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SOUTHERN RAIL PROJECT 
Matter of Public Interest 

THE DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mrs D.J. Guise):  Today I received a letter from the member for Carine seeking to 
debate as a matter of public interest the following motion - 

That this House calls on the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure to provide this House with a full 
and detailed report on the current problems being encountered in the southern rail link project, 
including additional cost blow-outs, further time delays and destruction of or damage to heritage listed 
buildings. 

If sufficient members agree to this motion, I will allow it. 

[At least five members rose in their places.] 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  The matter shall proceed on the usual basis. 

MS K. HODSON-THOMAS (Carine) [3.13 pm]:  I move the motion.   

I have been consistently concerned about the southern railway project and have spoken on this issue on a number 
of occasions in the House.  The Government has failed to be open and accountable on this project from the 
beginning; that is, since its decision to change the route.  That decision to change the route happened some 16 
weeks after the Labor Party came into government.  The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure made the 
decision to re-route the rail line with little, if any, public consultation or proper planning.  We know that to be 
the case.  I had numerous conversations with different local authorities, which were incensed by the minister’s 
decision to re-route the railway down the freeway to the detriment of their local communities.  We know that the 
minister was forced to admit that the announcement was a rushed one.  That comment was made by the minister 
in an article in the Sunday Times magazine of 25 April this year.  The minister stated - 

I absolutely regret we didn’t do it better . . .  

We all agree.  We absolutely regret that the minister did not do it better.  The minister went on to say -  

I really didn’t want to make a decision before we went out and did more consultation but there were 
concerns within Government about doing it that way.   

Why did the Government have concerns about doing it that way?  I think those concerns were largely because 
independent, freethinking people and those with engineering experience knew that the minister was wrong about 
the decision to run the railway down the freeway.  As I have said in this place many times, the coalition 
examined the freeway route on several occasions.  We were advised that given the prohibitive cost and 
engineering concerns, it would be too costly to run the rail line down the freeway.  There were also some safety 
concerns.  As I said, the minister regretted doing it that way; that is, without first consulting the community.  We 
regret that, too.   

As time goes by we are starting to see this railway project run off the rails.  We heard the project manager say on 
a radio program this week that the project is some four weeks late.  The city end of the project, which originally 
was to cost $195 million, will now cost $324 million.  There has been a four-week delay.  That is only the 
beginning.  This project has been running for only eight weeks or a little longer.  Regardless of that, there has 
been a four-week delay.  As I said, that is only the beginning.  How will the minister assure the community and 
the Parliament that this four-week delay can be made up?  I do not believe that there are any measures that can 
be used to make up that lost time, unless the project costs blow out further.  The only way that the public has 
found out about the problems, delays and cost blow-outs with this project have been through the media and 
through our questioning of the Government in the House.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Get out! 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan interjected. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure will have her say.  One day her 
colleague the Minister for Tourism might like to rise and say something on this subject.  He certainly has a lot to 
say when he is sitting down, but he never gets up and says anything about why he believes this project to be so 
worthy, why he is convinced that this project will not blow out any further and why this project is supposed to be 
on time and on budget.  No-one is convinced that this project will ever be on time and on budget.   

Mr J.N. Hyde:  Yes, we are; we will tell you in a moment.   
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Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I wait with bated breath for what the member for Perth has to offer to the debate.  
The original cost of the project has been revised upwards four times.  It was increased by $70 million in July 
2001, by $186.5 million in May 2002, by $15.5 million in October 2002 and by $100 million in December 2003.  
On 2 December last year we moved a motion in this House on the southern railway project.  The Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure and the Treasurer reassured the House that the railway link project was unchanged 
and that there was no change to the cost of the railway.   

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Rock solid!   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Yes, rock solid.  The Treasurer stated that the new metropolitan rail budget was 
$1.419 billion.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  For the moment.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  He did not say “for the moment”.  He just said - I will repeat it - that the new 
metropolitan rail budget is $1.419 billion. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Wasn’t it meant to be $1.18 billion solid? 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  It was supposed to be in Mandurah by 2005! 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  That is next year.  Where do you buy your tickets? 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Do not buy them from the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, because you 
will not get a discount.  There is no guarantee that when a person wants to catch the train or when the students 
want to go and buy their MultiRiders that they will be able to get that 25 per cent discount. 

Mrs C.L. Edwardes:  There will no longer be 10 rides for the cost of nine? 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  That is right.  The minister is talking about all these zone changes.  How can we 
be convinced? 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Did you get that from the “Rumour File”, too? 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  The minister might like to look at some of the questions I have asked.  They have 
nothing to do with the “Rumour File”.  The minister should research some of the questions I have asked her, 
because I have been asking this question for some time. 

On 2 December last year the coalition raised this issue and the Treasurer refused to resign if the budget blew out 
again.  We know why he refused to resign, because he knew then, even though he did not come clean in this 
House, that the Government was going to have to revise the cost of the project upwards yet again. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  And again, no doubt.  

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Of course.  Just two weeks later it was revealed that the budget had blown out by 
another $100 million to $1.518 billion.  It keeps going up.  The latest blow-out was revealed on 17 December 
2003 when the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure was quoted in The Australian Financial Review as 
saying that she certainly became aware that the project was going to be more expensive probably some six weeks 
ago.  However, the minister refused to provide the exact date when she became aware of that blow-out.  
According to answers to questions on notice, the minister received the cabinet submission for additional funding 
shortly before 8 December.  It is impossible to believe that the minister was unaware of that less than a week 
earlier, when we raised this matter in this place in another motion.  The Treasurer was also unable to give a 
simple yes or no answer.  In fact, the whole Government seems unable to give a simple yes or no answer to any 
question that is asked in this place.  That is what the community is concerned about.  The community is 
concerned about accountability for the costs and the risks associated with this project.  The community is 
genuinely concerned what this project will ultimately cost the State and what the financial implications will be 
over the coming years.  The community knows that the Government has failed to disclose the $1.3 billion bill for 
interest repayments for the project - payments this State will be making until 2030! 

