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RAILWAY (JANDAKOT TO PERTH) BILL 2002 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR P.W. ANDREWS (Southern River) [3.46 pm]:  I will continue my remarks from earlier today.  I was 
explaining to the House how this project will affect each of the different residential areas in my electorate.  I was 
speaking about the residents of Glen Iris, who have made it very clear to me that they do not want additional 
passenger trains on the freight line.  I will place on the record a couple of their other concerns.  When this project 
is under way, they hope that there will be sufficient noise abatement along the freeway - perhaps walls or 
whatever form it will take - to reduce the sound of the trains and so on.  In addition, residents in that estate have 
raised with me the visual effect this line will have, but that tends to be a local government issue.  I put on notice 
that I will ask the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure to ensure that those constituents are looked after.   

The same principle applies to my constituents in the remainder of Jandakot.  The Canning Vale and Southern 
River region is one of the fastest growing regions in the metropolitan area.  One of my concerns with the 
previous project was that the Canning Vale station would be located on South Street.  I praise my predecessor, 
who lobbied the previous Government to prevent shunting yards from moving into that area.  She led a very 
aggressive campaign against that concept and had the support of the residents of Canning Vale.  The problem 
with the Canning Vale station was always going to be about traffic.  There is a huge volume of traffic on South 
Street and Ranford Road, with the traffic coming from Armadale and Canning Vale.  I have travelled that route 
for the best part of 16 or 17 years.  I remember when Ranford Road was a single-lane road through bush.  It was 
very narrow and very few cars travelled on the road.  Now it is very heavily congested with traffic at all hours of 
the day, but obviously during peak periods.   

Another factor is the other major roads in the area, including Warton Road and Nicholson Road.  Obviously 
traffic is one of the major considerations in the area.  If a station were located on South Street, what thought 
would go through people’s minds?  Initially they would think that a lot of the traffic would be taken off the road 
because people could walk to Canning Vale station.  The problem is that the station would always be a white 
elephant because it is located well and truly away from the residential area.  It is one and a half kilometres to 
Waratah Boulevard, which is the closest entrance to that station for the residents in the Waratah and Livingstone 
estates.  What will happen?  People will not walk to the station.  I have walked that distance, and it is too far for 
me to walk in the morning.  It is too far to walk if I want to catch a train at that station.   

Mr B.K. Masters:  I understand your argument, but the fallacy is that the end point of all these rail lines is Perth, 
where the population is so small that clearly people are going there for employment reasons.  I thought that 
would be the issue at Canning Vale.   

Mr P.W. ANDREWS:  I totally accept that, and I will address that in a minute, because that is one of the major 
issues that I want to pursue today. 

I will continue.  It is one and a half kilometres to Waratah Boulevard.  People might think that the station must 
service Canning Vale because it is called the Canning Vale station.  It is two and a half kilometres to the 
intersection of Ranford and Nicholson Roads, which represents the centre of Canning Vale.  What would have 
happened?  People would have had to be either driven there or to have taken a bus.  The same thing would have 
applied to Nicholson Road.  It would not have acted as a station that takes up the population, because the 
population is not there at the moment.  If those two stations were in existence, people would have to access them 
by some other form of transport.  Since Labor has been in government, the bus services that operate through that 
area - I will deal with the point about the line in a minute - have been very effective. 

[Quorum formed.] 

Mr P.W. ANDREWS:  I am happy to start all over again but I will not; I will try to continue.  I was putting the 
case that the buses in my electorate that service Ranford, Sanctuary Waters and The Avenues, which constitute 
Canning Vale, are excellent at the moment.  A peak-hour bus service every five minutes means that people can 
travel with ease.  Similarly, the half-hour service on Saturday is a very effective means of transportation for my 
constituents, particularly teenagers. 

Where do we go from there?  What is in this project for my constituents in Canning Vale and Southern River?  
The reality is that if people board a bus to travel down South Street to Canning Vale station, they can continue 
down South Street and get into the city, if that is their destination.  It is much quicker.  That is the sort of 
sustainable program that has been introduced in many places in the world over and again, and it will continue for 
the next 20 or 30 years.  My constituents will use this service.  If people are told that they must board a train, go 
through Kenwick and then go through the city, that is very limiting. 
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The member for Vasse raised a point a moment ago that I will address now.  In the Nicholson Road area, there is 
virtually no residential area.  It encroaches on the Nicholson Road area, but it is still a fair way from it.  To the 
north and west is the Canning Vale industrial estate.  Therefore, there is an opportunity for the development of 
infrastructure of different types - residential area, business area that might be associated with a town site, and, of 
course, the Canning Vale industrial park.  The other factor that enters into it is that the Tom Bateman reserve 
will have the baseball stadium.  One sees on the map that this provides an ideal opportunity for this area to act as 
a major transport hub - not tied up with a freight line that will cut it in half.  It allows the opportunity for an 
integrated approach to public transport. 

