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RAILWAY DISCONTINUANCE BILL (NO. 2) 2006 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe) [8.00 pm]:  I want to make a few comments about this bill, particularly as it 
relates to railways and transport in Geraldton and the mid-west.  I want to refer in particular to the Oakajee 
project.  It needs to be placed on the public record that the Labor government has ridiculed Oakajee for the past 
five years.  However, now, all of a sudden, it thinks Oakajee is a good thing.  I just wanted to make that point.  I 
will now move on. 

This state is currently experiencing a boom.  We have heard about that today ad nauseam.  However, I make the 
observation that there is a difference between an economic boom - of which this state has had several - and a 
substantive improvement in the quality of an economy.  This state had a boom in the post-war period due to 
immigration from southern Europe and England.  The state had another boom during the 1960s and 1970s 
associated with the development of the Pilbara.  During the period from the mid-1990s, this state has also 
experienced an accelerated - it has probably now peaked - period of economic growth.  It is one thing to produce 
and export more minerals, and have a buoyant property market.  However, the measure or test of that in history 
will be: did the state make a quantitative and qualitative advance?  That is the challenge and, indeed, the 
opportunity that an economic boom presents.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson):  Order!  If members want to talk, there is plenty of room outside 
to have a chat.  The member for Cottesloe has the call. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The Oakajee project is not new.  It was identified in the 1960s as a site for the potential 
processing of alumina from the Mitchell Plateau in the Kimberley.  What is important about Oakajee is that it is 
one of the few places on the Western Australian coastline in which deep ocean water is close to the coast.  That 
is what makes Oakajee special.  There are virtually no other places like that between Fremantle and the Pilbara.  
The Kingstream project was originally proposed to be developed at the Narngulu site.  I, as the then Minister for 
Resources Development, and Hon Richard Lewis as the then Minister for Planning, took the view that if the 
Kingstream project were to be developed at Narngulu, it would bring heavy industry, and all the associated 
problems, right onto the doorstep of Geraldton - in fact, within half a kilometre of residential homes.  Therefore, 
we took the view that if the Kingstream project were to go ahead, it should be located on a site outside of 
Geraldton.  We seized that project as an opportunity to develop Oakajee.  Today I have heard the failure of 
Kingstream and the failure of Oakajee mentioned in the same breath.  The Kingstream project and Oakajee are 
different beasts.  Had the Kingstream project gone ahead, it would have been used as the vehicle to develop 
Oakajee.  Perhaps the several iron ore projects that have been talked about in the mid-west are another vehicle or 
opportunity to develop Oakajee.  However, Oakajee is more important than just one individual project.   

During the 1990s the previous Liberal government did a few things.  We acquired the land.  We did wave 
testing.  We drilled the seabed.  We made sure that we had suitable rock that could be used for quarrying and for 
building breakwaters.  We did design work.  We spent about $20 million on the initial work to develop a port at 
Oakajee.  Unfortunately, this government stopped that work.  The development of a deep sea port, and, just as 
importantly, the development of a new industrial site, takes a long time.  It is a pity this government stopped that 
momentum.  I genuinely hope the government will restart that momentum.  Oakajee is not just a site for a port.  
It is also an industrial site.  Western Australia’s major industrial site, Kwinana, is now limited in the amount of 
land available.  It is now surrounded by the southern suburbs of Perth.  If we are to do more with our minerals 
and natural gas and process them into higher value goods so that we can not only make more money for the state 
but also provide a range of high-skilled, long-term careers for the young people of this state, we need a purpose-
built industrial site.  That is what Oakajee was about during the time of the Liberal government, and that is what 
it should be about today.  However, to do that we need to find a project, or projects, that will make the Oakajee 
project viable.  I am sure all members are impressed by, and excited about, some of the prospective iron ore 
projects in the mid-west hinterland.  Indeed, had the Pilbara iron ore resources not been discovered and proved 
up in the early 1960s, this area would have developed as an iron ore producer many years ago.   

However, what is the probable outcome at the moment?  The government has spent $100 million on deepening 
the Geraldton harbour by a couple of metres.  There is no doubt that that deepening of the harbour has improved 
navigation and helped increase the amount of wheat and mineral exports out of that port.  However, I do not 
think the people of Geraldton would want the Point Moore area to become a site for heavy industry or, indeed, a 
site for large stockpiles of and treatment areas for iron ore.  I do not believe that is the future of Geraldton.  If we 
are to develop minerals, particularly iron ore from the hinterland, we need a place for storing, handling, grading, 
treating and - hopefully - processing iron ore and other minerals away from the city of Geraldton.  The only 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 30 May 2006] 

 p3207c-3226a 
Mr Colin Barnett; Dr Kim Hames; Ms Alannah MacTiernan; Acting Speaker; Mr Dan Barron-Sullivan; Mr Eric 

Ripper; Ms Sue Walker; Mr Max Trenorden; Speaker; Mr Paul Omodei 

 [2] 

place in which that can be done economically is Oakajee.  Oakajee is important for the urban amenity of the city 
of Geraldton.  It is also important for the state, because it will provide a viable site for mineral and gas 
processing, or value adding.  Oakajee is the best place in Western Australia to do that.  We met with some of the 
iron ore companies this afternoon.  They have great ambitions.  I wish them well.  I acknowledge that this 
government is trying to assist them to succeed.  However, from my reckoning, not one of those companies is a 
minerals El Dorado.  Not one of those companies has the resources equivalent to the Pilbara, or indeed some of 
the resources in the goldfields.  None of those companies has the quality or volume of resource that will, by 
itself, pay for rail infrastructure and port developments.  These are entrepreneurial and exciting companies that 
are doing new things, and good luck to them.  However, they are not the companies that developed the Pilbara.  
They are not companies like Rio Tinto, Mitsui or Mitsubishi.  They are not in that league.  They are not in a 
position - I do not believe they will ever be in a position - to develop the Oakajee port.  Yes, they have sales 
contracts with China - I do not know how bankable they are - to bring on major infrastructure development.  
Therefore, I suggest to the government that it have a rethink about Oakajee.  It is an industrial estate for the 
future - perhaps the most important in the state, and even Australia.  It will offer great employment opportunities 
and growth for people in this region and throughout the state.  However, it needs to be more than simply an iron 
ore port.  It needs to be seen for what it can truly do in high value adding, high quality investment.  Those 
companies may be the initial ones that will allow Oakajee to be developed.  I suggest that the state government - 
maybe the commonwealth will help, but I will not hold my breath - needs to take on the responsibility for 
developing the port.  We will recoup the $300 million or $400 million over probably 15 years, because the users 
of the port will pay to use it and they should pay a capital charge as well.  If it were up to me, I would tell the 
companies that developing the rail infrastructure is essentially specific to their iron ore or other mineral deposits.  
That should be their prime responsibility.  They may be able to do that; they may be able to progressively 
develop the rail network into that hinterland by coming together and sharing infrastructure.  However, I do not 
think they will be able to develop Oakajee; they will not be able to bank that.  The state government could do 
that and it would be an investment in the long-term future of not only Geraldton and the mid-west, but also the 
entire state. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  What would be your view of a third party - an infrastructure investor - developing the port? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Certainly there is the opportunity for a third party to come in.  However, to actually do it 
we need a minister or a group - the government has been reorganised and it is different to when we were in 
power - charged with the responsibility of developing Oakajee.  I do not think anyone will do it cheaper than 
government.  No-one will have access to cheaper finance than government.  There is nothing particularly special 
about developing a port, but all the land, environmental and planning issues need to be dealt with by 
government.  Once the port is developed, it could be operated by the existing Geraldton Port Authority.  That 
would be sensible, but government must take the lead in developing it.  I would be wary - it could be developed 
and then privatised if the government chose to do that.  However, government probably needs to take the lead in 
developing it.  All the major infrastructure of that nature around the state has essentially been developed by state 
governments throughout history. 

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  I wonder whether the Treasurer is talking about overseas investment, perhaps from 
China.  
Mr E.S. Ripper:  I am simply canvassing the concept of a third party. 

Mr T.G. Stephens:  We could use all that money that we will save by not building the canal and putting it into 
port developments. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  We could. 

Mr T.G. Stephens:  Why was the port developed? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  It is interesting that the member makes that point.  One of the constraints on processing in 
the mid-west will be water, as it will be with natural gas.  It is up to government to try to solve that.  There is 
water for a period, but it is not unlimited.   
What has been done on the Geraldton foreshore is fantastic for the city.  What I hope this state gets out of this 
period of resource development, is not only a budget surplus or record exports, because that is happening, but 
also that it takes a big step forward and develops a world-scale industrial estate.  The most practical way of doing 
that in the available time frame, because we have only two or three years in which to do it, is for the government 
to take the lead, and involve third party finance if it wanted to - I would not suggest it go down that path - and 
throw the ball to the companies and say, “You guys, you organise the mines, that’s your project, and you 
organise the railway in conjunction with government.”   
Mr T.G. Stephens:  What about competitive neutrality in the Pilbara? 
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Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The government should take on the responsibility for the port and make sure that the 
1 100 hectares, or whatever, of the industrial estate is used not only for iron ore stockpiles.  That is not a high 
value use of that land.  That potentially, if it is done properly, is the most important industrial land in Australia.  
Stockpiles can be associated with and separated away.  It must be used for high values. 