The minister has failed to tell the truth about the contract for the central business district tunnel, claiming 
repeatedly that taxpayers will shoulder no liability for cost blow-outs.  I am not convinced of that; neither is 
anybody on this side.  The Leader of the Opposition and the deputy leader will be going into greater detail about 
this matter in due course.   

This past lack of accountability, which has already cost taxpayers an additional $400 million, demands that the 
minister come clean today on the new problems that have erupted just weeks into this massive and complex 
project, and tell us how she will ensure that her pet project will be completed on time and on budget. 
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MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon - Leader of the National Party) [3.20 pm]:  I am very happy to support this 
motion; it is one of my favourites.  The basic premise is that when the Gallop Government came to power it 
appointed an economic dunce to run this portfolio and we are paying the price.  My favourite Alannah-metre is 
going through the roof.  It is like taking the baby’s temperature at one of the Minister for Health’s hospitals - the 
red is going through the roof.  It started at $1.147 billion and it has hit $1.7 billion, heading for $2 billion.  When 
Labor came to power it took deliberate action to send the railway line down the centre of the freeway into the 
central business district.  However, today the Premier spoke about due process.  What about due diligence?  
What was the process?  No-one can tell me the process, because there was not one.  It was the minister’s fancy, 
so we are getting the railway line.  Where is the due diligence that the Premier refers to?  On Radio 6PR this 
morning he said he was an absolute stickler for due process.  Where is the due process in this Mandurah railway 
line project?  It does not exist.  Unfortunately, for all taxpayers in Western Australia, the minister does not give a 
damn about due diligence.  She did not concern herself about costs, because she knew who was going to pay - 
regional Western Australia!  She has ripped millions out of regional Western Australia.  One of my favourite 
stories about the minister was when she went to Toodyay just before the election and spoke to a few people who 
were unhappy about a current project.  She told those people that she would defer that project for a year.  Guess 
what has happened to the Toodyay bypass?  It has vanished. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  I have not seen it.  I look for it every weekend. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The Leader of the Opposition would know.  I think he is actually the member for 
Toodyay, along with a few others; I only share in that process.  The minister was not concerned about cost 
because she knew that regional WA would pay.  She has chopped $22 million out of the local government road 
agreement and $160 million will disappear from the State’s contribution over the next three years.  There has 
been an unprecedented assault on regional capital expenditure because this minister wants to build a railway line 
to Mandurah and do it without due diligence.  She keeps saying it will be finished by 2005; now it has been 
announced that it will be 2006-07.  We will wait and see what happens.  The annual interest bill will be 
$70 million a year.  What will be the concession for this railway line?  About $90 million or $100 million a year?   

Madam Deputy Speaker, if we got all the royalties from the Gorgon project, do you know what the total would 
be?  It would be some $100 million from the whole Gorgon project.  The Premier and others have been telling us 
how good that project will be for the State.  All of the royalties will be consumed by the Mandurah railway line - 
just gone!  This minister has been ruthless, selfish and uncaring in this process.  Nothing about this project will 
be of any value to the State as far as she is concerned.  This is the only issue she is concerned about. 

What about the people in William Street?  I have been there on several occasions with the media and I have seen 
the despair of those property owners, residents and employees whose jobs have vanished.  What was the 
minister’s concern?  None.  In fact, she has consistently said in this House that she has allowed enough money 
for William Street - $30 million maximum; it is under control.  I should start another Alannah-meter, because it 
has now hit $40 million and is still going north.  It will go substantially above $40 million. 

Mr J.L. Bradshaw:  There have been threats of legal action. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Yes; it will just keep happening. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  You will break your barometer, I reckon. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Yes.  It is reasonable for these people to be fairly compensated.  The minister had the 
gall to stand in this place an hour or so ago and read out a ministerial statement announcing five per cent extra 
for some people affected by another of her harebrained schemes.  Where is that same caring nature for the 
employees, small businesses or property owners in William Street?  Some of those small businesses were pretty 
much locked into that location because of the low cost of rental in that area.  The minister has no concern about 
those people.  However, she has a vision.  She is the modern C.Y. O’Connor.  That is what she has told us.  She 
has a vision that will open up Western Australia and be fantastic for the State.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  I reckon she looks in the mirror and hopes she is C.Y. O’Connor!  

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  C.Y. O’Connor is probably an icon for all Western Australians.  There is no Western 
Australian whom I would hold in higher esteem than C.Y. O’Connor.  I hope the minister gets there.  However, 
she will need to start pedalling pretty fast, because she is a long way short of the mark at the moment.   

The minister has engaged in no real planning or public consultation.  This is just an obsessive and fiscally 
irresponsible dream by the minister.  What are the views of members of Cabinet on this issue?  They are silent.  I 
would love to be in a cabinet meeting when some of these “Oops - the price has gone up” reports have come in.  
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However, to the minister’s credit, she is carrying that, because no-one in the Gallop Cabinet seems to be 
opposing that process.  There seems to be no resistance at all to what the minister is doing. 

Immediately after the election, despite warnings, the minister terminated the negotiations with the private sector 
bidders, who were seeking to invest $800 million in the process.  The minister also abandoned the coalition’s 
Kenwick option. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  What was that?  I did not catch the first part of that. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The minister terminated all conversation with the private investors who were seeking 
to invest in the previous railway line.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I am not familiar with that. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The minister can speak in a few moments.   

