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system.  I urge the Procedure and Privileges Committee to conclude its review of the committee system and 
other matters and consider the kind of support and resources that, I suspect, all committees require in order to 
function properly.  I commend the report to the house. 

EASTERN GOLDFIELDS TRANSPORT BOARD REPEAL BILL 2007 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 16 May. 

DR S.C. THOMAS (Capel) [11.43 am]:  I will just have to make some space, Mr Acting Speaker.  The desks 
are a bit tighter than they used to be!  Either that or I am a bit larger than I used to be; I am not sure which. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  It could be a bit of both! 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  I thank the member for Hillarys for his kind support! 
The Eastern Goldfields Transport Board Repeal Bill 2007 is a relatively short bill and, to a large degree, 
formalises what is occurring currently with the Eastern Goldfields Transport Board.  It is my intention to make a 
short address in support of the bill and allow it to go through this place relatively quickly.  I have only a couple 
of very simple questions about this bill.  In effect, it impacts on a small number of people - from memory, I think 
it is 22 - who will be transferred from what was the Eastern Goldfields Transport Board, which dealt with 
transport operations around the Kalgoorlie-Boulder area, to the Public Transport Authority.  That is how it has 
ended up, and the opposition does not have a problem with that.  Those 22 people understand and are relatively 
comfortable with that change.  It has basically already occurred.  It is functioning under this mechanism now, so 
no-one really has an issue with that process.  The assets of the Eastern Goldfields Transport Board have been 
moved.  The liabilities, requirements and contracts in particular that are associated with the board have been 
transferred.  Those matters, which are dealt with in clauses 7, 8, 9 and 10 of the bill, seem to be reasonably well 
covered.  I have very few issues with the bill.  The only questions I ask are: are there any outstanding liabilities 
that have not been transferred, and are there any outstanding actions that might be being taken against the board 
that need to be cleaned up?  One assumes that all the entitlements of the employees have been transferred.  I 
suspect that that is the case, but I would like some confirmation from the minister that all those transfers have 
occurred, particularly any contractual liabilities or any employment matters that are still in place. 
Those are the key components of the bill.  My understanding from speaking to people in the eastern goldfields, 
the Kalgoorlie-Boulder area and the office of the member for Kalgoorlie is that nobody is particularly concerned 
that this transfer is taking place.  There is general agreement that the services that are provided in the area will 
not be impacted on in a particularly negative manner.  From memory, it has the support of local government and 
all the various groups in the area that have been consulted.  For that reason, the opposition will support the bill.  
However, I ask the minister to explain whether outstanding liabilities need to be addressed - I suspect that if 
there are, they might be relatively limited - and then we can move forward. 

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [11.47 am]:  I thank the minister for the briefing on the Eastern 
Goldfields Transport Board Repeal Bill 2007.  The bill provides that the transport operations in Kalgoorlie will 
have a similar pattern to those in Perth.  I was assured during the briefing that these are administrative changes 
for accountability purposes and that the services will be the same; there will be no decrease in services.  In fact, 
it was very interesting during the briefing when it was explained to me that 80 per cent of the area�s buses and 
transport vehicles are used during peak periods and only 20 per cent are used during the rest of the day.  Those 
figures are much the same for the metropolitan area.  It was a good briefing that explained the operations of 
Transperth and Transwa.  I will support the bill.  However, I hope that that assurance is correct and that there 
will be no decrease in the level of service delivery.   

MS A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [11.49 am]:  I thank 
members for their support of this legislation.  This is very much about improving the quality of the public 
transport product in Kalgoorlie-Boulder and ensuring that it is on an equal footing with all the other town bus 
services that are operated across the state.  There was an anomalous situation in which the town bus services in 
Kalgoorlie-Boulder were in fact operated under a board structure, and the local authority was paying some 
$700 000 or $800 000 a year towards those services, whereas the identical services in towns such as Busselton, 
Geraldton and Port Hedland were being funded entirely by the state government.  There was a question of equity 
that needed to be dealt with, and we dealt with it. 
I want to particularly pay credit to Martin White from the Public Transport Authority, who worked assiduously 
to solve the administrative mess that we inherited with school buses.  He took up a posting with the Eastern 
Goldfields Transport Board and got the board�s administration and operations in good order to facilitate the 
transfer into the PTA, as had been recommended in the Machinery of Government Taskforce report in our early 
days of government.  I believe this change will be very positive.  Of course, it has been a very positive change 
for the 22 drivers concerned.  They find themselves in a more fortuitous circumstance industrially, and we 
certainly do not seem to be getting any complaints from them. 
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In answer to the question from the member for Capel, the only outstanding liability, as I understand it, is the loan 
funding for the buses.  That loan is with the Western Australian Treasury Corporation and is held by the Eastern 
Goldfields Transport Board.  Effectively, the responsibility for that loan will transfer from the board to the PTA.  
The loan will still be with the Treasury Corporation, as I understand it, but it will become a loan of the PTA, not 
of the Eastern Goldfields Transport Board.  The advice I have been given is that that is the only outstanding 
liability.  Again, it is a modernisation of the system, and one that I think will see us put this important town bus 
service on a solid footing.  I thank members for their support. 
Question put and passed. 
Bill read a second time. 
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 