However, congratulations to the City of Geraldton on its foreshore redevelopment.  The view is improving and it 
looks terrific.  I am pleased to be here. 
DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville) [8.14 pm]:  I take this opportunity to pass on the results of a very interesting 
day that we have had today.  We have had two meetings relating to specific issues.  The first was with the City of 
Geraldton and the Midwest Chamber of Commerce and Industry on the foreshore development.  It is certainly a 
very exciting prospect and I am glad the member for Mandurah is present.   
I spent some time comparing the development that is proposed in Geraldton with what occurred with the 
Mandurah Ocean Marina.  Some of the concepts of what is being developed in Geraldton are certainly more 
people-oriented and people-friendly.  The mayor made a very strong point about the local council’s association 
with this development.  That is a great thing to have.  However, on the other side, what was arranged at the 
Ocean Marina, particularly with the Mandurah Offshore Fishing and Sailing Club, has been an absolutely 
tremendous development.  The key to that is that it was the result of the amalgamation of various groups - the 
sailing and fishing clubs.  In the first instant, it was difficult to achieve.  However, that club has now closed its 
membership.  Many people from the member for Murray’s electorate, the member for Mandurah’s electorate and 
my electorate have joined that club.  On a Friday night it is difficult to get in because so many people go to that 
club.  After looking at the proposed design for the Geraldton foreshore, I believe it is not big enough.  It will 
cater for the capacity in the short term, but not in the long term.   
The member for Mandurah will agree that we have 50 000 - 
Mr D.A. Templeman:  It is 60 000. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  There are 60 000 people in that area now.  How many people are there in Geraldton? 
Mr S.R. Hill:  About 35 000. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  Does that figure include Greenough? 

Mr S.R. Hill:  Yes. 
Dr K.D. HAMES:  Therefore, it is behind the population of Mandurah, which is currently growing at between 
eight to nine per cent and I think it is three per cent in Geraldton.  Even so, that growth will come.  We have 
heard about riding on the crest of the wave.  That is true.  That growth will come and the population will 
increase.  In Mandurah it is being said that they wish they built a larger clubhouse.  It is a single-storey building 
and the people in the club cannot see the ocean.  I have no idea why they did that.  I believe the building should 
have had a second storey.  The building in Geraldton looks good and the council and the mayor are proud of it.  
They did not appreciate my comments that they should look at the facility in Mandurah. 
It would be worth it for the member for Geraldton to go with the member for Mandurah - I am sure he will invite 
him - to see that facility.  Mandurah may not have crays, but it does have a few crabs.  The Mandurah facility 
could be much bigger and much better.  Of course, I come to the funding of it.  The development of the 
Mandurah Ocean Marina was managed between LandCorp, the council, the Peel Development Commission and 
a group of local bodies.  Of course they all got a cut out of the development.  It is of such quality and class that 
people cannot buy a flat on the marina for less that $1 million and in many cases they are $2 million or 
$3 million.  They have such great views over the ocean, and the same applies to Geraldton.  We need to consider 
what is available and what can be done to pay for a larger development in Geraldton. 
Mr S.R. Hill:  I am sure the City of Geraldton will come back and ask for more money for it. 
Dr K.D. HAMES:  I am sure it will.  What happened in Mandurah is that the City of Mandurah did not go to 
government and ask for money.  The Mandurah Ocean Marina was funded as part of that total development 
package by the group that developed it.  It was a good way of doing it.  The downside - it is something that the 
City of Geraldton proposes to do - was not having far greater community input and say in that development.  It is 
a difficult to balance.  That concept of having a much bigger facility is worth consideration by the member for 
Geraldton.  The building will be there for a long time. 
The member for Cottesloe and I also had a meeting today with the mining companies.  In my time out of 
Parliament I was involved in Aboriginal heritage work, particularly with Joan Martin, about whom I have spoken 
previously.  She is part of the Widi group, an Aboriginal group from the Perenjori-Morawa region that extended, 
by their reckoning, out to Mt Gibson.  It is a huge area of land from which they were the original descendents.  
Joan Martin’s great grandmother was Jenny who was born near the Irwin River, which is just outside Geraldton.  
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She was born there before settlement started in the Geraldton region.  I was involved in the surveys for Pindilya 
Hills, MidWest Corporation Ltd, Gindalbie Metals Ltd and Mt Gibson.  We undertook an infrastructure corridor 
from here to Murra Murra for Hon Clive Brown, who was the minister at the time.  I am pleased that he did not 
knock back my application.  It was very kind of him not to do that. 

Ms J.A. Radisich:  It must have slipped through the net. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  No.  He was very good.  We did those jobs, including the expansion and the widening of the 
gas pipeline corridor.  We did not do the route from Geraldton but we widened the gas corridor all the way from 
just north of Perth to Australind. 

It was very exciting to see those four companies getting together, working out a plan and talking about Oakajee.  
I am sure the government knows how critical time lines are with the Oakajee development.  I think a maximum 
of 16 million to 18 million tonnes of iron ore can be exported through the port of Geraldton.  It is very crucial 
that those time lines are met. 
The concept of third parties coming in is interesting.  It was suggested that a Chinese company might be very 
interested in bidding to build the port and the rail line.  I share the member for Cottesloe’s view about the port.  
While the government may contract out the construction, management by a state government is the key to 
making sure that all of those different groups have access.  Those things made sense to me.  The rail line is a 
different matter.  I think the development of Oakajee would cost about $500 million or $600 million.  The 
potential cost of the rail line to get the oil out from those northern points is $1.6 billion.  The government says 
that it has the backing of the Chinese and can get the support and the funding to do those things.  If we ever see 
that area developed, it is critical that a body can manage it.  We raised that today at the meeting with the council 
and other bodies.  They felt that it should not be managed by the port authority or council but by an independent 
body that could take control, like we did with the East Perth Redevelopment Authority.  A specific Oakajee 
group should be put together by the government to make sure that all those things are done on time and that the 
fast tracking that is required to get all of those things done is completed, because the time lines are so tight, given 
the contract requirements.  I think the year 2010 was the time line to have Oakajee ready for the shipment of ore.  
It is a great time for the Geraldton region and a great time for the government to be in charge of that 
development.  I wish it every success in undertaking that development.  If it is achieved, it will be fantastic for 
this whole region.  I want to give some credit to the member for Cottesloe because he will not give it to himself.  
Without the work that he did in land acquisition and developing all those things when we were in government, 
even though it fell through, it would not have been possible to achieve those time lines.  Now it is up to the 
government to take the crucial next step and I wish it luck in doing that. 
MS A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [8.23 pm]:  It is fantastic 
to be here in Geraldton.  A very large crowd of people have decided to leave The Bill on TV and come and listen 
to debate on this more interesting bill.  Tonight we are debating the Railway Discontinuance Bill (No. 2) 2006.  
In the debate today we have quite rightfully ranged very widely over infrastructure issues associated with 
Geraldton.  That is quite proper because the Railway Discontinuance Bill and the changes that we have made to 
the railway are part of a whole suite of packages that have come together to deliver a great economic and social 
benefit for this community.   

The member for Leschenault asked what happened to the rail.  I have a piece of it.  I am very proud to have it.  
This is one of my prized souvenirs.  We have been very fortunate.  We would not normally expect that a Labor 
government would be involved with the discontinuance of a railway but we are involved with the discontinuance 
of a railway because we have built a new one, a better and stronger one and one that will serve this community 
into the future.   