Seventy four buses will be heading along the freeway into Perth.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You have got it wrong.   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I am running out of time; my time has just about expired.  However, before I sit 
down, I want to say one more thing.  We all remember the occasions when the minister has talked about fixed 
price contracts.  Madam Deputy Speaker (Mrs D.J. Guise), you are a person who studies this House regularly.  I 
am sure you will remember this with a great deal of humour.  We on this side of the House must be idiots.  We 
do not understand that the minister has fixed price contracts!  The price of this railway line will not expand!  No 
chance!  The minister said, “I have got fixed price contracts.  I am a genius.  You dunderheads in the Opposition 
should know that.  I have pulled off these contracts when no-one else in the whole world has been able to do it.”  
However, the same people who have won these contracts are in trouble in Melbourne at the moment.  There are 
currently a few problems in the central business district - someone has dug a hole and run into something!  Well!  
How about that!  The minister wants to ask me some questions about a few other issues.  When the minister gets 
to her feet, perhaps she will tell me who will pay for that.  Will the fixed price contract prevail here, or will there 
be a lawsuit against the State from the contractor because of the blow-out in costs?  Obviously there will not be a 
lawsuit, because the minister has told us many times in this Chamber that it is a fixed price contract.  I do not 
think so.  I think that yet again the taxpayers of Western Australia will have to pay a substantial amount of 
money for this railway.  The minister has been talking recently about limited specified events in the contract.  I 
am not a lawyer.  Can someone tell me what that is? 

Mrs C.L. Edwardes:  The blacked-out bits!   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Yes - the limited special events in the contract.  Hang on!  I thought we had a 
guarantee that it was a fixed price contract!  What does “limited” mean?  There will be a great deal of interest in 
this matter.  Before the coalition was formed, we in the National Party wanted the other place to hold an inquiry.  
However, that did not happen.  We came into this place and asked for a copy of the contract.  Did we see the 
contract without the blacked-out bits?  No.  Guess who will be at risk? 

MS A.J. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [3.33 pm]:  Apparently the 
Leader of the Opposition does not intend to speak.  I thought the member for Carine would be giving a detailed 
analysis.  The Leader of the Opposition clearly does not want a response to his detailed analysis.  Once again, we 
can see that this is an incredibly amateurish Opposition.  If the Leader of the Opposition has serious concerns to 
which he wants the Government to respond, why is he not prepared to make his contribution before I make 
mine?   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Because I am just hanging on to every word you say.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The Leader of the Opposition is completely gutless.  He pontificates, but he is 
absolutely not prepared -  

Mrs C.L. Edwardes:  What is your detail and what are your answers?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I had intended to answer in considerable detail the matters that were set out. 

Mrs C.L. Edwardes:  Then go for it!   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The member for Kingsley is, of course, very sensitive about this matter, because she 
and her husband face the humiliation of having been part of a Government that promised time and again to 
extend the rail north from Currambine to Clarkson; and, within the member’s own electorate, promises were 
made time and again about a Greenwood station.  However, none of that was delivered.  Therefore, there is 
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incredible sensitivity on the part of the member for Kingsley, because she knows that in a very short time we will 
be going into her electorate and opening the Greenwood rail station, which was promised by the previous 
Government but not delivered.   

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order!   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I welcome this opportunity to tell the community about how well the rail project is 
going.  It is going fantastically well. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  On time and on price?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  On time and on budget. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  What is the budget? 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order!  Members on my left, the minister sat quietly and listened to members of the 
Opposition speak.  Please repay the compliment.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The only time I interjected was to try to garner further information from the member 
for Avon about some proposed privatisation debacle that we were unaware of - some $800 million contract. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  I said nothing about privatisation. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The Leader of the National Party said there was a private -  

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  The involvement of private operators. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Is operation by private operators not privatisation?  We are not aware of this 
$800 million contract.  It is very interesting that that is what the coalition was proposing to do.   

I will go through some of the aspects of the rail project to give members an update.  The northern suburbs 
extension was completed on 4 October 2004.  Greenwood station is on track to be completed in December 2004.  
The first of the 93 new railcars have arrived and are in action on the northern suburbs line.  The extension of the 
platforms on the northern suburbs stations is almost complete.  Work is well under way on the Thornlie spur, 
with construction due for completion in February 2005.  Work is under way on all fronts of the city project - the 
foreshore, William Street and the Perth yard.  We have always had our doubts about the forensic skills of the 
member for Carine.  However, now we know what her basic information source is and where her research effort 
is focused.  It is the “Rumour File”.  We have heard some pretty incredible rumours on the “Rumour File”.  We 
have listened to the “Rumour File” every morning because we know that the member for Carine will ask a 
question if an issue on transport matters is raised on the “Rumour File”, because that is her basic research 
vehicle.  The “Rumour File” is her search engine.  I am sure that Howard Sattler is very pleased to have such a 
devoted follower to the “Rumour File”.   

