of the matter is that the Labor Party was told at the 
last election that it could not be done for $100 million.  It said that it could.  It said it would do it and it would be 
done, but it has not been done because the Government could not do it.  It is as simple as that.  Another 
$80 million will get us another stage of the road.  I am looking forward to driving that road when it is completed.  
I would have changed the alignment at the northern end, because I think it should have gone past the Harding 
River Dam and come out at Roebourne. 

Hon Paddy Embry:  With a surplus of $800 million, I would have thought a good start could have been made on 
some of those roads.  If the money is really there, rather than just being election promises, why not go ahead and 
do it?   

Hon John Fischer:  They didn’t even know they had it until the tooth fairy came along.   

Hon Paddy Embry:  They cannot claim that they do not have any money.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I think the Government knew it was going to get that surplus, because it had 
organised it well in advance.  That is why it has not just one hand in everybody’s pockets but two.  That is why 
we have been paying vastly increased amounts of tax since this Government came to office.   

Hon Ken Travers interjected. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  If the interjection by Hon Ken Travers was to somehow suggest that the Government 
will act responsibly with its surplus, I am happy to have a little wager with him at any time that the whole lot 
will be spent between now and the next election.  The whole lot will be allocated and there will be a spending 
spree of the like the world has not seen before.   
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Hon Paddy Embry:  On advertisements?   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  No, on commitments to a vast number of things.  The $800 million will be 
committed.  We have already seen that happen in the past few days.  The Government allocated about 
$70 million to mental health and so much for dental health.  Whenever the Opposition points its finger at the 
Government and says that it is not doing the right thing by one group or another in the community, a big heap of 
money is suddenly provided and an announcement made.  This will go on until the election.  There is no doubt 
that the whole of the $800 million will be committed between now and the election.  The Government will then 
look at the forward estimates and say that it will get $1 billion more each year than it had expected, so it can 
spend that as well.  That, regrettably, is the nature of Labor Governments.   

Hon Jim Scott:  John Howard didn’t just do that, did he?   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  He has accumulated a massive surplus. 

Hon Kim Chance:  He is allowed to accumulate surpluses.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Hang on; there is a significant difference between what John Howard is doing and 
what Geoff Gallop is doing.  John Howard did not go to the election with the promise that there would be no 
increases in taxes and charges and then suddenly whack up everything.  He went to the election and said up-front 
that his Government would bring in a goods and services tax, and he was elected.  The people of Australia 
endorsed his election.  He said there would be a GST.  The major beneficiary of that has been the Government of 
Western Australia and it is complaining about it.  The Labor Party went to the election and said that a Labor 
Government would not raise taxes and that there would be no new taxes.  It told a lie.  It was a straight-out lie.  
That is what it did.  The day it got hold of the chequebook, up went the taxes and charges.  The Government 
looked for new ones.  Do members remember the premium property tax?  That would be in place now had the 
community not thrown it out like confetti.  One thing about John Howard is that he told us what we would get 
and we got it.  Geoff Gallop told us what we would not get and we got it.  Members should not try to compare 
the two.   

I will talk more about roads.  The Karratha-Tom Price Road is another broken promise, but I appreciate the 25 
kilometres that the Government has provided so far.  I do not know why we had to have the bit going out of Tom 
Price.  Members should look at it some time.  It is like going over the Himalayas.  For some reason, the chosen 
route takes vehicles up the side of a mountain and sweeps around.  That road must have cost millions of dollars 
per inch to build.  Why it did not go along the railway line is beyond me, but I am not an engineer.  Another 
really good road that could be sealed is the Menzies-Sandstone-Meekatharra road, which links the goldfields 
with the Pilbara and goes through the east Murchison part of the State.  There are a number of options.  The 
Government should be thinking about the options - the Kumarina, Menzies-Sandstone-Meekatharra, or 
Meekatharra-Wiluna roads.  It should pick one of those so that there is a sealed road link between the goldfields 
and the Pilbara.  Such a road is needed because of the growth in the Pilbara.  There are a number of engineering 
firms in Kalgoorlie that do a lot of work for the whole mining industry and not just for the industry in 
Kalgoorlie.  A link between Kalgoorlie and the Murchison and between Kalgoorlie and the Pilbara is important 
from that economic perspective.   