A number of issues have been raised by opposition members.  I appreciate the opposition’s support for this 
legislation.  I would like to take the opportunity to address some of the issues that have been raised tonight.  
Perhaps I could start by addressing the comments of the member for Cottesloe, mentor to the Liberal party.  Is 
that his title? 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Assistant coach. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  He is quite right.  He was a great proponent of Oakajee and worked hard to get the 
Oakajee project up.  While we have every confidence that Oakajee is a project that is now ready to come into its 
own, our critique of the performance of the previous government is that it put its foot on the hose of Geraldton 
for eight years while the member for Cottesloe, as a minister, tried to drive the dream of Oakajee.  It always 
struck us that it was doing things the wrong way around.  I think it points to one of the great disjunctions that we 
had with the coalition government; that is, this incredible split and friction between the National Party and the 
Liberal Party.  Today members of the National Party claimed that it was all their idea and they were going to do 
it.  The real credit for the port enhancement project and the southern transport corridor should go to Hon Eric 
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Charlton and Hon Murray Criddle.  I acknowledge that they were supporters of the Geraldton port enhancement 
but unfortunately they could never get this project up in cabinet because of the dream of Oakajee.  The dream of 
Oakajee being pushed by the Liberal Party as opposed to the dream of Geraldton being pushed by the National 
Party ensured that nothing happened in Geraldton for eight years.  We made the decision that we were not going 
to wait for another eight years and tell Geraldton to wait until we got a project that was big enough.  We were 
going to make the bold decision to invest in the Geraldton port and in the southern transport corridor.  As a 
result, we have seen the iron ore industry flourish.  If we talk to the companies that have come on stream, 
including Mt Gibson Mining and Gindalbie Metals Ltd, they will tell us that if we had not made that decision, if 
we had not made it possible to export iron ore from the Geraldton port, this region would not have flourished, 
because the companies needed two things. 
Mr P.D. Omodei:  Rubbish.  Where was the demand for the iron ore?  It was not there. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  The demand was there.  The demand was growing.  The business case that we put 
up involved commitments from Mt Gibson Mining.  We were prepared to make that strategic decision, to look 
forward and to say that we needed to get these iron ore exports going.  We would be more modest in our 
projections.  We would not hold out for the grand dream.  We would take a more tangible, realisable project and 
put it into operation.  That is what we did.  In doing that, the existing users of the port benefited greatly, 
particularly the grain farmers.  We introduced this deeper port.  We now have a port enhancement payment.  I 
am glad that the member for Vasse has returned and that he understands this.  The port enhancement charge that 
is paid by the grain farmers is cheaper than the double loading fee that they were paying because a ship could not 
be fully laden in the Geraldton port.  A couple of million dollars a year has been injected into the Geraldton 
economy, just for that grain harvest, the benefit of which goes to the grain farmers alone.  On top of that, it has 
allowed the iron ore industry to emerge, which is going from strength to strength.  We are now at a stage at 
which these companies are strong enough - they have been helped by the buoyant iron ore market - to look at 
levels of production that would make an Oakajee port viable.  If we had taken the same approach as the 
opposition, and decided not to develop the Geraldton port, because we had decided to wait for Oakajee, we 
would be in the same position today that we were in when we came to government. 
Another great advantage of the project we are talking about tonight, is that it has enabled us to rip up the railway 
line from the foreshore and reconnect the foreshore to the city.  I am very pleased that members opposite have 
recognised during today’s debate the great value of that.  I note that the member for Carine in particular 
understood the importance of the development of the tourism industry in Geraldton.  We want to make Geraldton 
a diverse economy.  We want it to have a raft of strings to its bow, including the strong grain farming hinterland, 
the strong minerals sector and a strong tourism and service sector. 
Mr G. Snook:  Serviced by Indian Ocean Drive. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  In the fullness of time, my dear, there will be an Indian Ocean Drive.  I thank the 
member for reminding me that we made a commitment, and when we make commitments, we deliver on them.  
Our commitment was that we would commence the first stage of Indian Ocean Drive in 2007.  We will proceed 
with the next stage in the following year. 

Moving the railway has been a very exciting project.  The member for Leschenault asked a number of specific 
questions that I will now answer.  He asked where all the rail had gone.  As I said, some bits of it are here.  More 
importantly, we have used quite a bit of the rail in our shunting yards.  The Public Transport Authority has 
reused the rail.  The PTA sold about two kilometres of rail to WestNet Rail, and that has been used to build some 
sidings and loops on the Mullewa line; therefore it has remained in the area.  The Minister for Heritage will be 
pleased that some of it has gone to the heritage railway in Whiteman Park.  The rail has been used in a wide 
variety of areas.  It is just about in the minister’s electorate also. 

The member for Leschenault asked questions also about the land.  The land previously occupied by the railway 
line has been released and will be vested in the local authority with our very good partners, the City of 
Geraldton. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Why does the minister not look at the member when she responds to his questions instead of 
playing to the audience? 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson):  Order, member! 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  This is a Parliament. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  The minister is supposed to address the member through the chair. 
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The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, member for Hillarys!  I let the member for Cottesloe speak to the audience 
and I am now letting the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure speak to the audience.  The member can sit and 
watch his business, and I will run the business of the house. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I thank you, Mr Acting Speaker.  It is the Acting Speaker’s birthday today.  
Perhaps we will sing happy birthday to him later! 

Mr R.F. Johnson interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Is the member questioning the chair? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  The land that was previously occupied by the railway will go to parks and reserves. 

Mr R.F. Johnson interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I call the member for Hillarys to order for the first time. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I call the member to order for the second time.  If the member wants to dispute the 
Chair or be in contempt of the Chair, he will not be sitting in his chair for much longer. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Mr Acting Speaker, I urge you to be a little indulgent, because the member did not 
have his daytime nap today. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  He could get his night-time nap very early the way he is going. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I have been distracted.  Some areas of land adjoining the railway line, which are 
not part of the land released, will be developed.  Some of that is on Marine Terrace, which will be developed as 
part of the overall foreshore plan.  Another area at Bluff Point will be developed for housing.  Between 100 and 
130 lots will be developed for housing in that area. 

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  That is not the railway line land, is it? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  No, it is not the reserve per se, but it is land that was adjacent to it that was initially 
acquired for purposes associated with the rail.  For the sake of completion, I thought I would let members know 
that we are dealing with these matters. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Do you like the marina development?  Do you think that is good? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  The marina development?  Even the coalition did some good things.  

Several members interjected. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  The member for Cottesloe introduced outcomes-based education.  We 
acknowledge that he did that.  We have acknowledged that the National Party set up the AvonLink, which costs 
the taxpayer $150 every time a person gets on the AvonLink.  We acknowledge also that the National Party 
ministers built various roads in Binnu.  It must be acknowledged that the previous government did some positive 
things - 

Mr B.J. Grylls:  The belltower. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Such as the belltower.  I thank the member for that contribution.  The former 
government did develop the marina.  If members look at what is turning this town and this region around, they 
will see that it is thinking strategically.  It is not about just a bit of fruit and a few bells and whistles.  They are 
nice, but it is about thinking strategically.  It is about how we can build diversity into the economy, and how we 
can strengthen the economy.  That is what we have done.  The former government certainly did some nice 
projects, such as road projects and the museum, which is a good project, but none of those things were strategic 
or enabled this town and this region to participate in this great economic boom that the state is enjoying. 

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  How much of the rail reserve is likely to go over to the PTA or be available for the 
PTA to sell off?   

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  No land at this stage has been sold.  All the land running along the foreshore will 
be part of parks and reserves. 

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  I am not saying it has been sold yet. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  That will go into parks and reserves. 

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  All of it? 
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Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Everywhere that the railway line was. 

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  Will none of the rail reserve be sold? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Not the reserve per se.  That is why I wanted to make sure that the member 
understood that we have other land that was not land on which the railway was located; it was more or less 
contiguous with the rail. 

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  The legislation provides for the PTA to obtain land and to sell it.  Are you saying 
that that is not necessary?   

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  We have the line and we have land that is next to the line.  None of the land - 

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  A part of the bill says the Public Transport Authority can have some land and can 
sell it.  Why is that being built into the legislation? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I am confident of this and can tell the member for sure that all of the land that is on 
the foreshore will go into parks and reserve.  The land that is not on the foreshore, but forms the inland part of 
the rail alignment, will at this stage simply remain crown land, and there has been no decision made about the 
future of that land at this time.  We have to talk about two different sections of the rail: the land on the foreshore, 
which will clearly go into parks and recreation, and the land on the inland stretch, for which there has been no 
plan decided at this stage.  There have been various proposals put forward, including selling it off or putting a 
road through it.  At this point that has not been decided. 

Mr G. Snook:  Will the minister give vesting power to the council for the land that is to go into parks and 
recreation? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I am sure that that is the normal process, and I anticipate that that is indeed what 
will happen.  Members also need to understand that the building of the beach in front of the discontinued railway 
was in fact done through the construction of the southern transport corridor.  We took the opportunity when 
building the southern transport corridor to take spoil from there and place it on the beach in order to develop it.  
The reason we now have a nice, sizeable foreshore is that we did that at the same time as doing the southern 
transport corridor.  I compliment the member for Geraldton and the City of Geraldton for being such great 
partners in this project.  In addition to other infrastructure that runs into the hundreds of millions of dollars, we 
have added over $13 million to that foreshore redevelopment.  We are assisting financially to enable the council 
to do those creative works on the foreshore that will really turn the amenity of the town around.   

I make a point on the question of amenity.  It is important not only for tourism, but also to attract and retain 
people to live here.  To have an attractive environment and to offer a diversity of housing types really will make 
it easier for businesses in Geraldton to attract people and to have them stay.  We have already seen this great 
development of mining companies in the Pilbara home-porting people in Geraldton, which is a great testament to 
the power Geraldton now has to compete with Perth as a very, very liveable destination.   