The first rumour was that the project was six months behind schedule.  That is extraordinary given that the 
project has been operating for only eight months.  I will tell the member for Carine a little more about the works.  
As I said, I have outlined all those aspects of the New MetroRail project that are unfolding.  I will now talk a 
little about what is happening on the city block.  The city project is up and running on all fronts.  This week the 
diaphragm walls are in the process of being constructed on the William Street station and the excavation is well 
under way.  About 60 panels for the William Street station are in place.  On the Esplanade, excavation has begun 
for the tunnel boring machine launch box.  The foundations are complete; digging has reached 2.5 metres, and 
the dewatering system is operating well.  With regard to the Wellington Street buildings, this week the roof slab 
will be poured.  That will form part of the roof of the new station in Wellington Street.  It will support also the 
Wellington Street buildings and ensure that the buildings on Wellington Street will be well preserved.  Of course 
an engineering project of this complexity will have minor setbacks from time to time.  That was seen with the 
Northbridge tunnel.  Issues emerge no matter how detailed the geotechnical works are.  Engineering issues will 
always emerge.  It is true, as we have acknowledged, that some engineering issues have emerged on this project 
and that the contractor is running a few weeks behind time.  That is something that the contractor will have to 
deal with.  At the end of the day, the contractor’s contract says that the project must be finished at the end of 
October 2006.  If the project is not completed at that time, the contractor will have to pay for liquidated damages 
in the order of $54 000 a day.  There is a great financial incentive for the construction company to have the 
project completed on time.  Anyone who is at all familiar with civil construction projects will appreciate also that 
it is important that the administration costs of keeping a project alive provide an incentive for the project’s early 
completion.  Numerous techniques will be available to the contractor to catch up on the few weeks it has lost.  It 
has the capacity to add extra shifts, which is being negotiated at the moment.  There is even the capacity to bring 
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in additional bore tunnelling machines.  As I have said and will repeat over and over again, these are the 
requirements of the contractor.   

It is interesting that the member for Avon referred to problems that Leighton Construction Pty Ltd had with a 
project in Melbourne as if that is a demonstration that the Perth project is in trouble.  Leighton Construction’s 
Melbourne project had trouble and, as the civil contractor, Leighton had to bear the burden of the cost of the 
project running over time or budget.  That is evidence that this can be done.  Indeed, that is what is happening.  
All of this - 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Do we have a fixed price contract? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  - is being done - 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Do we have a fixed price contract? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  - at the cost of the contractor. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Do we have a fixed price contract?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I will not tolerate this. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The project is of immense engineering complexity and it is being very well managed.  
If members travel around the city, they can see the work that is under way.  I have outlined the range of work 
that is currently well under way within the city area.  However, I acknowledge that the contractor’s original 
project is a couple of weeks behind schedule.  However, it is the contractor’s obligation to finish the contract by 
the end of October.  The Government has always said that the trains will be up and running by the end of 
December.  Obviously there will be a couple of months leeway between the time the project is due to finish and 
the time the Government has undertaken to get the trains up and running.  We are absolutely confident that this 
project will be completed by 2006.  We have met some hurdles but they have been addressed very capably and 
very competently.   

Obviously we will continue to hear the same sort of nonsense from the member for Avon.  However, once again, 
because I know a young journalist from The Western Australian now has the responsibility of reporting this 
event, I want to make sure that she understands this nonsense about the cost increases.  When this Government 
decided to take the rail down the direct route, we said that the project would be within the budgets of two 
projects that were being proposed by the coalition when they were in government.  The first of those projects - 
the rail project - was to cost $1.14 billion and the second project - stage 2 of the bus project - was to cost 
$70 million.  We said that we could build the railway line down the centre of the freeway for the same price that 
the former Government was going to spend on those two projects.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  What was the total?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  At that point it was $1.14 billion plus $70 million.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Let us round it off at $1.2 billion.  We will be generous.  That is what you said in the House at 
that time.  Why are we talking $1.5 billion plus?   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, the Leader of the Opposition!   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  You have been called to order three times already.   

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, members should not push their luck. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The original figure was around $1.2 billion.   

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  It has hit $1.7 billion.   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  I call the Leader of the National Party to order for the second time.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Can the member for Avon explain what the $1.7 billion is for?   

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Thank you.  It is for CPI escalation $168 million; CBD extras, $15 million; plus another 
$10 million in the past couple of weeks; rail car extras are $137 million; CBD properties, $45 million; and 
contracts another $100 million.   
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Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I asked the member a question but I can see that there is absolutely no basis for his 
argument whatsoever.  I will take members of the Opposition through this.  This question has been raised.  The 
project was costed at $1.2 billion, which was basically the combined total of stage 2 of the former Government’s 
bus project plus the discredited Kenwick option.  We then escalated that sum because those figures were 1998 
figures.  The figures that were being used by the Opposition that were in that budget at that time were 1998 
figures.  The Leader of the Opposition at the time said that he agreed that there should be an escalation of those 
figures and he believed it would be around three per cent per annum.  Indeed we did not need to escalate the 
figures by three per cent per annum.  When we escalated the figure, it came to around $1.4 billion.  We then 
decided to take a different approach following the development of the Perth City Rail Advisory Committee.  We 
decided that we would change the treatments.  We acknowledged that that would cost an extra $15 million.  
Therefore, we added the escalation plus the extra $15 million.  In real money terms, it was - 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Plus $40 million for William Street?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  No, that does not include William Street.   

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Yes, in real money. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  In real money terms, the extra cost of construction was $15 million.   

Mr M.W. Trenorden interjected.   
Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  This is just impossible.  I must ask the Deputy Speaker to exercise some discipline.   
The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, members!  The minister listened quietly to speeches members of the 
Opposition made on this motion.  She has taken interjections at the appropriate times and has tried to give 
answers to the questions members opposite have raised.  If members do not want the answer, fine - debate will 
be finished now if that is what members want.  If members ask the question, they need to hear the answer.  I 
would like the minister to finish her answer, please. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  In real money terms, until the time we received the tenders, the project was costed 
$15 million in excess of the cost for the combination of the Kenwick link and stage two of the bus project.  It is 
true that when we went to contract in the vigorous contracting environment in which we found ourselves, the 
cost came in at $100 million extra.  I agree with that point.  In terms of what could be considered a cost blow-out 
in any way, it has been $100 million.  This is over a project - 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  You totally ignored William Street! 
Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I will talk to the member about William Street.  I know that the Leader of the National 
Party has the concentration span of a house fly, but I ask him to hold on for a second until I get to that point.  
In real money terms, there has been a cost increase with our project compared with the cost of the project under 
the previous Government of $115 million.  Of course, that is more than off-set by what will be saved on 
operational costs.  This project will be far cheaper to run than the alternative proposal.  The Government will 
save around $15 million a year in operational costs because the project will need fewer trains, fewer drivers, 
fewer security guards and less fuel, and less time will be taken to run between Mandurah and Perth, and, at the 
same time, the project will attract a 40 per cent increase in patronage.   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order!  Members on my left will come to order.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  It costs us a little more to put this project in place, but we will get a project that will be 
much cheaper to run and will achieve a 40 per cent increase in patronage levels.  It is a very visionary project 
that will deliver a very positive outcome not only for the CBD, but also throughout the entire metropolitan area.  
For that reason, the project has enormous support from the general community.  