Finally, I will talk about the Broome-Cape Leveque Road.  I was in Broome the other day, as some members 
might know, and spoke to a lot of people about what roads were needed in that part of the world.  As everybody 
knows, the Kimberley is growing dramatically, particularly Broome.  The number of tourists and people visiting 
that area, particularly the west Kimberley, is growing dramatically.  The Cape Leveque area on the Dampier 
Peninsula has enormous potential from a number of dimensions, not the least of which is tourism.  The road from 
Cape Leveque to Broome is poor indeed.  We started sealing that road when we were in government.  It needs to 
be finished not just for tourism purposes but also so that people can access the communities in the Dampier 
Peninsula and Broome during the wet season, when that road is often completely unusable.  They are a few roads 
off the top of my head.  I suspect that if we added up the work required on those roads, it would probably cost 
$20 billion or something like that.  That is an exaggeration, but it is a lot of money, because those roads are very 
long - 

Hon Ken Travers:  Certainly the roads you have promised as a Government would be adding up to more than the 
surplus, I can assure you.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I am pleased to know that. 

Hon Ken Travers:  You promised $400 million for the Fremantle eastern bypass.  You have promised roads all 
over the State.  You won’t be able to fund them.   

Hon Murray Criddle:  So that you don’t go right off your tree, when we were in government it was $88 million.   
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Hon Ken Travers:  For the Fremantle eastern bypass?  It is more than that.  I hope you will get better costings as 
the coalition spokesperson.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I am trying to tell the House today in my capacity as member for the Mining and 
Pastoral Region what I want done in my electorate on behalf of the citizens who elected me and a couple of my 
colleagues in the House.  The roads I have mentioned today will cost a lot to build.  What I am really saying to 
the Government is that it should be significantly increasing the amount that is going to roads because there are 
significant demands across the State.  I suspect that even in your electorate, Madam Deputy President (Hon 
Adele Farina), which is wall to wall bitumen, there are probably some roads that need to be built or fixed.  One 
problem with building bitumen roads is that they must be maintained.  It is sometimes cheaper to maintain a dirt 
road.  However, Australia is a first world country.  People who live in my electorate are entitled to drive on 
bitumen roads.  They are entitled to be able to get from one place to another without having to wreck their cars, 
get punctures galore or put up with all sorts of unpleasant and unsafe driving conditions.  It is a simple right of 
people to have access to good roads.  All sorts of transport issues affect my electorate, but I will not go into them 
now.  People who live in the Mining and Pastoral Region are generally significantly disadvantaged compared 
with people who live in the city and the south west, because they do not have bitumen roads in every case.  They 
have to drive vast distances to get anywhere and they must pay significantly higher fuel prices than anywhere 
else.  The other day at Nanutarra the price of fuel was $1.35 a litre.  That is a bit rich.  They pay that sort of 
price.  If they do not drive, they cannot catch the train from Mandurah, the Australind or the Prospector.  The 
only way to get anywhere is to get on a bus, if they happen to be lucky enough to have access to a bus, or to fly.  
A person needs a lot of money to fly from Broome or Port Hedland to Perth.   

Hon Jim Scott:  A fair bit of money is needed to fill the petrol tank.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  That is right.  If a person has a choice of driving on a bitumen road or on a dirt road, 
he is likely to drive on the bitumen road.  If it is a dirt road for 4 000 or 5 000 kilometres, he will catch a plane.  
Whichever way, it is an extremely expensive exercise.  If a person decides to drive on the dirt road, he needs to 
throw in a couple of spare tyres and may have to deal with a hole in the petrol tank, just to add to the joys of the 
journey.  I raise this issue today on the basis that the State should not be contemplating any reduction in road 
funding; we should be contemplating a significant increase.  The reason for doing so is to provide equity for 
those who live in Western Australia, invariably in parts of the State that produce significant wealth, and put up 
with substandard transport circumstances.  I am therefore pleased that Hon Murray Criddle has raised this matter 
today.  It is important that the House understand that we do not need a reduction in road funding; we need a 
significant increase. 