We heard some extraordinary stuff from the National Party.  I do not know whether I should dignify some of it 
with a response.  We heard National Party members claim that they did not privatise the rail.  I am not sure what 
they did with it, but the contracts reveal that, for all intents and purposes, the management and rolling stock of 
the rail was all sold off to the private sector.  The previous government left us with a very, very substantial debt; 
a debt that my friend the Treasurer managed to pay off last year - some $300 million plus of debt that we were 
left to service.  Previously, all of the debt in Westrail was serviced by the revenue that was generated by 
Westrail, but the previous government managed to do a great transaction; those great economic managers 
actually sold this asset off for about half its value, and at the same time left a debt in excess of $320 million.  
However, we have cleaned it up for them and sorted out their little mess.  I think it goes back to - 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members!  I know it is getting late. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  It goes back to - 

Mr M.W. Trenorden interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Member for Avon, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Try a second time, if you like. 

Several members interjected. 
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The ACTING SPEAKER:  Member for Avon, I know that the hour is late, and that you might think you are 
more important than this Parliament.  You are only a small cog in this Parliament, and the Chair is in control of 
the Parliament.  If there is any further behaviour like that, you will not be sitting here. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Given the sensitivities of the member for Avon and his extreme prickliness, I will 
not continue with my dissertation on the National Party.  Suffice it to say that privatisation was a considerable 
failure.   

I thank the members on the other side for their support of this legislation.  I thank our team, in particular the 
member for Geraldton, for the great work and great support they have given to the people of Geraldton.  I thank 
most of all the people of Geraldton for their hard work and vision, and their capacity to get behind these projects 
and make sure they come to fruition.  Good luck for the future. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

Consideration in Detail 

Clauses 1 to 3 put and passed. 

Clause 4:  Discontinuance of scheduled railways, and incidental matters -  

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  At the introduction I said that this legislation did not have any practical 
effect, but that it was very important from a legal point of view.  That has been reiterated by government 
members, and the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure has indicated that herself.  Clause 4(2)(c) provides 
that the material comprising the scheduled railways, or any portion of that material may be sold, disposed of, or 
otherwise dealt with.  I suggest that until this legislation is passed, surely from a legal point of view the materials 
comprising that railway cannot be sold, disposed of or otherwise be dealt with.  In answer to my question, the 
minister indicated that apparently a contract has been entered into with WestNet Rail to sell it some of the 
material.  Has that contract been signed and put into effect?  If so, what legal backing did that contract have if 
indeed the legislation we are looking at is the legislation that is required to give legal authority to sell or dispose 
of such material? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I understand the member’s point but this has been standard practice.  I refer the 
member to schedule 1 and point out the rail that will be discontinued; clause 4 of schedule 1 reads - 

 The railway constructed under the authority of the Geraldton Harbour Works Railway Extension Act 
1939 (now repealed).   

That is legislation that involved rail and it was sold before the legislation was passed.  The government is 
basically doing a cleanup of a raft of rail.  In a strict technical sense the member for Leschenault may be correct; 
however, apparently it has been the standard practice that once a railway was discontinued, the property was 
disposed of.  The legislation often occurred later, and in many cases some 15 years later.  The government 
understands that the Public Transport Authority had advice that it had authority to sell that material and that it 
did not need to rely on this clause. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Is the minister saying that the materials associated with this railway were 
sold illegally?  I am being pedantic, perhaps, but that is why we are passing this legislation: it is to enable those 
materials to be sold, otherwise we would not have this legislation in our hands.  We would not be wasting the 
time of the people in Geraldton right now dealing with it.  The government has sold a load of material illegally, 
and the minister has just said it.  She said that technically I may be correct.  This argument will not go anywhere; 
however, I want to make the point that we are dealing with legislation, but what the heck - the government’s 
authorities have gone ahead and flogged the stuff anyway.  Do not worry about the legislation. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  The principal reason for this legislation is to ensure that the government can 
dispose of the land.  I understand, but I will certainly clarify, that the PTA has the right to independently dispose 
of the materials: it does not need to rely on this clause to dispose of the material that is no longer in use.  For 
example, if a government is re-sleepering, it does not need to legislate to get rid of the jarrah sleeping that it may 
be replacing with concrete.  We understand that while for completeness we are including this in the legislation, 
the real purpose and import of the legislation is to make provision for the change of land that is currently 
designated for rail; to take that land out of the package of land that is dedicated for rail. 
Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I suppose one of the reasons I am dragging this out is to show just how 
shoddy some of the legislation is that comes to this Parliament under the Labor government.  The minister has an 
adviser from the PTA next to her; she has the capacity now to tell me what the legal authority is and has been for 
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her government to sell the material from that railway.  I am being pedantic.  The opposition will not hold up the 
passage of this bill.  We want it to go ahead; we support the project.  However, the minister is saying that the 
main reason for the bill is to make provision for the sale of the railway reserve land, which is contained in the 
next clause.  I will address some points on that in a minute.  If that were the only objective, we would not need 
this clause.  However, this legislation contains a clause that will give the authority for the materials to be sold or 
disposed of.  I will not drag on this debate because it is futile.  The stuff has been sold; the opposition will not 
get in the way.  However, I will take up the offer the minister made a moment ago to provide us, preferably in 
writing, with some information indicating the legal authority for the sale of that material.  If there was such legal 
authority, why bother including this provision in this bill?  Why waste our time right now having this debate? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  We need not have wasted the time unless the member for Leschenault wanted to 
make the point.  As I explained before, when we think about it logically, we do not need to legislate every time 
we replace a rivet, sleeper or piece of rail.  In running a rail system one is constantly replacing parts of that rail 
and then disposing of that material which one has replaced.  We do not need to rely on these provisions to 
dispose of the material that is used in a rail.  However, for the point of completeness and the fact that this has 
been a standard technique, the government has included that in the legislation.  We do not need to rely on it.  
Because that is the property of the PTA, the PTA has authority to dispose of the individual component of the 
railway. 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  And will you at some stage provide us with the detail of that? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Absolutely. 
Clause put and passed. 

Clause 5:  Disposition of land -  
Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I thank the minister for her response earlier.  I asked in the second reading 
debate which parts of the reserve that are being discontinued will be handed over to the Public Transport 
Authority and then might be on-sold from there, either onto the private market or to LandCorp.  I think I took 
from the minister’s answer that absolutely none of the reserve will be on-sold in this way; none of it will go to 
the PTA and then be sold. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  No, I didn’t say that. 
Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Did the minister not say that? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  No, I didn’t. 
Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Sorry, that is what I thought the minister said. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  Well, you got it wrong. 
Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  So it is possible that some of it will be on-sold? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  Yes. 
Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  In that case, this is an extremely important clause.  When I spoke in the 
second reading debate earlier, I indicated that I thought there was a way - the Liberal Party believes there is a 
way - that we can improve this legislation for the benefit of Geraldton and indeed for the mid-west region.  It is 
very simple.  The Public Transport Authority is hardly strapped for cash.  The state government has just given it 
about $1.2 billion to cover debts for the Perth-Mandurah railway.  There is a strong argument that in view of all 
the hard work the Geraldton community has done to bring the foreshore redevelopment to fruition and to plan it 
and execute that plan, perhaps we should be looking at a further way to assist the local community.  Clauses 5 
and 6 of the bill provide that the Minister for Lands can transfer to the Public Transport Authority any land 
relating to this railway reserve, some of which the minister has just said ultimately the PTA will sell.  
Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  I did not say that.  
Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Okay, some of which the minister said the PTA might sell.  Is that the best I 
can get out of the minister?   

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  No.  

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  The minister has refused to say that the government will not sell any of it.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  When the member for Leschenault sits down, I will once again explain it to him.  

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  The minister is reading the same map as I am, and it depicts a lot of land.  I 
have indicated previously that the local authority is very comfortable with the negotiations and the vestings that 
will be made to the local council for the purpose of the foreshore development.  I suspect that somewhere along 
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the line some land will be handed over to the Public Transport Authority and ultimately sold.  If that is not the 
case, why are we passing legislation to enable exactly that to happen?  Clauses 5 and 6 enable the Minister for 
Lands to transfer to the Public Transport Authority any of that rail reserve land we are talking about now.  The 
Public Transport Authority could then on sell it or dispose of it as it sees fit.  The opposition’s argument is very 
simple: if one square centimetre of that land that the PTA intends to sell and earn a quid from is sold, the money 
should not go into the coffers of the PTA; it should go towards either the foreshore development program or 
other regional infrastructure in Geraldton.  That is why it is important that we know whether there is any 
potential whatsoever for any of the rail reserve to be transferred to the PTA, in accordance with this legislation, 
and then be sold or disposed of.  Having taken advice from the illustrious Treasurer, will the minister confirm 
whether there is any possibility that any of this land will be transferred to the PTA and sold?   

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  As I explained earlier, part of the rail runs along the foreshore and the other part of 
the rail runs towards Narngulu.  

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  The long bit?   

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  That is right.  We will be ceding all the land that runs along the foreshore.  It will 
all be ceded to the City of Geraldton.  At this point, no decision has been made about the remainder of the land.  
There has been some desire for it to become a road reserve, and some plans have been proposed along those 
lines.  Some requests have been made from adjoining landowners.  We have not done the planning.   