The Government made a strategic decision around July 2001 that it would take the rail down the freeway.  As the 
member for Carine acknowledged, the previous Government had done many studies into the possibility of 
following that route.  When we came to government, we were surprised to find that an amazing amount of work 
had been done under the previous Government.  However, all these reports had been kept secret and never 
released to the public.  The previous Government did not want people to know about the availability of the 
freeway option.  A number of BSD Consultants reports had been prepared, and the Government made the 
strategic decision to go down the centre of the freeway.  It took another 12 months to finalise the precise route to 
be taken.  A range of issues needed to be worked through.   
Mr P.G. Pendal:  Sixteen weeks to work it out; that’s all it took! 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Yes.  That is all it took because an enormous amount of secret work had been done.   
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Mr P.G. Pendal:  Absolutely, it was secret; that was the problem.  It never even went to Treasury.  
Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Listen, member for South Perth.  As the member for Carine acknowledged, it was 
secret work done under the coalition Government.  The current Government found these secret reports.   

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  We were able to use the secret reports commissioned by Richard Court and others to 
provide the technical comfort that we could take the rail down that freeway path safely and produce a far better 
outcome.  It took another year to carry out the work to finalise the route to ensure that we had something that 
was technically feasible and would produce a very positive result for the people of Perth.   

As I said, we are a couple of weeks behind schedule.   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  Four!   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I will take four weeks - I accept four, member for Carine.  We are behind schedule, but 
we have enormous capacity over the remaining 140 weeks of the project to catch up that time.  We have two 
months between the time in which the contractor was expected to complete the project and the time we expected 
completion at the start of the project.  There is ample fat for the contractor to catch up in that work. 

I assure everyone that the project is going really, really well.  I am more than happy to take anyone who wants to 
go on a guided tour of the project.   

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [3.55 pm]:  Again, the Opposition has shown its total lack of knowledge on this issue.  
This is its big opportunity: on its first opportunity in its own time on a sitting week, and despite all the wonderful 
things happening this week with our economy and such matters, the Opposition trots out absolute disinformation 
on what will be one of the great infrastructure projects in Western Australia.  What is the best members opposite 
came up with?  With a modern $1.5 billion engineering project, members opposite have suddenly discovered that 
contingencies are involved; that is, members opposite have discovered that in the twenty-first century, 
engineering firms all around the world not only have contingencies in their contracts, but they actually use them.  
Under this transparent, open and honest Government, the Opposition discovers that the contractor has used part 
of the contingencies in its contract.   

I listened a little yesterday to Radio 6PR when the member for Carine was on air and people on talkback were 
providing total disinformation.  Opposition members are giving credence to that misinformation.  The best 
example yesterday was that the mole - that wonderful piece of machinery that will go underground from The 
Esplanade through to Northbridge - was buried in Singapore.  A big collapse had occurred, and that wonderful 
machine was buried in the collapse.   
Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  I didn’t say that!  

Mr J.N. HYDE:  The member is not listening.  She is playing tick-tack-toe on her mobile phone. 
Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  All I said was that it was not due to get here until March.  Don’t mislead us.  You’re 
misleading the Parliament! 
Mr J.N. HYDE:  The member has had her go.   

Mr P.G. Pendal interjected. 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  Charivari, member for South Perth in the back row! 

The transcript will indicate that when the total disinformation was put to air, the member for Carine should have 
said that she is a well-researched person and stated, of course, that it is not our machine that is underground in 
Singapore, if, indeed, any machine is underground in Singapore.  If opposition members had been following 
events in transport, they would know that the company with the contract is Singapore is Nishimatsu 
Constructions, whereas our contract was awarded to the Leighton Kumagai consortium.  Secondly, what 
happened in Singapore took place on 20 April this year.   

Mr A.D. McRae:  They’re up to date! 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  It was 20 April.  The Opposition is getting from the media not only its questions, but also its 
MPIs.  The Opposition is horribly out of date.  The event of 20 April had nothing to do with the mole machine.  
There was a collapse under the Nicoll Highway with cars 68 metres beneath the highway.  No mole machine was 
anywhere near that incident.  Struts broke that were embellishing the Nicoll Highway.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Maybe we shouldn’t build highways - is that the answer? 
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Several members interjected. 
Mr J.N. HYDE:  That is the sort of an MPI a visionary Opposition would bring in.  The Opposition should bring 
in an MPI stating to the Gallop Government that the previous Government loaded the Government and the poor 
people of Northbridge with the Northbridge tunnel, and that the previous Government deprived regional people 
of WA Roads.  No roads were provided to Narembeen or Moulyinning, and graded roads are still found in those 
areas despite all the years of members opposite representing people in Wagin and elsewhere in the bush.  There 
is a tunnel that leaks under Northbridge.  Each year, $5 million is being spent from our money on the 
Opposition’s tunnel that leaks under my constituents.   