HON FRANK HOUGH (Agricultural) [3.40 pm]:  I will be reasonably brief in talking to this motion, which 
has been brought to light by the current federal Government being in money-spending mode and the State 
Government bragging about surpluses.  It is about time that the State and federal Governments each appreciated 
that they are running a giant-sized, non-profit business.  They use shareholders’ funds - taxpayers’ funds - to 
provide us with facilities, including roads.  It is not for the Government to brag at the end of the day that it has an 
$800 million surplus.   

Hon Jim Scott:  Your money. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  My money.  This Government is not a bank; it provides facilities and services.  In the 
past week I have articulated what this surplus is about.  The federal Government has held back funds to pork-
barrel the electorate six weeks from the next election.  The State Government will do that, too.  The taxpayers of 
Western Australia do not provide advertising funds; they provide funds for facilities and amenities.  We are in 
dire need of facilities.  Some members have talked about road funding.  I have not heard the debate, but I 
imagine the Cervantes to Lancelin road issue has been flogged to death.  I ask the Government: why has it not 
put even a gravel road there?  At least it would alleviate a few problems.  It could clear and gravel it now and 
bituminise it at a later day. 

Hon Paddy Embry:  City people can’t drive on gravel roads. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  They will have to learn.  I drove around the Agricultural Region the other day.  I cannot 
for the life of me recall the name of the road I was on.  It was about 20 kilometres south of Salmon Gums and 
came out at Lake King.  I think it was Springdale Road.  It is 198 kilometres of gravel and one kilometre, the last 
one, of bitumen.  I believe the road was built by members of the farming community.  They are the people who 
got off their backsides and did the initial slog on that road.  That is an important road.  It is the shortest good run 
for people in the goldfields on the Norseman-Esperance road who want to travel to Lake King, Merredin or any 
of those places, rather than go south via Esperance and north to Ravensthorpe.  That road is in desperate need of 
repair and sealing.  If you, Madam Deputy President, ever travel on that road, you will see road trains delivering 
grain.  It is an uncomfortable feeling for anyone doing 110 kilometres an hour on that gravel road to see a road 
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train all of a sudden coming the other way over a bend on the crest of a hill.  I was there last weekend in a hire 
car.  Unfortunately, about halfway along between Lake King and Salmon Gums I did not take a bend properly 
and went roaring through the bush.  I thought that being from the motor trade I was a good driver.  Fortunately, I 
did not tip the car over.  My wife was screaming her block off at me.  She was petrified when we went roaring 
through the bush.  Being in a front-wheel drive vehicle, we got bogged down to the axle in a red, sludgy 
environment.  We had to sit on the edge of the road in the bush for about an hour and a half before another car 
came by and subsequently towed us out. 

That is just one road, but there are many like it.  There is Hamersley Road at Hopetoun.  There is Springdale 
Road between Esperance and Ravensthorpe, a shortcut that is frequented by school buses and farm people.  It is 
a very busy gravel and, I would say, daggy old road.  It is therefore difficult to listen to the federal and State 
Governments brag about surplus after surplus and say that they are going to throw money at us.  Let us take 
stamp duty on motor vehicles, for instance.  I imagine you know, Madam Deputy President, that this State 
charges twice as much as any other State in Australia charges for motor vehicle stamp duty.  Stamp duty on a 
$45 000 car in this State is about $6 000; in Queensland it is about $2 000.  If Beattie can manage to run a fairly 
healthy economy on stamp duty of $2 000, surely Dr Gallop can too.  Dr Gallop and the Treasurer, Hon Eric 
Ripper, must understand that they are not running a little shop that has to save its surpluses for tomorrow.  They 
are providing services to Western Australians.  Services are good roads for us to travel on. 