I will tell members what is going on.  The member for Leschenault will perform a little stunt.  He moved an 
amendment that the proceeds from the sale of any land should go to the City of Geraldton for its foreshore 
development.  

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  And?   

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  The government could have done that and it even contemplated it.  However, it 
made another decision some time ago, in consultation with the member for Geraldton, that it would not wait 
around for that; it would give the Geraldton City Council cash now, and that has been done.  I remember coming 
to Geraldton one day at the end of the financial year with a $3 million cheque that we handed over to our good 
friend the Mayor of Geraldton.  Since then the government has added $10 million.  This pathetic, puerile little 
stunt that the member for Leschenault is proposing is ridiculous.  

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  You have been caught out again, haven’t you?   

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  We have not been caught out at all.  The government had contemplated that and 
decided it wanted to get on with the project.  

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman):  Members, it is not acceptable for members to make so many 
interjections.  It is difficult enough to hear the minister.  She is trying to get her point across.  The people of 
Geraldton would like to hear what she has to say.  I also remind members that, although we are not in allocated 
seats, shouting from any seat is not permitted.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker.  I think the people of Geraldton will understand 
that we have vested $13 million in the foreshore, in addition to the work done on the beach through the exercise 
of our southern transport corridor contract.  The member for Leschenault can move his little motion, but the 
government will vote against it because we have already delivered that money in advance to the City of 
Geraldton.  The City of Geraldton is very happy with the investment that we have made in this town.  

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Members can now see why the minister has avoided my question at every 
opportunity.  I asked her during the second reading debate.  In her response she squirmed around it.   

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  I did not squirm around it.  

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  She squirmed around it.  Even earlier when I asked if she could categorically 
assure us that she would not flog off any of the land, I did not get a straight answer.  It is only when her back was 
against the wall that she raised the question of what the Liberal Party was going to do.  The Liberal Party is 
saying that we should do the right thing by the Geraldton community.  The minister dobbed in the local member 
at the same time.  I say to members who are not aware that a map has been drawn that shows the rail reserve that 
is being discontinued under this legislation.  That area is all part of the foreshore development program.  There 
are vestings and arrangements with the local council, and the opposition has no truck with that.  That is a great 
arrangement.  Earlier on I congratulated the local council and the authorities involved in all those arrangements.  
However, the sting is in the tail - this is how the Labor Party operates.  It tells us all the good news and gives all 
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the spin up-front.  However, it does not tell us what it is doing behind the scenes.  Behind the scenes is the 
biggest part of this railway reserve of almost 10 kilometres - big fat wide railway reserve - and we just heard the 
minister say that, yes, the government might flog off a load of it.  That is what this legislation is for.  It provides 
for the Minister for Lands to transfer that reserve to the Public Transport Authority under the auspices of the 
minister, and the next clause will enable the PTA to flog it off.  Do members know where the money will go?  It 
will not go into the member for Geraldton’s community.  Does he want to know where it will go?  It will be used 
to subsidise the Perth to Mandurah railway.  There it is in the legislation.  Where will it go?  It will go to the 
Public Transport Authority’s trust account.  Do members know what the trust account does?  It funds a railway 
to Mandurah.  

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Members on my right are making it very difficult to hear, even though the member 
for Leschenault is shouting.  I ask that they hold their comments and let the member ask his question.  

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Members should not take my word for it.  This is the bill that their minister 
introduced into Parliament.  It states - 

The Authority is to credit the proceeds - 

That is from flogging off the community’s land - 

of any sale or disposal of land under subsection (1) to the Public Transport Authority Account referred 
to in the Public Transport Authority Act 2003 section 32. 

We know what the PTA will use that money for, do we not?  Where is the member for Mandurah?  He is doing 
well out of this bill; no wonder he is voting for it.  If I were the local member, I would have read that legislation, 
I would not have fallen for this.  Does he know what I would do?  I would vote with the opposition when it 
moves a very simple amendment that any proceeds from the land that is flogged off should benefit the local 
council, and every single cent should go back to the local Geraldton community for regional infrastructure, 
including the foreshore redevelopment program.   

I say to the Treasurer that that is a great idea.  He spruiked on earlier about the need to push regional 
development and the need for infrastructure funding.  Guess what?  Here is a dollop of it for Geraldton and for 
the mid-west.  The Treasurer was trying to con the local community, and the local member was part of the con.  
Quite frankly, it is ruddy appalling.  The only reason I know it is a con is that that lot did the same thing 
elsewhere.  This is the legislation that will enable the government to pocket the money.  It can flog the local land 
and not give anything back to the community.  Come the next clause, the government will have the opportunity 
to show - 

Mr G.M. Castrilli:  It should not reduce the grants to the Geraldton community either.  

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Absolutely, and the point the member for Bunbury made is that if the 
government does take this money, it should not reduce other grants to the City of Geraldton.  That is the sort of 
thing the government gets up to.  That is my little rough note for the day.  Come the next clause, the Liberal 
Party will move an amendment and we invite members on the other side to join with us, especially the member 
for Geraldton, to support the local community and to provide much needed funds for the foreshore 
redevelopment and for infrastructure funding. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I feel compelled to enter this debate because of the financial illiteracy of the opposition.  The 
opposition’s argument seems to have two assumptions.  The first is that we need extra money to fund the Perth to 
Mandurah railway.  The railway to Mandurah is fully funded, debt free - 

Several members interjected. 

Mr T. Buswell:  What about the $300 million in the bank? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Not a cent extra is needed for the railway to Mandurah.  It is fully funded and debt free and 
is funded from the 2005-06 budget surplus. 

The second erroneous assumption seems to be that there will be, if this amendment is not carried once it is 
moved, that there will be a shortage of infrastructure funding for Geraldton and the mid-west.  Again, this 
government has a magnificent commitment to Geraldton and the mid-west.  It spent much more in the last five 
years than has ever been spent by a government on infrastructure in Geraldton and the mid-west.  I say to the 
people of Geraldton that they do not need this source of funding to get government money for the infrastructure 
that Geraldton and the mid-west needs.  We have a record of committing to the infrastructure needs of this 
region, and we would not want a rule that said money from Perth or the Pilbara would come to Geraldton for 
infrastructure, and all that money had to be used in those regions.  The opposition wants state government 
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commitment, and that will wipe the source of the funding for infrastructure in Geraldton and the mid-west.  The 
government does not want the only source of funding for infrastructure to be the sale of land in the Geraldton 
region.  Two wrong assumptions have been made - a sleazy piece of populist politicking, and financial illiteracy 
by the member for Leschenault. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  They are two wrong assumptions. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  I come back to the Mandurah Ocean Marina.  As I said previously, all the land in that 
development was considered as a package.  In Mandurah, the money from the sale of land was put back into 
further development.  The development of the Mandurah Ocean Marina, which was initiated by a Liberal 
government and supported and brought to finalisation by this government, was a very good system and structure.  
By including that piece of land into the total development, it allowed the Mandurah council, without having to 
go to the government cap in hand for extra money, to put those funds into those required developments, such as 
the Mandurah Offshore Fishing and Sailing Club.  In order for it to be as good as it should be, it will need a lot 
more money than is currently available. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Clause 5 deals with the disposition of land.  The minister, in his second reading speech, 
said that he had identified two areas of the railway to be discontinued as having cultural heritage significance.  
He suggested that something special would be done with this land because negotiations between the Heritage 
Council of Western Australia and the Public Transport Authority are ongoing.  Will the government sell this 
land, like it is selling the land at Sunset in Dalkeith? 