MS A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [11.52 am]:  I move -  

That the bill be now read a third time. 

MR M.J. BIRNEY (Kalgoorlie) [11.53 am]:  As the member for Kalgoorlie, I will make a brief contribution to 
this debate, given that this bill affects my electorate.  I arrived in the chamber about two seconds too late for the 
second reading stage, but I am very pleased to be able to say a couple of things in the third reading debate. 

The Eastern Goldfields Transport Board is a bit of an anomaly in the public transport world inasmuch as it was 
an independent authority with its own board set up to run public transport in the goldfields region, particularly in 
the Kalgoorlie-Boulder region and adjoining areas.  It is different from the situation in other similar-sized cities.  
Places such as Geraldton, Esperance, Bunbury and others do not have the same situation in place.  I am not sure 
of the reason the board was set up in the first place.  It was done very many years go.  Unfortunately, one of the 
consequences of the board being set up was that the local council, over a rather long time, was forced to partly 
fund the board from rates.  That, of course, did not sit very well with the council, and it did not sit very well with 
the ratepayers of Kalgoorlie-Boulder.  I understand that on some occasions the council was forced to pay 
anything up to $100 000 a year to subsidise the running of what should simply be an arm of the state 
government.  As I said, nobody was particularly happy about that.  I know that when the current minister went to 
Kalgoorlie a couple of years ago, she was told in no uncertain terms by the mayor and others that this situation 
needed to be remedied.  To her credit, I believe that from that time on she relieved the Kalgoorlie-Boulder City 
Council of the obligation to pay for some of the costs of the Eastern Goldfields Transport Board.  I think that the 
bill we are dealing with today is simply a manifestation of that promise that was made some time ago by the 
minister to the Kalgoorlie-Boulder City Council. 
I cannot see any good reason to stand in the way of this bill.  As I said, it relieves the council of its obligations.  
In fact, the council has already had its obligation to partially fund the board removed.  This now puts the 
operations of public transport in Kalgoorlie-Boulder under the auspices of the Public Transport Authority.  Being 
directly accountable and answerable to the Public Transport Authority I do not think will be a bad thing.  It will 
provide the opportunity for eastern goldfields public transport to dovetail with the operations of the Public 
Transport Authority.  I believe it will provide an easier option for raising money and for providing different 
services and facilities.  Indeed, I understand that we have received a couple of new buses over the past couple of 
years.  With those few words, I am happy to place on record my support for the bill.  I do not think it will change 
things dramatically in Kalgoorlie-Boulder, but I think it is probably a necessary bill and one that will have a 
positive impact, albeit perhaps only a slightly positive impact. 
I must say, though, just as an aside, that I was interested to note that the minister has already transferred the staff 
from the Eastern Goldfields Transport Board over to the Public Transport Authority in anticipation of this bill 
passing through Parliament.  I am not sure that that is necessarily a wise thing for a minister to do, because the 
Parliament is an interesting beast and from time to time can do the unexpected.  In fact, I would even go as far as 
to suggest that it was a slightly arrogant action taken by the minister to basically make redundant all the staff of 
the Eastern Goldfields Transport Board and then re-employ them under the Public Transport Authority in 
anticipation of this bill passing through Parliament.  What if the bill does not pass through Parliament?  What if 
the upper house, for argument�s sake, decides otherwise?  I am not quite sure what the minister would do then.  
She would be in a bit of trouble, because all the staff have gone over to the Public Transport Authority, and she 
would have nobody to run the Eastern Goldfields Transport Board.  I just caution ministers about presupposing 
what the Parliament of Western Australia might do.  Nonetheless, I support the bill.  It will have a positive 
impact, and it will certainly relieve the Kalgoorlie-Boulder City Council of its obligation for funding, which I 
understand was done a couple of years ago anyway.  