I know that members have wish lists.  I am sure all members representing the Mining and Pastoral, Agricultural 
and South West Regions have wish lists.  However, the items on those wish lists must be put into some order of 
priority.  I do not know whether the wish lists are decided by a committee, but I know how the Government 
makes the wish list for roads come true.  Without demeaning the Government, there is no question that the vote 
value of the population establishes the wish list for roads; that is just a fact of life.  This motion is about spending 
our money properly.  The Government should stop bragging that it made a profit here and a profit there.  
Nothing would be better for this State than to have good facilities and a Government that either broke even or 
ran the economy with a slight deficit.  However, the Government must budget within its means.  It is a big shop, 
although not as big as Wal-Mart, which is about 15 or 20 times bigger and puts its profit into more stock.  The 
Government must put Western Australians’ money into ongoing services.  They pay tax; they deserve better.  
We as members of Parliament represent the people and there is no question that we do our best, but we will 
never satisfy everyone.  However, there is no point running around bragging like the Treasurer did the other day.  
I heard the federal Treasurer brag about how good he is at managing money.  The surplus that the federal 
Treasurer has is probably a little different from the state Treasurer’s; however, statewise many other incremental 
imposts are put on Western Australians, such as wealth tax and stamp duty.  This Government is certainly not a 
Robin Hood; it does not rob from the rich and give to the poor.  It robs from the rich, puts it in the bank and sits 
on it.  Come election time it will consider from where it will get the most votes.  That is where the money will go 
and will continue to go.  The Government should have the courage to sit down and make some good decisions.  
As I said, it would not be the worst decision to put a gravel road from Cervantes to Lancelin, as it would at least 
open up the area somewhat.  The Government could then look at other areas.  I have always wondered about the 
formula for selecting and bituminising roads throughout the State.  I wonder what formulas are used for deciding 
which roads should be bituminised.  Does the minister or Main Roads Western Australia make the ultimate 
decision?   

Hon Murray Criddle:  They are planning decisions but the minister has a big influence on them. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Yes.  There is no doubt that the minister can influence a decision if he wants a road to 
be tarsealed in, say, the Narembeen area.  I think when Hendy Cowan was a minister some excellent roads were 
built around that area.  He may have had some influence; I do not know.  The roads in that area are good 
compared to roads in many other areas I have driven through.  I guess at the end of the day the Government will 
never satisfy everyone.  That is the issue.  No matter what they do, Governments are always either wrong or half 
wrong.  I suppose it is a good lesson for the Treasurer to not brag that he has made a huge surplus when he did 
not know he was going to make one.  Given the increased stamp duty on motor vehicles, which is double that of 
any other State, and the projected average yearly sales, the additional income can be calculated.  Although it has 
been called an impost or stamp duty, let us call it what it is - a wealth tax.  The Government knows how many 
motor vehicles will be sold so it can factor in how much will be left over at the end of the year.  If tax is 10 per 
cent and it is increased by two per cent, the calculation can be based on the previous three years sales and the 
next year’s forecast, plus two per cent or four per cent of what is added to it, to indicate a surplus over and above 
administrative costs.  It is incremental income and profit.  Blind Freddie knows that.  I am no relation to him, so 
I do not know why I have to stand in this place and explain it to members.  It is stupidity to continue to make 
budget surpluses and deprive Western Australian taxpayers, ratepayers or whoever, of the services they rightly 
deserve.  
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Hon Paddy Embry:  Some of the services have been deteriorating, roads especially.  

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  As I said, Governments will never satisfy everyone.  Where is the magic formula?   

Hon Paddy Embry:  I’m easily satisfied, but I complained about the way roads have deteriorated.  

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I think the Leader of the House alluded to the other concerns the other night when I was 
referring to the Chester Pass Road.  Passing lanes are also desperately required, particularly in the bush.  
Transportation of the grain harvest will put further pressure on the roads.  Farmers were facing bumper crops 
until two days ago when the frost claimed a large portion of the crop.  I was talking to some people this morning 
who have suffered dramatic crop losses in the south eastern wheatbelt.  Notwithstanding that, the minister 
suggested that timber trucks from the south west would put increased pressure on roads from now on.  They will 
become extremely busy with road trains.  I was at Merredin in the middle of last week talking to a trucking 
contractor who cannot get enough trucks.  It concerns me.  Marley Transport comes from the Merredin area and 
Halls Haulage Pty Ltd comes from Albany in the southern area.  I think Marley Transport has 80 or 90 road 
trains carting wheat at this stage.  Nicoletti is another owner.  God knows how many road trains are in the 
wheatbelt area.  The increased number of road trains at this time of the year makes driving extremely difficult.  
Those road train drivers must at times use gravel roads.   