The Treasurer said in this place that we do not need the money.  The reason it is selling the Sunset land for 
57 residential units - an A-class reserve that is state heritage listed - is because it needs $15 million for the health 
system.  What about Dr Fong?  He just spent $5 million in Subiaco and the government wants to sell off an A-
class reserve, heritage-listed land, for over-55 residential units.  Why?  The minister and the local member, who 
is also on the line here, has assured the people of Geraldton that somehow this special land of cultural heritage 
significance will be saved.  The member for Midland is now in charge of Sunset and she will be flogging off an 
A-class reserve.  The Treasurer stood with the Greens (WA) at Sunset, in my electorate, and said before the 2001 
election that the government would not sell off that land. 
If the Treasurer calls this some sort of sleazy piece of populist stunt by us, what does he call selling off Sunset 
for $15 million, when the government is awash with money and Dr Fong and the Minister for Health are 
spending $5 million on a flash office, which is also in my electorate?  We will not pay in Dalkeith and we will 
not pay in Nedlands for this government to splurge and waste money.  It does not need that $15 million.  If I was 
a resident of Geraldton, I would be looking very closely at that land that this government says is of cultural 
heritage significance.  It does not mean a rat’s to this government; nothing means a rat’s to this government.  
Nothing is sacred.  I say to the people of Geraldton: watch that land.  It does not mean a thing that the Heritage 
Council is looking at it. 
Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I repeat what I said earlier.  The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure should be 
Treasurer.  She is sensational.  The government is selling this land twice.  I am trying to work out exactly how 
the government is doing that.  The minister told this Parliament this afternoon, and all the people here told me 
when I made my contribution to the second reading debate, that Hon Murray Criddle sold all the railway land.  I 
was told that several hours ago.  All of a sudden, the government says that the rail system in the wheatbelt cannot 
be fixed because it no longer owns it.  It has gone. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  What did they give you the $500 million for? 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  That is a very good question.  From memory, it was $856 million.  The minister 
tries to forget the pressures from national competition policy and a raft of issues.  I think the member for 
Belmont should be quaking in his shoes.  Without doubt, the minister is moving into the position of Treasurer.  
She is superb.  No-one can make money like this minister.  She is outstanding.  How can 1 100 hectares of land 
be sold twice?  How can the minister do that?  It is fantastic.  I am in awe of the brilliance of this minister.   
In my contribution to the second reading debate, members opposite had a go at me about the selling off of the 
land.  Apart from the member for Kimberley, the members opposite told me that the land had been sold and we 
no longer own the rail system.  How could it be sold twice?  Perhaps the minister is telling porkies and the 
government does own the land and all the Western Australian rail system.  Perhaps the seven rail spurs in the 
wheatbelt that the government wants to shut down are owned by the government.  It is no different from the 
roads.  The government does not want to allocate funds.  It would be a terrible thing, would it not, minister?  It 
may be a good idea for the minister to keep a little closer to the truth or take over the Treasury role. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  This is a great entree into a variety of things.  The truth in reality -  
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Several members interjected. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Because the member for Avon was getting a little bit prickly earlier on, I let this 
issue go.  As I have said, one of the great problems with the coalition government - he would know it better than 
anyone here in Geraldton - is the inherent tension between the National Party and the Liberal Party.  They hate 
each other far more than they hate us.  We know -  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Members! 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  We know it is why poor Eric and poor “Gunna” Criddle could never get the 
Geraldton project up, even though they supported it.  It was because of this inherent conflict.  I understand from 
a very good informant on the other side of the house that in cabinet Eric Charlton was getting into a bit of trouble 
with the Liberal Party members because they had had five deficits and they were getting a bit embarrassed about 
it.  Debt was getting out of a control, a bit unmanageable, because of all the money being spent on city roads.  
There were eight years of building city roads.  Eric Charlton said, “I’ve got a great idea.  I can solve your debt 
problem, I can keep building city roads, I can build Northbridge tunnel and I can duplicate the Narrows.  I am 
going to sell off the rail.  I will sell it for a billion dollars.”  They went out with this plan and, as the roadshow 
went around, we went with them.  They went to wheatbelt town after wheatbelt town selling their great vision.  It 
was not really popular.  In the end they made a change to that plan.  They would sell off the business and the 
rolling stock, but they would lease the rail line for 49 years. 

Several members interjected. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  It is very interesting.  If members look at Hansard, they will see I made it clear.   

Mr M.W. Trenorden interjected. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  That is right.  The promise was - this is what they said - that $450 million would be 
spent on upgrading and expanding the network.  When we got into office and read the contract, it said nothing 
about the $450 million. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  How much did ARG spend?  It was well and truly in excess of $400 million, and you know 
it. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  No. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  It has been proven by letters from ARG, so don’t tell fibs. 

The SPEAKER:  Members! 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  The Leader of the Opposition is a very naive man.  He does not read the fine print.   

The SPEAKER:  Take a seat, minister.  I call the Leader of the Opposition to order for the first time, and the 
member for Avon. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  That letter referred to capital and maintenance, which is the normal obligation to 
maintain the rail.   

Mr B.J. Grylls:  We are finding it hard to believe you after this afternoon. 

The SPEAKER:  Leader of the National Party! 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Just recently an analysis was done when the company to which the previous 
government sold the rail decided to on-sell control of the rail. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Oh, control of the rail, not the rail! 

The SPEAKER:  The Leader of the Opposition! 

Point of Order 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I do not think I am the only one fed up with this drivel. 

The SPEAKER:  If the member for Leschenault wants to take a point of order, he should do so, not deliver an 
insult. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  All right.  I am sorry, Mr Speaker.  The point of order is one of relevance.  
The minister has not been addressing the bill or the clause.  She has been taking notes from her political adviser 
and giving us nothing but political rhetoric.   
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The SPEAKER:  In the limited time I have been sitting in here - the last 20 minutes - the minister has been 
answering the points the opposition has raised. 

Consideration in Detail Resumed 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I want to get a few other things on the record.  An analysis was done by the major 
companies that look at the performance of businesses that are up for sale, and their findings were that, indeed, 
the capital expenditure had been woeful and significantly less than $200 million.   

I want to talk about a few other deals that have transpired with privatisation.  We found that the state of Western 
Australia sold the rolling stock to the private sector, but the previous government had already done this shonky 
deal, this cross-border lease, from which it got $15 million - a pathetic sum - to help deal with its chronic deficit 
and in return had taken on liabilities relating to the cross-border leases.  When the previous government sold it -  

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Sold what? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  The rolling stock -  

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Aha, you have changed again. 

The SPEAKER:  Members! 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Mr Speaker, I would like the minister to be able to continue answering the questions without 
interjections from members opposite. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  It is not well known or well canvassed that when the previous government sold the 
rolling stock, it sold all the components - the lease of the rail line, management of the rail, and the rolling stock - 
but it was not able to get rid of the cross-border leases that it had entered into.  Unbeknown to the general public, 
and never raised in any public statement on the flogging-off of the rail was the fact that the state is still a 
guarantor - 

Several members interjected. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  This is the rolling stock, the things with wheels on them.  We are guarantors for 
$130 million of rolling stock that we do not own.  We have no control over that.  It is an absolute disgrace and a 
testament to the appalling economic management of the previous government.  It is part of that government’s 
appalling story when it comes to rail.  The previous government built not one millimetre of rail during its entire 
time in government, but it closed four wheat lines.  The member for Avon talks about us wanting to close rail 
lines, but we do not want to close any lines.  It is the opposition’s privatised operators that want to close lines in 
the wheatbelt and members opposite will have to be ultimately accountable for that. 

I am sure the people of Geraldton are very comforted by the fact that the member for Nedlands has come up here 
and spoken so stridently, not about law issues, but about her electorate issues.  It is interesting to see how the 
focus of the Liberal Party has been on Dalkeith.  I am sure that will give the people of Geraldton great heart. 