What happened on the “Rumour File” with the Western Australian mole that will whiz underneath St Georges 
Terrace, William Street and come out the other end in Northbridge?  It was not in Singapore.  Opposition 
members could not find it.  They assumed it was there.  The way in which they conducted budgeting meant that 
they would have bought it anyway and let the budget blow out.  Education is an example of that.  The education 
budget blew out by $300 million and then $500 million.  The Opposition when in government did not worry 
about budgets; it just spent.  If the Opposition were building something, it would be going after a second-hand 
mole in WA Salvage Singapore or going to Harvey Norman, whose stores are opening for 18 hours a day in 
Singapore.  That would not be ours.  The Western Australian mole is state-of-the-art equipment that is being 
purpose-built for Western Australian conditions by the Kumagai Consortium in Japan even as we speak.  It is 
nowhere near Singapore.  The Opposition could have discounted that.  In fact, disinformation has been given 
throughout.   

Amendment to Motion 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  The whole wording of the motion is a disgrace, and thus I move -  

To delete all words after “House” with the view to inserting the following words - 

thanks the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure for providing the House with a detailed 
report on the progress of the visionary southern suburbs railway project. 

I thank the Leader of the Opposition for allowing the minister to speak first so that my amendment could be 
made to thank her for the information that she has provided us with on this matter. 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the Opposition) [4.02 pm]:  This project was always a large project 
that was worth doing.  The previous Government, with the support of all the various government agencies and 
advisers, spent several years looking at the project in various ways.  It is true we evaluated different routes.  We 
looked at costs, patronage and the whole issue in great detail.  It was out of that process that the Kenwick route 
was chosen.   

Mr A.D. McRae:  Did you release the reports? 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  No, they were secret reports. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  They were not secret reports.   

Mr A.D. McRae:  Did you release them? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  They were all prepared documents.  There was nothing secretive about them.  There was 
report after report comparing the routes.  The Kenwick route was chosen after long consultation.  

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman):  Order!  I have just came into the Chamber.  I know this is a 
pretty lively debate, but I can barely hear the Leader of the Opposition.  I ask that members give him an 
opportunity to speak. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The Kenwick route was chosen for a host of reasons.  One of the major reasons was that it 
served more commuter suburbs, particularly through the Southern River area.  Interestingly for the Labor Party, 
which is preoccupied with the trip to the central business district, fewer people work in Perth now than 10 or 20 
years ago.  The working population in Perth is declining.  The Kenwick route allowed people from Mandurah 
and Rockingham to go to Canning Vale and to Kewdale.  It catered for blue collar workers as well as white 
collar workers.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  That was the cry from the southern suburbs: “We want to go to Kenwick”!  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I find that interesting.  A large proportion of commuters from Rockingham work in 
Canning Vale, Kewdale and throughout the Kenwick area.  That is the reality.  That is why that route was 
chosen.  I want to get back to the costing information.  I do not know whether the Premier tells the truth very 
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often, but on 16 July 2001, when this Government announced the change in the route on a whim after 16 weeks, 
he said - 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  It was using all that work that you did over the years. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Keep it down, C.Y.!  Keep it down! 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You set the rules for this debate.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  We will just call the minister C.Y. from now on.  C.Y., keep it quiet!   

This is what the Premier said.  It is in black and white, and I will read it correctly -  

The $1.2 billion project will connect Mandurah - Australia’s fastest growing city . . .  

He then said - 

Importantly - 

The word “importantly” is the key word - 

the cost of the direct route will be contained within existing budget estimates. 

That is all on the one page.  He said that it would be contained within that $1.2 billion.  We are now nowhere 
near $1.2 billion.  That figure was put forward only three years ago when the decision was made.  Work has only 
just begun.  The figure increased by $70 million in July 2001 and then $186 million - 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You said to escalate the figures. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Keep quiet, C.Y.!  Keep your hat on, C.Y.! 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I will not let you speak any more than you let me speak. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order!  I ask the minister to hold her comments.  The Leader of the Opposition 
should refer to the minister as the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure and in no other manner.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I apologise, particularly to C.Y. O’Connor.  He deserves much more.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You are so full of charm.  It oozes out of your pores.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  If I had charm oozing out of my pores, I would not use it on the minister.  I can guarantee 
that.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You are the most despised Leader of the Opposition. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Come on!  This is what the Treasurer said in December of last year - 

The new metropolitan rail budget is $1.419 billion.  

Therefore, the cost had gone up by $219 million and then just two weeks later, here we go again.  We had the 
born-again C.Y. O’Connor and the renaissance of C.Y. O’Connor.  The budget had blown out by $100 million to 
$1.518 billion.  It is going cheap.  Where is the auctioneer?  He is not here.  If somebody walked in here today 
and offered us $1.518 billion for it, he could have it and we would take the money.  He could have the minister 
too, because we would throw in the minister.  What an absolute joke! 

That press release by the Premier and the minister was the great lie of this project.  There was the great lie in 
black and white.  I turn on my television set on Sunday nights because I like to watch a little nature show on 
Channel Seven.  It is spoilt by incessant advertisements about the southern rail project.  On comes a charming 
boy actor.  His eyes boggle and he says that the project is on time and on budget.  That is false advertising.  How 
can the Government have a child on television telling porkies?  That is what it is doing.  It is paying him through 
his agent to tell porkies on television.  Even children are not safe from the Government.  What an absolute 
disgrace; the poor boy should be told that it is not the truth.  The poor kid will be labelled a liar.  He does not 
deserve that.  He looks like a nice young boy, and I am sure he is.  I would be very proud of him, but he needs to 
be given truthful lines so that he as a young actor is not labelled a liar.  What a farce this is.  