The other day when I was driving between Ongerup and Jerramungup, I got a heck of a fright when I drove 
around a bend and was confronted by three road trains in a row.  The road was dusty, and as I passed the first 
truck I ended up in a world of darkness.  I pulled over to the side of the road hoping the second and third trucks 
did not drive over me leaving me looking like a pizza.  Last time I spoke about Chester Pass Road I said that - I 
hate to say it - it is a matter of time before something happens in the Porongorups where we see eight-seater 
kombi wagons full of tourists.  One road train operator said that he was driving over the ridge at Bluff Knoll, the 
main tourist area in the Stirling Ranges, when he saw an eight-seater vehicle parked on the side of the road and 
five or six Asians taking photographs.  There was no great problem with that but all the car doors were open, the 
car was in the middle of the highway and one of Halls’ road trains was heading their way.  If it had been coming 
from the other direction, Lord only knows what would have happened.  The word “pizza” comes to mind.  

Hon Ray Halligan interjected.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Very good.  There are real problems on the roads.  I am glad Hon Murray Criddle has 
moved this motion because the Government needs to address it.  I acknowledge that the Government cannot 
please everyone.  It seems to be able to select the black spots for positioning Multanova cameras.   

Hon Simon O’Brien interjected. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Yes; the Multanovas are always found near the black spots but, unfortunately, funding 
does not find the black spots, and that is a great problem.  I will be brief.  I support the motion moved by Hon 
Murray Criddle.  

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [3.57 pm]:  I note the time and I will allow Hon 
Murray Criddle to close the debate.  I have not spoken on this debate yet.  Hon Ken Travers has spoken on it.  I 
had to check the record to make sure I had not.  I want to make a couple of points about comments that have 
been made today particularly those made by the Leader of the Opposition on the size of the budget surplus.  The 
Government has conceded that the surplus is considerably bigger than estimated; indeed, it is almost four times 
the size of the surplus predicted in the midyear review.  I think all members understand the factors that have been 
operating inside the economy that led to - 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  You have been taxing them to death  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I am referring to the factors that led to the size of the surplus, which are, principally, the 
oil prices and the sustained growth of the economy over that period.  What really disappoints me is the way in 
which that surplus has been greeted.  The Government did not and does not expect to be cheered for 
underestimating the size of the budget surplus by roughly 75 per cent.  However, I did imagine there would be 
some celebration among Western Australians that their economy, assets and labour had led to a good result.  I 
am stunned.  

Hon Simon O’Brien:  What happened to the 400 per cent out the other way?   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I am stunned that people will not celebrate their own success.   

Hon Norman Moore:  With respect, we think it is wonderful that we have a surplus; there is no question about 
that.  It is the way you went about getting it that caused the problem.  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Oil prices doubled between the midyear review and the end of the financial year.   
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Hon Norman Moore:  Have you forgotten about stamp duty?  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  There is something that the Leader of the Opposition conveniently forgot to say in having 
a shot at the Government about its underestimation of the budget surplus.  He forgot to say that the budget 
surplus was delivered in a year in which the Government also delivered $133 million worth of tax cuts.  

Several members interjected. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Members opposite forget that we delivered $133 million worth of tax cuts in the same 
year.  Yes, we did underestimate the size of the budget surplus; however, a number of things happened, one of 
which -  

Several members interjected.   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Hon Adele Farina):  Order members!  The Leader of the House has the call.   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  One thing we underestimated was the 6.75 per cent economic growth.  When we 
anticipated that we would have 4.5 per cent economic growth, the Leader of the Opposition in the other place 
said we were mad; we were never going to get that kind of economic growth!  We came in with 6.75 per cent 
economic growth; we did not know we were going to get that.  It is one of the highest in this State’s history, and 
achieved at a time when we also delivered the lowest unemployment figures since records have been kept in this 
State.  This all happened despite the fact that when we introduced our industrial relations reform Bill, we were 
told that it would deliver massive unemployment.  I can remember being told by a member who has the interests 
of Bunbury at heart, that the restaurant strip in Bunbury would close down because nobody could afford to pay 
real wages for weekend work.  I went to the Bunbury restaurant strip the other day, and guess what?  It is 
amazing that not one of those restaurants was closed, despite the fact that we were going to have this huge 
unemployment because of our awful industrial relations policy!  We now have the lowest unemployment rate in 
this State since records have been kept.  Mea culpa!  We are sorry that the surplus was so big, and we are sorry 
we could not tell members at the beginning of the year or in the middle of year that oil prices would be double 
the anticipated figure.  However, we have that surplus, so let us at least celebrate the fact that we have a booming 
economy.  We are not claiming credit for it.   