The committee, which will be chaired by the member for Riverton, will examine these points and make sure that 
the new technology that is available will not only service those people who want to head in a northerly and 
easterly direction through Kenwick, through the new Thornlie station and linking up through East Perth, but also 
provide the opportunity for the east-west links to be expanded, which will certainly take Canning Vale into 
account and provide opportunities for employment for my constituents.  This project allows far more flexibility 
than was the situation under the previous Government’s proposal.  I know that some people oppose it.  However, 
the vast majority of my constituents support it.  These people should now be able to see the projects that will be 
put in place by this Government so that they can make sure there will be a continuation of good public transport.  

I support the project because it will take us well into the twenty-first century.  The old scheme had its critics, 
certainly in Jandakot.  I have been doorknocking in Waratah and Livingstone, and I know that I have the support 
of the constituents in those areas.  I am aware that my opponents, particularly those in the federal sphere, will, in 
the lead-up to the next election, run on this issue.  That is the right thing for them to do.  That is fine.  Members 
in this place know as well as I do that I am staking my seat on this.  I will stand up and support this project. 

The other day the Leader of the Opposition said that he hoped the Labor backbenchers had the courage to stand 
up and represent their electorates.  It does not take any courage to support a project that will be to the benefit of 
one’s constituents, and it certainly does not take any courage to oppose something that will have a negative 
impact on one’s constituents.  This project will not have a negative impact.  I now point the finger at the Minister 
for Planning and Infrastructure and commend her on her courage.  She could have easily gone along with the 
lame plan of the previous Government.  There probably would have been criticism from the Opposition, but 
there would not have been this hullabaloo.  However, the minister looked at the plan and said, “No, that’s lame.  
That’s not the right way to do it.  The best way is to make the service direct and frequent, and straight down the 
freeway.”  She had the courage to do that.  A lesser person would have looked at the plan and said, “Let’s just 
leave it as it is.” 

I will make sure that my constituents are well represented while this project is proceeding.  I look forward to 
working with the Cities of Canning and Gosnells to make sure that that area of Nicholson Road that I mentioned 
previously has a fully integrated program with east-west links.  I certainly support this project, and I also support 
the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure. 

MR B.K. MASTERS (Vasse) [3.58 pm]:  In rising to oppose this legislation, I advise that there are a number of 
reasons for my opposition.  First of all, I must say once again that it is outrageous that this debate is continuing 
while the shadow minister for transport, the member for Carine, is overseas representing this Parliament at a 
function organised by the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association.  It is outrageous because my 
understanding is that, of all the people on this side of the House, she has done the most work in an effort to 
understand the detail and the implications of the southern rail line.  The fact that the Government should choose 
this week to have the major debate on this topic is an affront not only to the way in which the Westminster 
system of government operates but also, more importantly, to the member for Carine, and I am extremely 
disappointed about that.  I understand that the Government has magnanimously said that it will agree to suspend 
standing orders next week, and we will have the final comments of the shadow Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure and the minister next week.  Is that correct?  

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  The undertaking is that we will not conclude the second reading, so that the member for 
Carine can be here and the minister can respond to her.  

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  How long will she be entitled to speak? 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  For the full time.  

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  For 20 minutes plus another 10 minutes? 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  No, for an hour.  

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  Is that consistent with the usual practice? 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  The rights of the lead speaker were deferred until the member could take them up.  

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  I am pleased to hear that.  At least one small concern of mine has been removed.   
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The other point is that, as the lead speaker, our spokesperson would have been setting the entire tone for the non-
government debate on this topic.  The fact that the member is not here means that we have lost, not just an hour 
of her contributions, but months to a year and a half or more of her study and consideration of this issue.  There 
may be some valid points that members on this side have missed, which only the shadow Minister for Planning 
and Infrastructure has picked up on and was hoping to make at the beginning of the debate and not at the end.  
The absence of the opposition spokesperson on this issue is not just unfortunate, it is reprehensible.  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Some three or four weeks ago the member for Carine raised this issue with me.  We came 
to an arrangement whereby the Thursday before she left, she could speak first.  All we wanted to do was to move 
the Bill forward so that she could speak; so that she could do exactly what the member is saying.  The member 
for Carine was happy to do that.  It was all agreed.  However, the leader of opposition business thought that he 
could take a cheap political point and scotch the whole process by claiming that we were trying to rush the Bill 
through. 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  I will raise that issue with the leader of opposition business in this House to verify what 
the minister is saying.  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  We arranged briefings for the member for Carine.  She was being very reasonable.  She 
put it to me that she wanted to - 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  The bottom line is that she is not here.  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  That is not our fault.  I have great respect for the member for Carine.  

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  I will check that, and the minister will know that I may be prepared to accept that once I 
have heard from the leader of opposition business in this House. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  As soon as we introduced the Bill, the member for Carine spoke to us.  

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  I am getting a contrary point of view from our side.  Unfortunately for the minister, I will 
have to stick with my understanding of the situation, which is that the opposition spokesperson wanted to be here 
to lead this debate. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  She did and the leader of opposition business stopped her for a cheap political point.  