We are now a few weeks into construction and suddenly the Government is realising that it is a bit hard to build 
a railway station under a 100-year-old building.  It is suddenly realising that it is a bit hard to tunnel under Perth.  
There are things under Perth such as chains and anchor weights for buildings.  There are also acid sulfate soils.  
Does the minister know what acid sulfate soils are?  Does she know what happens when they are exposed to the 
air, let alone water?  The acid sulfate dribbles down into the river.  Does the minister know what the fish in the 
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river then do?  They flip over as dead as doornails.  That is what happens with acid sulfate soils.  The 
Government could kill every fish in the Swan River.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  How did you build the Northbridge Tunnel?   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  That proves the point.  It was a problem with the Northbridge Tunnel.  The difference is 
that it is not connected to the Swan River foreshore and it is sealed.  It was a problem and it added to costs.   

Dr J.M. Edwards:  You do not know what you are talking about. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The minister did not know what acid sulfate soils were when I raised this matter two years 
ago. 

Dr J.M. Edwards:  I asked you about it when you were in government. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The minister and her agency cannot guarantee the safety of the Swan River.  What a joke 
this is.  Here we are about eight to 10 weeks into construction. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  It is eight months into construction. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  It started mid year.  By my reckoning, it is now late October and work started around June-
July this year.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You wouldn’t have a clue!   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I drive past it every day.  I look at it.  That was when they started to assemble the work 
crew.  They were not there in April.  They arrived in June-July. 

Mr J.N. Hyde:  It is underground, you fool!  How can you see it if it’s underground?   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  There is only one member who is underground and it is the member for Perth.  He is about 
as underground as one could get.  He is right underground.  

The project is now behind schedule.  The current estimate is that it will cost more than $1.5 billion.  People in 
the engineering industry say that it will cost $2 billion.  I never use that figure, but a number of people are 
absolutely convinced of that.  As I have said before, when C.Y. O’Connor thought that his pipeline would not 
work, he tragically committed suicide.  I do not call for the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure to do that; 
however, I call for her to resign when the next budget blow-out occurs, because she cannot deliver this project on 
time.  The project is out of control.  No-one in this State has any confidence in the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure.  Even her public servants do not tell her what is going on with this project, because all she does is 
badger them.  That is why her public servants choose not to tell her what is happening.  That is what is going on 
right now.   

MS A.J. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [4.11 pm]:  I thank the member 
for Perth for his excellent contribution.   

Point of Order 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Although this is the debate on the amendment, it is my distinct memory that a ruling was 
made that members do not get a right of second address in debate on a matter of public interest.  This is not a 
motion; this is an MPI.  That matter has been ruled on in this House.   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Members have the right to speak to both the motion and an amendment.  We are now 
dealing with the amendment moved by the member for Perth.  Therefore, the minister has the opportunity to 
speak to the amendment.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  That has been ruled against before.  I think you should confer with the Speaker, Mr Acting 
Speaker.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman):  The information I have is that this is an amendment and that the 
minister has an opportunity to speak to the amendment.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  That has not been the ruling.   

Debate Resumed 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I know that the Leader of the Opposition, in the interests of the debate, would love for 
me to have an opportunity to respond to his nonsense.  I have attempted today to set out the costs of this project.  
The issue that opposition members refuse to accept is that, in government, they would have had to escalate the 
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figures that they claimed would be required to build the Kenwick option.  They were using 1998 figures.  It 
would not be possible to build a project in 2004 on the basis of 1998 costs.   

I will pick up a couple of other points from the Sattler File, because I know of the centrality of this file to the 
research of the Opposition.  As the member for Perth said, reference was made to the project being delayed 
because the tunnel-boring machine was still in Singapore.  As we have pointed out, the tunnel-boring machine 
for this project is actually being built in Kobe, Japan; it has nothing to do with any tunnel-boring machine in 
Singapore whatsoever.   

The next claim was that the Wellington Building would have to be pulled down.  As I reported before, this week 
we are laying the slab in the basement of the Wellington Building that will simultaneously provide the roof for 
the new station and reinforcement for the Wellington Building.  Enormous effort has been made by our city rail 
engineers to shore up the Wellington Building.  It will be a great treat.  The buildings were going to rack and 
ruin; they were left to rot.  We found many areas in which the wood and bricks were rotten.  Our timely 
intervention at this site has ensured that the Wellington Building will be preserved.   

Another interesting point from the Sattler File is that it states that the footage used in the television 
advertisements indicates the congestion on our freeway as a result of works associated with the rail project.  I 
confirm that the footage of the congestion was taken before the start of the rail project.  As anyone who drives on 
our freeway knows, congestion is getting worse.  We are very proud that the rail project will deal with the issue 
of congestion.  It will take 25 000 cars a day off the Kwinana Freeway.  If the Government had not put in place 
this project and if it had not been prepared to make this sort of commitment and to take the rubbish that it gets 
from the Opposition, it would need to build another three lanes on the Kwinana Freeway.  If that occurred, all the 
problems that we now face with the rail project would have to be faced in trying to essentially develop a further 
replication of the Narrows Bridge into the city.  We have provided a real, sustainable alternative to the people of 
the southern suburbs.  We are very proud of it.  We know that the Opposition will keep criticising it.  We hope 
that one day the Opposition will do something a little more substantial than to simply listen to Howard Sattler 
and look in the “Rumour File” and will actually get across the detail of this contract.   

Amendment on the Amendment 
MS K. HODSON-THOMAS (Carine) [4.15 pm]:  In the minute that I have available to me, I indicate that I 
oppose the amendment moved by the member for Perth and will move to amend the motion by deleting all the 
words after “House” and inserting instead - 

condemns the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure for providing the House with an inadequate 
report -  

Point of Order 

Mrs D.J. GUISE:  Under Standing Order No 87, a member who has spoken to the main question may not later 
rise to move an amendment.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The member for Wanneroo makes a very telling point.  How was the Minister for Planning 
and Infrastructure able to speak to it?   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The minister did not move an amendment.  The member for Carine is now seeking to 
move an amendment.  I call the member for Merredin.   