The Leader of the Opposition said that we would spend all the surplus.  I have read in public statements - I am 
sure that I am not revealing anything that was told to me in confidence - that $481 million of that surplus would 
be devoted or already has been devoted to debt reduction.  Debt reduction is a funny thing.  If we keep on having 
surpluses and we keep on reducing debts, debt goes down.  The other fact about debt in the Western Australian 
economy at the moment is that it is at its lowest in living memory.   

Hon Paddy Embry:  Why do you keep blaming the federal Government for lack of funds?   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Because, happily, the federal Government cannot get its hand in our pockets for the 
revenue that we get from oil prices.   

Hon Norman Moore:  What extra money did the grants commission give you?  Factor that in as well.   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  No, let us go to the matter of the Commonwealth Grants Commission.  The grants 
commission revisited the way in which the goods and services tax is shared among the States.  We were in a 
position in which we did not go into GST positive until 2007-08; that is the deal members opposite signed on 
behalf of the Western Australian people when they were in government.  However, we have people such as Eric 
Ripper and Geoff Gallop representing the interests of Western Australians, and they are prepared to stand and 
fight for Western Australia, just as Premier Gallop did when he resisted that ridiculous national water initiative.  
He was the only Premier in Australia prepared to say, “Get lost!  We are not subsidising the Murray Darling.  I 
am here to govern for Western Australians.”  Because we have people of that quality, we have turned the 
situation around.  However, the feds still have their hands in our pocket to the extent of $2 billion a year; 
$2 billion more goes to Canberra than comes back to WA.   

Hon Norman Moore:  It does not.   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  It is still the same figure; that is the federation tax that we pay.  Despite all those things - 
clearly, not everything I have said is 100 per cent agreed to by the other side - we should be celebrating the 
strength of the Western Australian economy.  Even if members do not want to say that Geoff Gallop, Eric Ripper 
or Clive Brown did it, members should say that it is great that we have such a booming economy.  What a great 
place to be.  What a better place it will be when we get the Gorgon gas field on stream.  On Saturday morning 
last, Mark Latham promised Western Australia that $75 million will come from the Gorgon gas field into the 
Western Australian economy to assist to pay for infrastructure needs.  This is the kind of breakthrough that we 
had to have.  That money will come back to Western Australia, as opposed to when the Premier asked the Prime 
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Minister for a little more gruel in the bowl; “Can I please have some more, Mr Howard”, to which Mr Howard 
replied, “No, go away; this is the Commonwealth’s revenue and the Commonwealth is keeping it.”  There will 
be a different kind of Commonwealth Government after 9 October, and a brighter, better future for all Western 
Australians as a result.   

HON MURRAY CRIDDLE (Agricultural) [4.06 pm]:  Those were extraordinary statements from the Leader of 
the Government in this place.  However, I will talk about roads.  The way they are funded in Western Australia 
is very interesting because this Government has left very little funding in the road budget.  It might be useful if 
members actually looked at the figures in the budget.  As I said when I opened this debate, $510 million is 
allocated for this year.  Next year it will go down to $350 million, and from then on the figure will be reduced.  
We will see a reduction in road funding in Western Australia, and all this enormous benefit that the Leader of the 
House is talking about will not be allocated to the road system in Western Australia.  The road system in 
Western Australia, as every speaker has said, is vital to Western Australia and the opportunity to produce the 
wealth that we need in this State.   

Hon John Fischer was the first person to speak.  He spoke about local road funding and the reduction in road 
founding for local governments, which has been covered by a number of speakers.  He also touched on the 
Wiluna-Meekatharra road, and a number of other members recognised the need for the development of that road.  
The previous Government made it known that it would develop that road.  The current Government said it 
would, and it has not.  The Karratha-Tom Price road is nowhere near completion - we have just seen $25 million 
spent on that road - and the Tanami Road was also mentioned, which links Alice Springs to the south east 
Kimberley area.  The development of that road would also be of great benefit, as members pointed out.   