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Do not tell untruths.  That is an absolute untruth and you know it.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.W. Andrews):  Order! It is quite simple.  The point has been made and there is a 
disagreement.  Please do not engage in conversations across the Chamber.  

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  The member for Carine made arrangements months ago to be in Namibia at this time in 
the parliamentary session.  It is reprehensible of the Government not to do everything that was reasonable to 
ensure she was here for this debate.   

The second reason I am strongly opposed to this legislation is that it is not being dealt with as a major 
amendment under the Metropolitan Region Town Planning Scheme Act.  Anyone who tries to suggest that it is a 
minor amendment must be living on another planet or in another time zone.  This is a major and profound 
change to a very large geographical area of the Perth metropolitan region.  No-one will believe the Government 
line that it is merely a minor amendment, and can go through without a major amendment and all the things that 
are consequential on its being a major amendment.  It is a major amendment and to try to put it through as a 
simple, three-page Bill is less than acceptable.  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  What sort of amendment should we make to the metropolitan region scheme? 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  Other members have spoken on the issue.  I will not debate that point with the minister.  I 
share their concern that this should have been treated as a major amendment, not a minor amendment.  

The third reason that I am strongly opposed to this amendment is that the Government’s change of route does not 
make a great deal of sense.  I have heard many of the arguments put forward by the Government and the 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure and there is something missing.  Maybe I am too slow or dimwitted to 
see it, and I expect some people on the other side would agree.  

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Certainly not.  

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  I thank the member for Hillarys.   

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected.  
Mr B.K. MASTERS:  I could make a rude comment, but parliamentary standards require me not to.   
Something is missing from the Government’s reason for bringing in a new route for the southern rail line.  For 
example, why would the Government spend an extra $100 million, $200 million, $300 million or whatever the 
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sum is - $800 million according to people on this side of the House - when the only real benefit, according to the 
Government, is a reduction of 12 minutes in the journey time.  Why would the Government spend all that extra 
money and miss the opportunity to significantly upgrade many aspects of the Perth to Armadale line - rail 
crossings, better stations or whatever.  
Mr M.P. Whitely:  They are being upgraded.  
Mr B.K. MASTERS:  Some road crossings will now not be upgraded as a result of the Government’s decision.   

The bottom line is that once again an opportunity is being missed and it does not make sense.  There will be huge 
disruption to Perth motorists and bus users - to Perth people in general - within the Perth CBD.  There will be an 
18-month to two-year construction period along the freeway, which will cause major inconvenience to tens of 
thousands of people every morning and afternoon, and at different times during the construction period that 
inconvenience will be spread over many hours during the day.  While construction is occurring in Perth, even 
though the Government to its credit will underground the line in a way that uses tunnelling therefore minimising 
disruption, there will still be major disruption and inconvenience to motorists and to bus users.  There are a few 
other inconsistencies that I will talk about in a moment.   
All of the arguments put forward by the Government do not justify the change of route.  Why would the 
Government do it?  I hope I am not maligning the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure too seriously, but the 
word is that the minister is more interested in the infrastructure side of her portfolio than the planning side.  I do 
not know whether that is true.  I have not had enough dealings with the minister over the past 18 or 19 months to 
judge.  Let us look at some evidence of this.  First, the minister has taken action to change the planning appeals 
process.  One reason for that is that she says the minister should not get involved to that degree in day-to-day 
appeals that result from planning decisions.  I would have thought that the minister should want to be actively 
involved in her portfolio and the problems that might arise from the implementation of it.  It is interesting that 
the Minister for the Environment and Heritage has brought into this Parliament legislation that enshrines and 
protects the environmental appeal process and that involves her - maybe not in exactly the same way as the 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure is involved in the appeal process - in an environmental appeal process 
that is similar to the one that the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure is abandoning.  That is an 
inconsistency.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Does the member realise that his party actually supports the abolition of planning appeals 
matters? 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  Yes; we will not oppose it. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  The member is criticising it, but he supports it. 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  I am not criticising the minister.  I am trying to understand the minister and get inside her 
head, and that is very difficult at the best of times.  I am trying to explore the issue that has been raised with me 
by other people that the minister is more interested in transport and infrastructure issues than planning issues.  
The Government has a backlog of 300 or 400 appeals on planning issues.  Previous Government’s certainly had 
appeal backlogs, but this is a huge backlog and it could be interpreted to mean that this Government and this 
minister are more interested in infrastructure - playing with trains, cars and buses - than looking at the big, more 
integrated issue of planning.  The final piece of “evidence” that the minister is more interested in transport than 
planning issues is her enthusiasm for this project.  I know the minister is an enthusiastic person in everything she 
does, but to be this enthusiastic about a $1.2 billion or $1.4 billion project and not be able to convince people in 
the broader community that an extra $200 million or $300 million, along with a 12 or 18-month delay, is 
worthwhile, just for a 12-minute reduction in travel time, suggests that we, the people of Western Australia, are 
missing the point about the Government’s support for this legislation.  It has been pointed out to me - and the 
member for Murdoch referred to this - that the real motivation behind this project is not travel time or 
convenience or any such thing; it is this Government’s wish - maybe because it sees itself as a one-term 
Government - to leave its mark on the Perth metropolitan area.  The argument goes that if this Government were 
to accept the previous Government’s plan for the southern rail line and make only a few minor changes, the line 
would still be seen as the Richard Court Liberal-National Party coalition Government rail line.  By changing this 
project as profoundly as this Government has, it believes that the people of Perth will consider this to be the 
Australian Labor Party-Gallop Government’s project, and therefore the name of Richard Court and the 
association with the previous Liberal Government will be forgotten.  If that is true, that is an even worse reason 
for wanting to change the rail route in the way the Government proposes.  All those things suggest that this 
Government is changing the rail route from the Kenwick option for less than convincing reasons. 