Debate Resumed 

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Merredin) [4.16 pm]:  I will use the minute that is available to me to move an amendment.  
I move - 

To delete all words after “House” and to insert instead -  

condemns the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure for her inadequate report to the House 
on the progress of the southern suburbs rail project.   

This was another opportunity for the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure to put on the record exactly what is 
happening with this major project in the history of Western Australia.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You weren’t even here.   

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I was here, minister.  The minister has once again failed to do that.  Once again the public of 
Western Australia has been left in the dark about this most serious project for the future.  I have just got back 
from the country where once again the point was raised that this project could bring the State to its knees.   
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The ACTING SPEAKER:  I will first put the question of the member for Perth to delete the words of the original 
motion.  We will then have the opportunity to move that the words proposed by the member for Perth be 
inserted.  If that is unsuccessful, the question will be that the words proposed by the member for Merredin be 
inserted.   

Amendment (words to be deleted) put and passed. 

Several members interjected. 

Point of Order 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I would like some clarification.  The question just put was that the words from the 
original motion be deleted. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman):  The member is quite correct.  The words that have just been 
removed are all the words after “House” in the original motion.  We are now moving to consider the insertion of 
the words contained in the second part of the member for Perth’s amendment.   

Mr A.D. McRAE:  I want to clarify that the same deletion question will be put to the member for Merredin’s 
amendment and that the two deletion questions are one and the same.  Is that correct?   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  No.  I will make it very clear.  The original motion reads as follows -  

That this House calls on the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure to provide this House with a full 
and detailed report on the current problems being encountered in the southern rail link project, 
including additional cost blow-outs, further time delays and destruction of or damage to heritage listed 
buildings. 

The amendment moved by the member for Perth seeks to delete all words after “House” and insert -  

thanks the Minister for Planing and Infrastructure for providing the House with a detailed report on the 
progress of the visionary southern suburbs railway project.   

That is what we are voting on.  If that question fails, the opportunity exists to insert the member for Merredin’s 
words.   

Mr P.G. PENDAL:  I seek further clarification.  Are we at the point of you, Mr Acting Speaker, putting the 
question that the words to be deleted be deleted?   
The ACTING SPEAKER:  I have put that question.   

Mr P.G. PENDAL:  You have put that question?  If I remember correctly, Mr Acting Speaker, you did not give 
anyone the opportunity to decide whether the House should divide.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Yes, I did.  No division was called for.   

Amendment to Motion Resumed 
Amendment (words to be inserted) put and division taken with the following result -  
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Deputy Speaker; Ms Katie Hodson-Thomas; Mr Max Trenorden; Ms Alannah MacTiernan; Mr John Hyde; Mr 
Colin Barnett; Acting Speaker; Mr John Kobelke; The Acting Speaker (mr A.P. O’gorman); Ms Dianne Guise; 

Mr Brendon Grylls; Mr Tony McRae; Mr Phillip Pendal 
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Ayes (25) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mrs D.J. Guise Mr M. McGowan Mrs M.H. Roberts 
Mr C.M. Brown Mr J.N. Hyde Ms S.M. McHale Mr P.B. Watson 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr A.D. McRae Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mr A.J. Dean Mr R.C. Kucera Mrs C.A. Martin Ms M.M. Quirk (Teller) 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio Mr F.M. Logan Mr M.P. Murray  
Dr J.M. Edwards Ms A.J. MacTiernan Ms J.A. Radisich  
Dr G.I. Gallop Mr J.A. McGinty Mr E.S. Ripper  

Noes (20) 

Mr R.A. Ainsworth Mr J.H.D. Day Mr R.F. Johnson Mr M.W. Trenorden 
Mr C.J. Barnett Mrs C.L. Edwardes Mr B.K. Masters Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mr J.P.D. Edwards Mr P.D. Omodei Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr B.J. Grylls Mr P.G. Pendal Dr J.M. Woollard 
Dr E. Constable Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr R.N. Sweetman Mr J.L. Bradshaw (Teller) 

            

Pairs 

 Mr S.R. Hill Mr M.F. Board 
 Mr N.R. Marlborough Mr A.D. Marshall 
 Mr J.R. Quigley Mr W.J. McNee 
 Mr D.A. Templeman Mr M.G. House 

Amendment thus passed.  

Motion, as Amended 

Question put and a division taken with the following result -  

Ayes (26) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Dr G.I. Gallop Mr J.A. McGinty Mr E.S. Ripper 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mrs D.J. Guise Mr M. McGowan Mrs M.H. Roberts 
Mr C.M. Brown Mr J.N. Hyde Ms S.M. McHale Mr P.B. Watson 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr A.D. McRae Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mr A.J. Dean Mr R.C. Kucera Mrs C.A. Martin Ms M.M. Quirk (Teller) 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio Mr F.M. Logan Mr M.P. Murray  
Dr J.M. Edwards Ms A.J. MacTiernan Ms J.A. Radisich  

Noes (20) 

Mr R.A. Ainsworth Mr J.H.D. Day Mr R.F. Johnson Mr M.W. Trenorden 
Mr C.J. Barnett Mrs C.L. Edwardes Mr B.K. Masters Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mr J.P.D. Edwards Mr P.D. Omodei Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr B.J. Grylls Mr P.G. Pendal Dr J.M. Woollard 
Dr E. Constable Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr R.N. Sweetman Mr J.L. Bradshaw (Teller) 

            

Pairs 

 Mr S.R. Hill Mr M.F. Board 
 Mr N.R. Marlborough Mr A.D. Marshall 
 Mr J.R. Quigley Mr W.J. McNee 
 Mr D.A. Templeman Mr M.G. House 

Question thus passed.   
 