Hon Jim Scott made some interesting remarks on rail transport.  We recognise that Western Australia has a 
network of rail - about 5 000 kilometres - that is used to basically shift grain.  I wish that that particular network 
was used for fuel freight and some other commodities; I agree with the member on that.  He mentioned the 
Bunbury-Manjimup line, and that came in for some interesting remarks by the minister in the other place just 
yesterday.  I actually rang the Australian Railroad Group Pty Ltd to see what sort of funding it had put into the 
network and into maintenance.  It said that it was certainly in the vicinity of the $400 million that it had already 
said would be allocated; therefore, the comments of the minister are interesting to say the least, and just a little 
too political. 

I was at the hydrogen fuel cell bus conference the other day, which was a very interesting conference - I did not 
see Hon Jim Scott there.  Members will be well and truly aware that in the previous Government, I, as minister, 
signed off on the commencement of a hydrogen fuel cell bus project in Western Australia.  It got a lot of 
coverage just the other day.  It is an interesting way to fuel buses and is in the early stages of development.  
There was talk at the conference of oil supplies decreasing around the world into the future, but an immediate 
shortage was not predicted.  There was a lot of interest in that area.  Hon Jim Scott made comments about 
planning into the future for the Co-operative Bulk Handing bins, as he does quite regularly.  That should be 
recognised in the area of road funding.  It is absolutely essential that that road network be organised throughout 
the State, not least for heavy haulage.  The permit systems and the like that are required at the present time are 
just a frustration for the industry, and we must sort that out as well.   

Hon Ken Travers spoke about an integrated system.  He tried to defend the position of the Government on the 
Karratha-Tom Price road, which is indefensible in my view.  I refer to some remarks he made about federal 
funding.  Some of his contribution indicated that in 2004-05 there would be $76.9 million.  The AusLink 
program announced recently made $95.9 million available, but other roads have been put in to make the total up 
to something like $240 million.  I have no idea where Hon Ken Travers got his figure.  Then he talked about a 
dropping away after 2004-05, when in actual fact, by 2008-09, instead of the figure he has put forward of 
$41 million, my estimate is that it will be something like $120 million, so those figures are extremely inaccurate 
to say the least.  The figure for 2008-09, according to Hon Ken Travers, is $29.3 million, when it is actually 
$120 million, so some correction in that area would be appreciated.  

Hon Bruce Donaldson touched on the need for the network and the obvious gains there would be for the grain 
industry across the State.  He also touched on the subject of local government road funding.  I understand, from 
my discussions with the federal minister, the Roads to Recovery program was intended to top up the 
requirements for improvement of local government roads, rather than to replace regional road group funding in 
Western Australia.  There is an obvious need, because the network asset is falling away quite rapidly, and that 
funding is required.  Roads such as the Cervantes-Lancelin road were commented on by a number of speakers as 
well.  That road needs to be put in place immediately.  The minister said she was looking at building it in 
segments.  I do not know how on earth that road can be built in segments.  It is a road that is either built or is not 
built.  The 60 kilometres of that road need to be built so that it can function as it should.  Hon Dee Margetts 
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made some remarks, with which I do not agree, about the Geraldton southern transport corridor.  Some of the 
consultation with the community was done when I was the minister, and it was done very extensively.   

Hon Dee Margetts interjected.  

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  It was done very extensively.  I know that people doorknocked the areas alongside 
the corridor, and they got immediate feedback.  There was consultation, without any doubt at all.  When I was 
minister, I talked at length to the lady in the Separation Caravan Park, and her husband.  I went there and visited 
them and sat in their office to give an explanation of what was happening.  

Hon Dee Margetts:  They are still building it too close to houses.  

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  I can tell the member that the consultation was carried out.  

Hon Dee Margetts:  The plan was not one of those that was put out for public comment.  

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  We spoke directly to the public, and I certainly saw that happen. 

Hon Paddy Embry spoke about passing lanes on Chester Pass Road, and also some development of that road.  I 
agree with him.  The previous Government had $19 million in the budget to deal with that issue.  Hon Norman 
Moore went through roads in his area, which had already been built by the previous Government.  The network 
has been improved to a very large extent, but roads like Raeside, the outback highway, Tanami, and the Tom 
Price-Karratha and Cape Leveque-Broome roads still need attention.  We were putting in place a program to 
upgrade the Cape Leveque-Broome road over a number of years with the use of local labour, which was a very 
good move.  

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

Sitting suspended from 4.15 to 4.30 pm 

 