I will now indicate that those less than convincing reasons were shared by one of the Government’s chief 
advisers, namely, Professor Peter Newman from Murdoch University.  I had the pleasure of being on the Select 
Committee on Perth’s Air Quality, a committee of the Legislative Assembly, in 1997 and 1998.  Professor Peter 
Newman made a submission to our committee.  The appendix to the report at page 98 contains a summary of the 
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submission from Professor P. Newman, Professor of City Policy, Murdoch University.  It is worth indicating that 
as soon as this Government won office in February of last year, Professor Newman was immediately seconded to 
the Office of the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, stayed there for a few months, waited for this 
announcement to be made about the change of route for the southern rail line and then transferred to the 
Premier’s office, where he is now conducting a review into sustainability. 

[Leave granted for the member’s time to be extended.] 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  What the member has just said is factually wrong.  Professor Peter Newman has never 
worked in my office. 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  In the minister’s department? 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Never in my department.  He has never worked in any agency for which I am responsible. 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  As a consultant? 
Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  No. 
Mr B.K. MASTERS:  In the few months after the Labor Party won the election last year, he was on secondment 
from Murdoch University to - will the minister fill in the gaps? 
Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I am not writing your speech.  He has never been on the payroll. 
Mr B.K. MASTERS:  My understanding is that Professor Peter Newman provided technical and other advice, 
whether as a paid employee or as a consultant, to this Government in the first few months following the election; 
there was then some doubt about his employment.  A question was put to one of the ministers or a parliamentary 
secretary in the upper House about Professor Peter Newman’s position and it was explained that he was about to 
move over to the Department of the Premier and Cabinet.  The minister should feel free to fill in the gaps. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I do not know the details of his employment arrangements.  He has never been engaged by 
my office. 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  Or by the department? 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  He has not been employed by our department. 
Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 
Mr B.K. MASTERS:  I know he was on a greenhouse committee.  Something is a bit suspicious here - 
Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  The member is just making this up.  While it is true that he has always been a supporter of 
the fast, direct link into Perth - 
Mr B.K. MASTERS:  No, he has not.  I will quote for the minister a few of Professor Newman’s words and then 
I think she will appreciate where I am coming from.  The report of the Select Committee on Perth’s Air Quality 
contains a summary of Professor Newman’s submission.  Professor Newman recommended, among other things 
- 

. . . simultaneous improvement in the community’s access to employment centres - 

My comment here is Canning Vale - 

and urban services so that use of the private car is not relied upon; reurbanisation of areas; and need for 
road planning to be fully integrated into transport planning where consideration is given to land use and 
environmental planning. 

That final point is the most important.  The thesis I am trying to put across is that, on this issue, the minister is, in 
effect, a minister for infrastructure but not a minister for planning.  She is putting aside the planning issues and 
opportunities that will be provided by the southern rail line and focussing almost totally on transport 
infrastructure issues.   

I now refer to a submission to the select committee entitled “Perth’s Air Quality in International Context” by 
Peter Newman, Professor of City Policy, Murdoch University.  Referring to mode of travel, he states - 

It is mainly due to the inherent ability of a fast, quiet electric rail service to attract more compact urban 
development around its stations.  Such nodal subcentres are not only more dense but they are mixed use 
areas that together mean many journeys are much shorter. 

He continues - 

To reduce car use it is generally recognised by most government reports that densities need to increase.  
This is reluctantly beginning to be recognised by Perth authorities though no policy is in place to do 
anything about this; in fact the opposite is the case with most government help being given to greenfield 
subdivisions on the fringe. 
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The process of reurbanisation whereby densities are increased around nodal subcentres, is part of the 
Victorian Government’s Urban Villages strategy which has located several hundred sites for 
redevelopment adjacent to transit stops;   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  That sounds like Gosnells and Armadale. 
Mr B.K. MASTERS:  It also sounds like many other areas.  Professor Peter Newman’s submission continues -  

it shows that significant emissions can be saved and infrastructure costs can be much reduced.  If 
implemented in Melbourne, no further fringe development would be needed for 30 years.   