MS A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [11.58 am]:  The member 
raised a number of matters.  Firstly, I think the reason that this anomalous situation arose was that this service 
was established in 1947, probably well before there was any government responsibility for town bus services.  
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Also, part of its operations has been commercial in nature.  Charter services were run for the mining industry.  
Therefore, it was a very different creature when it was created from what was elsewhere.  The reason that this 
service developed quite differently from other bus services in the regions is that it was created a long time ago, 
back in 1947, and it had a commercial arm when it was first established.  I note with some interest the statement 
made by the member for Kalgoorlie that I was told in no uncertain terms that this was unacceptable.  Of course, 
that is exactly what did not happen.  That is a bit of macho bravado by the member for Kalgoorlie, as we have 
come to understand is his style of operation.  Indeed, if it was such an awful situation and the councils felt so 
strongly about it, I wonder what happened during the four years when the government of which he was a 
member was in power. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  The member for Kalgoorlie was never a member of the former coalition government.  Get 
your facts right.  You are making a fool of yourself. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  In any event, why did these entreaties from the council fall on such deaf ears on 
members of the government of the day?  The reality is that this was a recommendation of the Machinery of 
Government Taskforce.  The government had a number of discussions with the council of the City of Kalgoorlie-
Boulder and the councillors were rightly concerned.  They certainly did not act in a macho way, as was 
suggested by the member for Kalgoorlie, by telling me what they thought in �no uncertain terms�, to use the 
member�s words.  We had a very reasonable discussion about the arrangement.  I made it very clear to them that 
the government wanted to make this change and that we supported their concern that they continue to make 
allocations to this service even though other towns of similar size were not making a contribution.  It was not a 
question of us being told in no uncertain terms; it was an enlightened dialogue between two tiers of government 
that wanted to move forward. 

It is incorrect to suggest that we have somehow pre-empted Parliament or that we could get in trouble because 
the upper house might decide that it will not pass this bill.  I suggest that the member for Kalgoorlie should look 
at some of the provisions of the Eastern Goldfields Transport Board Act, which provides that the board may 
divest itself of all or part of its business with the approval of the minister.  We could allow the board to continue 
to operate.  We could leave it in situ if that was the desire of the Parliament.  I do not need this legislation to put 
in place the transfer of operations.  The current legislation clearly sets out that the board can divest itself of the 
business, which is precisely what it has done.  However, if we decided to not proceed with the bill, we would be 
left with an empty shell that would have to continue in name only.  All the arrangements that we have put in 
place for the engagement of the staff by the Public Transport Authority are perfectly lawful and in line with the 
legislation as it currently stands under the Eastern Goldfields Transport Board Act and under the public sector 
management redeployment and redundancy regulations.  It is incorrect to suggest that we have acted unlawfully 
or presupposed a decision by Parliament.  It is true that our view was that Parliament was likely to be reasonable 
and would most likely not require the government to consider continuing with an empty shell of a structure - as it 
is able to do under the existing legislation - while the business was being transferred to the PTA. 
I appreciate that the member for Kalgoorlie supports the legislation.  I understand also what it is like being in 
opposition.  Sometimes members feel that they must make a negative comment for the sake of being negative.  I 
note that that is one of the things that being in opposition does to members.  Having been in that position myself, 
I realise it is an unpleasant position to be in.  However, with some legislation there is nothing to be sensibly 
negative about.  Let us confine the negative comments to those situations when there is a genuine difference 
between the parties. 
Question put and passed. 
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 

ROTTNEST ISLAND AUTHORITY AMENDMENT BILL 2007 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 29 August. 
MS S.M. McHALE (Kenwick - Minister for Tourism) [12.05 pm]:  I will continue my remarks from last 
night, when I had acknowledged and thanked the opposition for its support for the bill and for its positive 
comments regarding the Rottnest Island Authority and its staff.  There is no doubt that Rottnest Island is a 
beautiful island.  It is an A-class reserve and must be protected.  It is also Western Australia�s largest holiday 
village.  Commercial businesses operate on the island and it has consequential responsibilities and large 
infrastructure contracts that must be managed.  The holiday element of the island must become more financially 
sustainable.  I acknowledge that the members for Carine and Alfred Cove accepted extensive briefings on the bill 
and I thank them for their interest and their willingness to be briefed.  As a result, we can deal with the bill 
collaboratively and expeditiously. 
To that end, I will now deal with the specific queries that were raised by both members.  The member for Carine 
commented on the decision for the authority to retain the management of the A-class reserve.  I will deal with 