Picking up the point raised by the member for Dawesville, as I have said before, we contemplated entering into 
an arrangement in which we put the land value to the City of Geraldton.  We decided that was too uncertain and 
would take too long.  We decided to go one better and give the City of Geraldton the money up front in a cash 
grant.  That is exactly what we have done.  If we had adopted the proposal put by the member for Dawesville, 
the city would not have had anywhere near the amount of money it has got.  The people of Geraldton know who 
has invested in this area.  They know about the $88 million for the southern transport corridor; they know about 
the $103 million in the port enhancement program; they know about the $13 million for the foreshore; they know 
about the huge investment in the hospital and the investment in the high school.  The opposition’s little stunts 
will not fool them one bit. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  The Treasurer let the cat out of the bag a moment ago when he said that the 
PTA does not need this money.  He said that the Public Transport Authority does not need the proceeds from the 
sale of this land.  So what does it want it for?  We have taken nothing away from the management of the 
foreshore development project.  We have congratulated all the parties involved in the project.  We agree with 
what the Treasurer said earlier today, that this region desperately needs infrastructure funding.  We also want to 
see the foreshore development project funded to the maximum capacity.  Consequently, as the Treasurer said, the 
government does not need this money for the PTA for the purposes of the Perth-Mandurah railway.  He cannot 
explain what it does need the money for.  All we are saying is that the government is taking something away 
from the local community.  Let us give it back something in return.   
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The member for Dawesville made a very valid point.  He reminded me of how all those developments in 
Mandurah were funded.  Essentially, land was sold and the money was ploughed back into the local community.  
I did say that mistakes were made in the 1980s in the development of Bunbury.  We had a similar situation in 
which rail reserve was sold off.  Some of the money was vested with the council and a whole range of different 
things.  The government made quite a lot of money at the time, but the money was not ploughed back into the 
local community.  It was not provided for further infrastructure and so on.  That was one of the mistakes made at 
the time. 
The member for Perth pointed out that the people of Geraldton put up with the railway.  It has been part of the 
economic growth of Geraldton and the region for decades, for over 100 years.  People have also had to put up 
with the railway.  The member for Perth said that trains would be travelling past people’s houses.  Here is an 
opportunity to atone for 100 years of economic necessity.  Let us do the right thing. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  We’ve given them the money already.  We told them it was their contribution. 
Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Which would be worth more - the contribution the government has given 
them or the sale of the land for the railway? 
Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  The contribution we’ve given them, by a country mile.  We’re not even sure that this 
is going to be sold.   
Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  What is the problem then?  The government should just agree to say that if it 
sells anything, it will pass it on to the City of Geraldton to assist with further development.  The Treasurer said 
that the government does not need the money.  The minister does not even know whether it is worth $10 or 
$10 million.  I can tell the government from experience - I think the member for Bunbury will back me up on 
this - that when railways are sold, a lot of money is earned.  We are saying that the government should give that 
back to the local community.  I have a very simple question for the minister.  Why not do this?  
Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  When you sit down, I’ll tell you.   
Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  The minister is going to say that the government has already given the local 
community the money.  On the other hand, the Treasurer said, “We should be placing the emphasis on 
infrastructure growth in the area.  That needs more money.”  Every region needs more money. 
Earlier today the member for Greenough talked about the primary school in Dongara.  It has 450-odd kids and 
they are all in demountable classrooms.  How many members of the Labor Party in a metropolitan seat have a 
school in their electorate with 450 kids in demountables, some of which are 11 years old?  One of the 
government members should put his or her hand up.  None of them represents a country area.  This government 
is a city-centric government.  None of the metropolitan Labor Party members would tolerate a primary school 
with 450 little kids in demountables that are 11 years old.  That is what the government stands for.  It does not 
give a damn.  It does not give a damn because it has just gutted the country of its voice in Parliament anyway.   
How many members does Geraldton have in Parliament?  How many members represent the City of Geraldton? 
Mr G. Woodhams:  One member. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  There is one member.  The Geraldton-Greenough area will essentially end up 
having one member instead of two.  That is what we are seeing with this.  The government realises that the 
dollars do not matter for Geraldton because, at the end of the day, it has gutted the City of Geraldton’s voice in 
Parliament.  We are seeing it now. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  Take a seat, member. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I ask one very simple question of the minister: why not agree with us on this? 
The SPEAKER:  I call the member for Leschenault to order for the second time. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:   I do not think we should protract this debate.  I just want to say that the Public 
Transport Authority provides a whole raft of services to Geraldton and the mid-west.  We conduct a very 
successful town bus service in Geraldton.  The Public Transport Authority spends in excess of $90 million a year 
providing free school bus services to the children of regional Western Australia, including this area.  The Public 
Transport Authority provides the very popular coach services between Geraldton, Perth and Meekatharra.  The 
Public Transport Authority does great work in this region.  With great enthusiasm we have given the City of 
Geraldton $13.3 million towards the foreshore development.  If it does not like it, it does not want to 
understand - 
Several members interjected. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  The members opposite are not fooling anyone but themselves.  The people of 
Geraldton know very well who brought home the bacon.  It is this side of the Parliament.   
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Clause put and passed.   
Clause 6:  Power of Authority to deal with land - 
Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  This is the front clause.  I think we have had all the debate in relation to 
clause 5 so I will not continue.  Suffice to say - the minister can correct me if I am wrong - the foreshore 
development project is worth about $24 million, if I remember my last briefing.  It is all very well the minister 
saying that the government will provide $13 billion.  There is $11 million that still has to be spent on it.  That 
comes out of the Geraldton community.  The Treasurer has said he does not need this money.  The minister does 
not know how much money will be available.  All we are saying is that when the land is sold, the proceeds 
should be put back into the local community. 

Clause 6 enables the minister to approve the sale of this land by the Public Transport Authority.  Clause 6 goes 
on to say that the Public Transport Authority is to credit the proceeds of any sale or disposal of land to the Public 
Transport Authority account.  We are saying that this should be amended.  In a moment I will move an 
amendment which substitutes the whole of subclause (2).  The difficulty I have with it is that technically we 
require an appropriation.  Consequently, the advice I have received is that this will require a message from the 
government.  I am going to move this.  We will see if the Speaker makes that ruling.  I suggest he will.  If that is 
the case, I will take another course of action.  We are determined to press our point at the end of the day.  This is 
the appropriate and fair thing to do in relation to the sale of any of these land assets.  I move - 

 Page 3, lines 14 to 17 - To delete the lines and substitute - 

  (2) The Authority is to transfer all proceeds of any sale or disposal of land under 
subsection (1) to the City of Geraldton for expenditure at the discretion of the City of 
Geraldton on regional infrastructure including but not limited to the re-development 
of the Geraldton foreshore.  

Ruling by Speaker 

The SPEAKER:  Members, there is a problem with the amendment moved by the member for Leschenault.  
Section 46(8) of the Constitution Acts Amendment Act 1899 states that no vote which appropriates moneys shall 
be passed by the house unless the purpose of the appropriation has, in the same session, been recommended by 
message of His Excellency the Governor.  The member for Leschenault’s amendment will clearly impose an 
additional burden upon the people because it appropriates moneys to the City of Geraldton.  As the Railway 
Discontinuance Bill (No. 2) 2006 has not received such a message and the member’s amendment would mean a 
recommending message is required, I rule the amendment out of order. 

Consideration in Detail Resumed 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Mr Speaker, that is what I said a moment ago was likely to happen.  
However, the reason I did that was to get the amendment on the record.  I will move a very simple motion in a 
moment - I will move to adjourn debate on this bill.  If the minister and the government genuinely want to assist 
the community in Geraldton and wish to support what we are pushing for, that will enable the minister to get her 
message from the Governor enabling such an appropriation.  On the next day that we sit in Parliament in Perth, I 
will move the amendment - I can guarantee the Leader of the Opposition will back me - and if the minister backs 
it, we will have this bill through the Legislative Assembly within 10 minutes.  In a moment I will move for the 
adjournment of the bill, and that will give all members on the government side time to decide whether they want 
to toe the Labor Party line and back the minister, who wants to pocket this money, or whether they want to 
support Geraldton.   

We debated a matter of public interest today, and I heard members speak who I did not know were in 
Parliament!  I heard voices of members of Parliament from the other side that I have not heard for months.  They 
said how marvellous Geraldton is and how much they support the people of Geraldton.  The member for Alfred 
Cove will support me, and I hope I can take for granted that the National Party will support me.  Everybody on 
this side will, when push comes to shove, support the people of Geraldton and the mid-west.  We will not back 
the people of Geraldton with lazy little words thrown at a microphone and put on the public record!  We will 
back them with a piece of legislation that will give them real money to get on with regional development in the 
City of Geraldton.  Do members want to know something?  The Treasurer said he does not need the money, the 
minister said she does not know how much money is involved, and the Premier does not know what to say.  The 
task is very simple for the member for Geraldton.  He should come and stand on this side when there is a vote 
and vote for the people he represents, the people of Geraldton.  He should say that he gives a damn about his 
local community and he will back them on this matter.  If the member does not support this, he is toeing the 
Labor Party line, and he knows where that will lead him.  I move - 

That debate be adjourned. 
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The SPEAKER:  There is a slight problem with the member moving the motion after he has spoken on the 
matter.   

As to Adjournment 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe) [9.44 pm]:  I move - 

That debate be adjourned. 

Question put and a division taken with the following result - 
Ayes (24) 

Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.H.D. Day Mr P.D. Omodei Mr M.W. Trenorden 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mr B.J. Grylls Mr D.T. Redman Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr M.J. Birney Dr K.D. Hames Mr A.J. Simpson Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr T.R. Buswell Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr G. Snook Mr G.A. Woodhams 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Mr R.F. Johnson Mr T.R. Sprigg Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr M.J. Cowper Mr J.E. McGrath Dr S.C. Thomas Dr G.G. Jacobs (Teller) 

Noes (28) 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr F.M. Logan Mr M.P. Murray Mr P.B. Watson 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio Mr J.A. McGinty Ms M.M. Quirk Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Dr J.M. Edwards Mr M. McGowan Ms J.A. Radisich Mr S.R. Hill (Teller) 
Mrs D.J. Guise Ms S.M. McHale Mr E.S. Ripper  
Mrs J. Hughes Mr A.D. McRae Mrs M.H. Roberts  
Mr J.N. Hyde Mr N.R. Marlborough Mr T.G. Stephens  
Mr J.C. Kobelke Mrs C.A. Martin Mr D.A. Templeman  

Question thus negatived. 

Consideration in Detail Resumed 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  Before I give the call, I have noted that a number of members have endeavoured to 
walk behind the chair.  They should not walk behind the chair because, as it is not possible to walk behind the 
chair in Perth, it is also not possible to walk behind the chair here.  They should also not walk between me and 
the Clerks.   

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  There might be some members here - 

Several members interjected. 

A government member:  Why are you delaying progress? 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  This bill will pass.  We are in this house until 10 o’clock.  Some members on 
the other side may not understand exactly what happened; let me just explain. 

Several members interjected. 

A government member:  Sit down and let us get on with it. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Labor Party members have in effect voted against a motion that would have 
ultimately enabled Geraldton to benefit from the sale of this railway reserve.  We have no indication yet of what 
this surplus money may be.   