It reads finally -  

The most significant institutional response to tackling car dependence is the need for more integration 
in planning where infrastructure should go and what are the priorities.  To do this effectively there 
needs to be a Ministry of Infrastructure which incorporates Planning, Transport  . . . and Environmental 
Policy.  This should be the same as the UK Department of Environment and Transport. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  That sounds like what we have done. 
Mr B.K. MASTERS:  To a certain degree the Government has implemented that final recommendation.  It has 
combined planning and infrastructure, but it has left out the environment.  I can understand that, and I do not 
criticise the Government for it.  However, the thrust of what Professor Peter Newman was saying was that one 
cannot look at transport and associated infrastructure in isolation; one must look at the planning aspects of any 
new proposal, or one must look at the planning aspects of existing urbanisation and see how one can integrate 
public transport with that. 
I hold up a photocopy of part of the Perth metropolitan region plan.  Members will not be able to see them, but 
some lines on the photocopy compare the previous Government’s preferred route via Canning Vale with the 
current Government’s preferred route up the freeway.  I will not go into detail about whether one station should 
be here or there or whether the rail line should be 500 metres north or south.  That is not the point I am trying to 
make.  The point that I am trying to make is that we have a golden opportunity to seriously integrate the southern 
rail line with urban planning for land use.  This Government is throwing away that opportunity for reasons that I 
outlined earlier do not convince me.  The rail line that was proposed from Kenwick to South Lake station would 
have traversed some significant areas of existing urban and deferred or future urban development as well as the 
Canning Vale industrial estate.  With better planning than that which existed under the previous Government, I 
believe it would have been possible to have jiggled the rail line a little to ensure that it fitted in better with good 
planning principles.   

Instead of taking up the option to put a rail line into the high employment areas of Canning Vale and areas of 
potentially higher urban development, namely Thornlie and new suburbs that are yet to be developed, the 
Government has chosen to put the rail line up the freeway.  From just north of Leach Highway station to Perth, 
approximately 10 kilometres of new line has on its western side no potential for a catchment population.  I say 
that because that area comprises the Canning and Swan Rivers - it is water.  Unless the minister is to bring in 
houseboats as a major planning initiative, about eight to 10 kilometres of the rail line will not attract patrons 
because there is no population living there and nor can there be.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  There are Park ‘n’ Ride stations. 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  We are trying to get people out their cars.  Park ‘n’ Ride means that people get into their 
cars.  The minister should know that as soon as people get in their cars the question comes into their heads that 
as they are in their cars, should they drive to the central business district, or wherever they are going to along the 
rail line, or should they park at the nearest station.  The reality is that once people get into their cars they may not 
get out at a Park ‘n’ Ride station.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You really do not understand how the Perth rail system is working.  You should look at 
the figures.  The vast majority of people using the rail system are Park ‘n’ Ride people.  That is acknowledging 
the realities. 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  That is not in dispute.  If we took Professor Peter Newman’s advice and designed land use 
around stations so that there was high urban density, which was aesthetically and sensibly good, so that people 
did not have to park and ride but instead could walk or cycle to train stations, the catchment population would be 
several times higher.   

Once the railway reaches the suburbs north of Leach Highway, such as those at Salter Point, Manning, Como 
and South Perth, at best it passes through a series of medium density areas.  Unless the minister is suggesting 
that major town planning scheme revisions will occur in those suburbs, we will still not be able to have the 
population catchments that other countries around the world know are necessary to get significant numbers of 
people onto trains so that they can do away with cars completely.   
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Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You don’t think that the northern suburbs line has worked? 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  It is working pretty well, but it could work better.  It amazes me that the previous 
Government did not take Professor Peter Newman’s advice, because it was then, and still is, very good advice.  It 
also amazes me that this Government is not taking Professor Peter Newman’s advice.  As I have said, it is a 
golden opportunity to put a rail line through an area to maximise the integration between the public rail system 
and urbanisation, but this Government is walking away from it. 

The minister talked about Park ‘n’ Ride stations.  I countered by asking why the Government did not put more 
people into aesthetically pleasing housing of various sorts around train stations.  Figure 9 of the Perth urban rail 
development supplementary master plan of August 2002 shows the percentage of employees who are prepared to 
walk to their employment from wherever they leave their cars, the bus or the train.  The overwhelming majority 
of people are prepared to walk up to one kilometre.  If that logic is reversed and one asks how far people are 
prepared to walk from their homes to get to a train or bus station, logic says that they will be prepared to walk up 
to a kilometre.  If the distance is longer than that, the European experience is that they will take their bicycles.   
Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  The pedestrian distance is about 800 metres. 
Mr B.K. MASTERS:  We are debating only a couple of hundred metres.  The bottom line is that here is an 
opportunity to put medium and high density quality urban development around train stations.   
Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  We will do it.  Which train stations? 
Mr B.K. MASTERS:  I have run out of time, but I make the point that this Government has had the opportunity 
and it has thrown it away. 
MR M.P. WHITELY (Roleystone) [4.29 pm]:  I do not pretend to understand every detail of the options of the 
direct route and the Opposition’s preferred Kenwick route, but I understand the shortest distance between two 
points is a straight line.  The freeway route is obviously considerably shorter.  People do not want to go from 
Mandurah to Perth via Kenwick.  I understand that route would have been a disaster for Perth and for the people 
who live in my electorate.  My electorate is very unusual in that it covers six local government areas, including 
Kalamunda, Gosnells, Armadale, Serpentine-Jarrahdale, Kwinana and Rockingham.  That means I have an 
unusual perspective on this issue, because my electorate has two sections that are well separated in distance, and 
both will benefit from the decision to route the Perth-Mandurah rail line along the freeway rather than through 
Kenwick.   

I will talk first about the suburbs of Kenwick and Beckenham.  The Opposition’s preferred southern metropolitan 
rail master plan, or Kenwick route, would have been an absolute disaster for the people of Kenwick and 
Beckenham, because the number of train movements during peak hour on the Armadale line would have 
increased from 17 an hour to 41 an hour.  That would have meant that the rail boom gates at William Street, 
Beckenham - a road that has over 27 000 traffic movements a day - would have been down for 26 minutes every 
hour during peak hour, and traffic would have banked up.  The Opposition’s plan made no provision for a road-
rail flyover at William Street.  In fact, the nearest road-rail flyover that it provided for would have been some 1.2 
kilometres away at Gerard Street.  The people who wanted to use William Street would have had to chance their 
luck and hope the boom gates were not down for 26 minutes every hour during peak hour, or they would have 
had to drive an extra 2.4 kilometres to get to the other side of William Street.  The former Government did not 
ask the people of Kenwick whether they preferred the Kenwick route.  It simply intended to impose that route on 
them.  It failed to deliver Roe Highway stage 4 - although it had promised that - for 10 years and left William 
Street as a very busy street that was effectively an extension of Roe Highway, without giving a single thought to 
the welfare of the people of Beckenham.  The former Government was prepared to make the situation even 
worse by not providing for a road-rail flyover at Beckenham.  If members opposite want to talk about a blow-out 
in costs, I am absolutely certain there would have been a blow-out in the Opposition’s cost projections for its 
preferred Kenwick route. 

I turn now to the other section of my electorate, the suburbs of Wellard, Baldivis, Bertram and Casuarina.  The 
people in these suburbs are well away from Kenwick, but they also will benefit enormously from the decision for 
the rail to go along the freeway route, for the simple reason that the duration of their journey will be decreased 
by 12 minutes.  That translates to 24 minutes every working day.  That may not seem a lot to some of the people 
on the opposition benches; having heard them drone on for 24 minutes at a time, it may seem like an 
extraordinary short time to them.  However, to those of us who sit on this side it seems like an extraordinary long 
time.  The reality is that anything other than the direct route - that highly successful model that was adopted for 
the northern rail line - would have been a complete disaster and a white elephant that people would not have 
used.  It would have been a disaster for the people of Beckenham and Kenwick, because they would have had 
their lives further disrupted by the inadequate planning that the former Government put into the Kenwick route 
option.  The people of Wellard, Bertram, Baldivis and Casuarina would have had a rail station that they would 
not have used because of the time delay.  When those people want to go to Perth they do not want to go via 
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Kenwick.  It is well out of their way.  Just to put this time saving in context, my speech has lasted for four 
minutes, which is one-third of the time that will be saved -  

Mr P.G. Pendal:  You would have to put up with three of these speeches on each trip! 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  Exactly.  My speech has lasted for four minutes, and we are talking about a 12-minute 
time saving. 

MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood) [4.34 pm]:  The Railway (Jandakot to Perth) Bill is being forced 
through the lower House at a time when, as has already been mentioned, the Opposition transport spokesperson 
is away.  I cannot see the need for haste in getting this Bill through this House.  The Bills that I regard as urgent 
are the Insurance Commission of Western Australia Amendment Bill and the Civil Liability Bill.  I understand 
that the Leader of the House also has some need for haste on the Wood Processing (Wesbeam) Agreement Bill.  
Also, we still need to complete the Address-in-Reply.  There is no guarantee that this Bill will pass through the 
Legislative Council with any alacrity, so why the haste?  It is a convention of this House that on Thursdays the 
House rises at 5.00 pm.  I have to travel for three and three-quarter hours to get home.  I have commitments in 
my constituency tonight that I will have to renege on because the Leader of the House has some strange need to 
get these Bills through this House with haste.   

Mr J.L. Bradshaw:  Why did we not sit late last night? 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I was about to get to that.  As members know, this House rises at 7.00 pm on Wednesday 
nights.  Most country members like me and the members for Ningaloo, Murray-Wellington and Collie have to 
find things to do on a Wednesday night.  We could have sat last night - that would not have been a problem for 
us - and still adhered to the timetable of a 5.00 pm adjournment tonight.  I will not make a great song and dance 
about that, but that is a convention of this House.   