Several members interjected. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  No, because members on the other side want me to progress quickly.  We 
have no idea yet of what this amount of surplus money may be.  I am guessing that if we look at a 10-kilometre 
stretch of railway line, plus the reserve all the way around, and its going through residential and commercial 
land, we could be looking at millions of dollars.  Every single member on the government side has just said that 
they will not give that money to Geraldton, either for the foreshore development project or for other important 
infrastructure projects, particularly road funding and things like that, or schools.  They want to pocket it.  That is 
despite the fact that the gentleman sitting in a chair on the government side, the Treasurer, has said that he does 
not need the money and that the government has ripped off taxpayers so much that it can throw $1.2 billion - 
$1 200 million - at the Public Transport Authority, but that it is still going to take this money away from 
Geraldton.  The member for Geraldton toed the party line instead of voting the right way for his community, just 
as he did when we debated the so-called one vote, one value legislation that halved the voice of the country in 
Parliament.  He voted with the Labor Party against the interests of his constituency and country people.  I have 
news for the member for Geraldton. 
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Mr S.R. Hill:  What’s that? 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I do not think he will be here after the next election. 

Several members interjected. 

THE SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Part of the reason is the legislation government members passed to reduce 
the country’s voice in Parliament. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  However, if they were country members, they could expect to have schools 
like the one in Dongara, because that is how the Labor Party treats country people when they do not have a voice 
in Parliament.  It sends little primary school kids to schools with 11-year-old demountable classrooms.  Do 
members want to know something?  They have seen it tonight: government members will not give Geraldton the 
proceeds of the sale of the railway that runs through this very town.  God help your kids in years to come, mate! 

Several members interjected. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  The member for Leschenault is known for cheap talk.  He is a man who stands and 
makes commitments.  He made his commitment about superannuation, but when it came to the crunch he 
changed his mind and said that he would take the superannuation.  We ask the people of Geraldton to judge us 
by our deeds.  We ask them to judge us by the investment and commitment we have put into their town, and not 
to judge us by the cheap stunts of the opposition.  Members opposite had eight years in government and they did 
virtually nothing.   

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  The people of Geraldton know that the investment we have made, whether it be in 
transport, health services, education or community safety, has been a strategic and thought-through investment.  
It has not come out of a stunt conducted on the floor of Parliament House by a group that has absolutely no 
credibility whatsoever.  The government will not support this proposed amendment; it is quite absurd.  We are 
very confident with our record and we have every confidence that the member for Geraldton will have a very 
bright and long future in this town. 

Clause put and passed. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  We cannot have anything happen in Geraldton - “Nah!”  The National Party says, 
“Nah!” 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, minister! 

Schedule 1 put and passed. 

Title put and passed. 
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 

MS A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [9.55 pm]:  I move - 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood - Leader of the Opposition) [9.55 pm]:  I suppose today is an 
important day for Geraldton, having this sitting of Parliament here, and I dare say that the people of Geraldton 
have seen the best and worst of Parliament today.  The Railway Discontinuance Bill (No. 2) is important.  We 
found out today, as a result of this debate, that the former government did not sell the railway line after all - it is 
still there.  Of course, the reality is that the railway line was leased by the previous government for 49 years to 
the Australian Railroad Group Pty Ltd for $585 million. 

Several members interjected. 
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Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Members opposite know the answers to those questions.  All that information had been 
provided to the minister by ARG in writing, but she still chooses in her inimitable way to bend the truth from 
time to time. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, minister! 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  It is very difficult to try to seek your protection, Mr Speaker, and at the same time talk to 
members.   

We also found out, of course, that the Public Transport Authority did not need the money, as the Treasurer 
admitted.  The debate certainly did vary from one side to the other, and while the railway reserve in Geraldton 
was talked about, discussion then drifted to the Oakajee project.  I want to make a few observations about what 
happened at Oakajee.  The truth of the matter, if every member wants to admit it, is that when it comes to major 
projects, very few are started and finished in one term of one government.  Over a period of time, projects are 
started by one government and are usually completed by another government, and everybody tries to claim the 
credit.  The important thing, of course, is that important infrastructure is built in Western Australia and that the 
community benefits.  As the member for Cottesloe said, the driver for the Oakajee project was Kingstream 
Resources.  Three major mine projects are now operating that have been around for some time.  The deep water 
port, rail infrastructure, gas and electricity are all major projects being driven by those projects.  They will 
depend on all that infrastructure and they will demand great expenditure by either the private sector, the 
government, or both.   

A number of years ago, a northern strategic industrial area environmental, social and economic study identified 
that the development at Oakajee would provide substantial spin-off benefits to Geraldton, boost the mid-west 
economy and help unlock the mineral and processing potential of the region.  Of course, the work was done at 
Oakajee under the previous government in anticipation that the growth in the port of Geraldton would be limited.  
We now know that to be true.  Even with the deepening of the port, the tonnage that can be exported out of the 
current Geraldton port will be about 16 million tonnes.  One of the iron ore projects will produce 14 million 
tonnes.  That will increase in a very short time from the current tonnage of five or six million tonnes.  I remind 
the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, whom I enjoy listening to because she is a very colourful speaker, 
that there is no doubt about that, and that the member for Geraldton said on 15 September 2004 that a lot of very 
clean industry could be undertaken at the Oakajee site.  All the time, other ministers were saying things.  For 
example, the Minister for Police and Emergency Services and for Water Resources and other portfolios - he is a 
very busy minister - Hon John Kobelke, said on 15 October 2003 that Oakajee was an absolute waste of money.  
Hansard records that on 21 October 2003 the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, Hon Alannah 
MacTiernan, referred to Oakajee as the mirage of Oakajee.  The Treasurer told us today that the government has 
a magnificent commitment to Geraldton.  It has a commitment and so has the opposition.   

In more recent times, the government’s attitude to Oakajee has changed.  The Premier signalled that he wanted a 
deep water port to be opened.  The Planning and Infrastructure division of the budget papers for 2005-06 
indicates that policy options would be developed for the development of infrastructure for a deep water port at 
Oakajee and a railway corridor from the Yilgarn minerals province to the north east of Geraldton to export iron 
ore.  On 19 April, the Premier confirmed Oakajee as the preferred site for a new privately funded deep water 
port.  Again, on 12 May 2006, only a few weeks ago, Hon Kim Chance said that a deep water port at Oakajee, 
linked to a heavy gauge railway and the development of the Oakajee industrial estate, would be key initiatives 
over the next few years.  That is how things ebb and flow in the Parliament of Western Australia.  I must tell the 
minister that, given the Oakajee project was an initiative of the previous government, the minister took a set 
against it.   

The truth is that with the huge demand in the world for resources today, we need deep water ports that can take 
Panamax and Cape-sized vessels.  A Panamax-sized vessel cannot be fully loaded in the current port, although in 
ideal weather conditions that might be possible.  All these developments are occurring and we need to be 
sensible.  It is good to hold robust debates, but every now and then it is good to acknowledge that the proper, 
orderly development of the state is important and that both governments and oppositions should acknowledge 
that good things are done by governments of both persuasions.  They are the facts.  We can play all the games 
we like, but we have before us a railway discontinuance bill.  If, as the member for Leschenault said, the land 
within the region of Geraldton and Greenough is sold, the funds from the sale of the land should go back to the 
development of the marina, which is a very important project for this city.   

There are a range of other things to consider.  As the member for Hillarys just mentioned, when we were briefed 
by the Western Australian Chamber of Commerce today, we were reminded that water pressure in the town is a 
very serious issue and a common problem.  Infill sewerage is another major issue.  The government’s budget 
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coffers are very full now and the government must decide how it will juggle the expenditures of the state and 
where the funds should be allocated.  A range of matters need to be addressed.  

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  Don’t forget the convict bridge.  

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Oh yes, that is another very important historical bridge.  With consultation with the soon-
to-be amalgamated shire, the community and perhaps some of these very successful mining operations, projects 
such as the convict bridge can be funded directly by the government and Main Roads or some kind of 
community funds.  A range of projects can be funded with the assistance of the state, local government and the 
local community.   

This is an important bill.  We have uncovered some interesting government motives and put the government to 
the test, as I promised last night we would do.  I look forward now to the debate tomorrow.  

MS A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [10.05 pm]:  The 
government is very pleased that further progress has been made for Geraldton here tonight.  I say to the Leader 
of the Opposition, as we have said before, Oakajee would have been a good project, but only after Geraldton was 
progressed would an emerging iron ore industry make Oakajee work.  It was all about understanding the strategy 
and what had to be done to get that industry off the ground.  As I said, I am pleased to acknowledge that 
contributions have been made over time by every government, but we are very proud to stand on the record that 
we have here in Geraldton.  This legislation gives us the capacity to move forward and to do further great things 
for Geraldton.  As a government, we can promise the people of Geraldton that our investment in time, 
infrastructure and energy in this city has not stopped.  We have an ongoing and very rich program of services 
and infrastructure that we want to deliver to this town.  We look forward to working with Geraldton over the 
remainder of this term and well into the next term.  

Question put and passed.  

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 

House adjourned at 10.06 pm 
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