My perspective on this Bill is totally different from the perspective that has been mentioned by other members 
on both sides of the House.  In my view, this project is at least five years ahead of its time, and possibly 10, in 
that the infrastructure that is in place now is more than adequate to cater for the traffic that comes from 
Mandurah and goes north.  Before I give my reasons for saying that, I must make the point that the issue of a 
major amendment versus a minor amendment is very important.  I think the Government protests a bit too much 
about that.  This is a major project for the people of this State.  It is estimated to cost $1.419 billion, most of 
which will be borrowed.  It has the potential to cripple the finances of the State and cause this State to lose its 
AAA credit rating.  I suspect that had this project not been delayed for an extra year, we would already be well 
on the way to losing our AAA credit rating, and that would mean an increase in interest payments to be met by 
the Treasury of Western Australia for any borrowings of moneys for future development in this State.  This 
matter should not be understated.  The Perth to Mandurah railway is well and truly premature.  There are a 
number of other projects that I believe are far more important than this project.   

The member for Murdoch put it very well when he talked about bus-train-bus; that is, people will have to catch a 
bus to the train station, then the train, and then another bus at the other end.  That will begin to come to people’s 
attention only in the next term of government, when this project hopefully will be completed.  I do not know 
whether this Government will still be in power at that time.  I suspect that after people have experienced the 
disruption to traffic from all the earthworks and have begun to understand that this project is not as simple as is 
proposed in the computer enhancements, and whatever, they will judge the Government quite harshly.   

I will be interested to know the net patronage figures; that is, the number of people who will be transported by 
train after taking into account the number of people who are already being transported by bus.  I travel up and 
down the freeway on a regular basis every time I am in Perth, because most of my travel is to the south.  I am 
often stuck in that traffic and see the buses driving past at twice the speed that the other traffic is going.  The bus 
service in Perth and throughout the State is extremely good.  The bus system in the metropolitan area is catered 
for with special bus lanes and works very well.  People can get on a bus within a short walking distance of their 
residence and travel straight to their destination.  That is not the case with rail.  Therefore, whether the rail will 
go via Kenwick or along down the freeway is neither here nor there as far as I am concerned.  However, it is 
important that priority has been given to the project.  Why is the Government afraid of this major amendment?  
Is it afraid that some interest groups will be critical of the Government’s position on this issue?  I think that is it 
in a nutshell.  If the Government is not afraid of public opinion, why does it not bring the legislation into 
Parliament as a major amendment and allow a public consultation process to occur?  This Government is very 
strong on issues of public accountability, honesty and propriety of government and all those things we hear from 
successive governments.  In reality the Government is reneging on those issues.  I am concerned about that. 

There is another reason that the project is well and truly ahead of its time.  Before the last election some issues 
were promoted in the community as major issues, such as ambulance bypass.  That was considered and promoted 
by the Labor Party at the time as a major crisis in the hospital system.  Having taken a step into government, this 
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Government now refers to ambulance bypass as a management tool.  The truth is that the situation has been 
exacerbated.  Hospital bypass is a serious issue.  The availability of nurses in Western Australia is a serious 
issue.  It was serious before the last election and continues to be serious.  What has changed?  Fuel prices are still 
an issue.  Funding for people with disabilities is still an issue and funding for hospitals is still an issue. 

I suggest an alternative proposition.  I am a country member -  

Mr M.P. Whitely:  I was going to say something. 

Mr M. McGowan:  We remember. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I am being rudely interrupted by members in the vegie patch but I will not succumb. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.W. Andrews):  The member should not take the bait. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I will not take the bait, Mr Acting Speaker.  It is Thursday afternoon and everybody knows 
how important Thursday afternoons are. 

Mr F.M. Logan:  Particularly for you. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Particularly for me.  I will suggest an alternative view.  I was interested to hear the member 
for Mandurah’s comments about Mandurah, which has a large number of projects.  I travel through Mandurah on 
a regular basis, as I am sure a number of other members do.  There are eight sets of lights in Mandurah.  All the 
heavy traffic with the produce that comes from the south west corner, whether that be agricultural produce, 
timber or other products, goes right through the middle of Mandurah.  I suggest that the Peel deviation would 
have been a far better proposition if the Government had given this matter proper priority rather than making 
decisions for political purposes to make sure that the seat of Mandurah was retained.  If the Government made 
decisions for the good of the State, for the good of the people who live in the State and for the proper transport of 
produce and people in the State, we would have a Peel deviation at a cost of $300 million-odd and the member 
for Mandurah would have a beautiful city with very little traffic where people would be able to move around.  
That also applies to the Shire of Murray.  Heavy traffic would come up the Peel deviation, straight onto the end 
of the freeway, into the city, down onto the Leach Highway and into the port.  What happens now is that some of 
the heavy traffic, such as multi-section B and C trains, are not allowed onto the end of the freeway; they must go 
down through Baldivis and through all the sets of lights to get to the port, which causes huge disruption.  The 
other way would be very simple. 

I must tell members that the South Western Highway between Donnybrook and Bridgetown is a deathtrap.  
There were proposals for further woodchip mills at either Donnybrook, Kirup or Bunbury with large numbers of 
extra truck movements anticipated.  I believe that road is already a deathtrap, which will be exacerbated by the 
lack of effort by this Government.  I believe the $60 million allocated to that road has been completely slashed 
from the budget.  I foresee a rash of accidents on that highway leading to a severe loss of life. 

I have mentioned Muirs Highway before in this place, and I will mention it again until I am blue in the face.  
Muirs Highway runs east of Manjimup to Mt Barker.  It is the major east-west route for the lower south west of 
the State on which a lot of traffic carrying provisions comes in from the eastern States.   

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  It is a goat track. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  It is a goat track.  The landscape is inundated around Lake Muir - 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You had a lot of influence in the eight years you were in government, didn’t you? 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I agree with the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure.  The former minister at least had 
the courage to visit the south west.  I drove with him in a bus along that highway in winter where we met a 
number of big trucks. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  But he still did not do any work on it. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  For the minister’s edification, the previous Minister for Transport saw fit to complete in an 
appropriate fashion the dual carriageway to Bunbury out of an allocation of $8 million.  As the minister knows, 
funding of $12.7 million is required.  I think the minister is about to announce an allocation of $500 000 or 
$700 000.  Has the minister been down that road? 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Muirs Highway? 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Yes. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  No. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I am not trying to embarrass the minister - 
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Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You are not embarrassing me.  Of course, I haven’t been down every road in the entire 
State. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  It is embarrassing.  It is a major east-west route.  Heavy trucks use that road bringing 
produce into the south west, such as woodchips, fertiliser, cattle, sheep and so on. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  As the member knows, I met with the shire and the representatives of that community. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Yes, and I understand the minister told one of the counsellors not to give up his day job; 
does the minister remember that?  That is what was relayed to me.  If the minister wants me to give her a pat on 
the back, I will say that the meeting she had with the Shire of Nannup last week was a victory for commonsense 
in relation to Milyeannup Road.  That is the sort of attitude she should apply to Muirs Highway and the South 
Western Highway because people are being killed on these roads.  Milyeannup Road is used by a mixture of 
trucks and school buses. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You were a minister for eight years.  If it was that bad you should have done something. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The minister cannot keep blaming something that happened 20 or 30 years ago, or last year 
or the year before.  She is the minister in charge of these roads.  Money would be far better spent on correcting 
those issues and on ensuring that a new primary school is built in Manjimup, that hospitals have adequate 
funding and that proper programs for elderly people are established rather than on a project that is years ahead of 
its time.  I will be voting against this Bill.  I do not agree with the project at all.  It is miles ahead of its time.  It is 
an absolute waste of taxpayers’ money.  The Government is trying to con the people of Western Australia into 
believing they need a railway line when they do not.  I ask members, for God’s sake, to get around the State and 
examine the priorities on which money should be spent.  They should look at the magnificent new freeway with 
all its overpasses built by the coalition Government; it is a project of world standing.  Traffic comes up that 
freeway at a very slow pace of 100 kilometres an hour, with no trucks on the south of Leach Highway, which 
beggars belief. 

Mr M.F. Board:  What about the Northbridge tunnel; how good was that? 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  They are the sorts of projects that have increased people’s ability to move quickly through 
the city to the airport.  The southern freeway is an excellent project and should be extended down the eastern 
side of the estuary at Mandurah to free up all the roads in Mandurah and to make sure the traffic flows freely 
through it.  The minister should visit Mandurah on a weekend and have a look.  She is the minister in charge of 
transport.  Her bureaucrats should take note of what is said in this place and go out there and have a look.  That 
is the minister’s job.  This is not the first time I have mentioned these issues and I will repeat them time and 
again until I get thrown out of this place - I mean, until I decide to retire! 

I will recap for a minute.  I believe this is a major project and it will be the reason that WA loses its AAA credit 
rating.  It is a project about which major amendments should come into the Parliament to be discussed.  It is a 
project that will not help those people.  As the member for Murdoch said, if I had to catch a bus to a train and 
then get off the train and onto a bus, there is no way I would use that train.  I suspect that that is what will 
happen.  This is another belltower, but it is a belltower of mammoth proportions!  I can recall going around my 
electorate when we were in government.  Every time somebody wanted something of any size at all, they said, 
“Why don’t you can the belltower?”  We recall where the bells came from, under which Government that 
happened and which Government catered for them.  That is all history.  This is $1.419 billion as of today -  

Mr M.W. Trenorden interjected.  

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  That is what the second reading speech states.  Whether it is $1.4 billion or $2 billion, a lot 
of other things in country Western Australia need to be done now.  Members opposite might think they have all 
their seats stitched up in metropolitan Western Australia, but every one of the 400 000 or 500 000-odd people in 
country Western Australia has a friend, relative and neighbour who has a friend and a connection with the 
metropolitan area.  They will not get away with it at the next election.  Members should not play smart politics; 
they should use a bit of commonsense.  This project should be canned for at least five years, and we should get 
on with the real priorities in Western Australia.  

Debate adjourned until a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr J.C. Kobelke (Leader of the House).  

[Continued on page 959.] 
 


