
Estimates and Financial Operations Committee
2016/2017 BUDGET ESTIMATES HEARING

ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS

Department of Transport

Hon Alanna Clohesy asked:

1. I refer to B dget Paper Number 2, Vol me 2, page 718, Driver and Vehicle Services:

(a) What mechanisms has the State Government put in place to prevent companies which
use vehicles registered in states other than Western Australia for local business or project
work from avoiding their rightful obligation to contribute to the $99-per-vehicle no fault
motor vehicle injury insurance scheme?

Under the road laws of all Australian jurisdictions, owners of vehicles are required to license
them in the State or Territory where the vehicle is primarily kept, with all revenue remaining
in that State or Territory. A licensing authority has the power to refuse to renew a licence on
the grounds that the vehicle is being garaged in another jurisdiction.

Vehicles must be licensed and insured for Compulsory Third Party and no-fault catastrophic
injury cover for use on public roads in all States and Territories.

Major injury insurance is compulsory at the time of vehicle licensing or renewal in Western
Australia and all other States and Territories. From 1 July 2016, all States will have no-fault
lifetime care schemes in place. If a person is catastrophically injured in a crash after 1 July
2016, they will be provided lifetime treatment, care and support irrespective of the location of
the crash and what jurisdiction the vehicle is registered within. For example, if a vehicle
registered in South Australia crashes in Weste   Australia causing a catastrophic injury, the
South Australian state insurer is liable for the lifetime care costs.

In common with other States and Temtories the Road Traffic (Vehicle) Act 2012 recognises
an interstate vehicle licence when the vehicle is being used temporarily in Weste   Australia.
Mutual recognition of vehicle licensing affords productivity benefits.

(b) If there is no such mechanism in place, what action will the State Government take to
stop companies from evading their rightful obligations to contribute to the levy 

Not applicable.
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2. I refer to B dget Paper N mber 2, Volume 2, page 714, and the  ongoing review of
vehicle licensing and inspection operations  , and I ask:

(a) Is the Minister aware the Attorney General has ordered the closure of licensing services
at the Collie Courthouse and on what date will this service cease?

Yes. The department is currently undertaking a Tender process (and evaluating applicants) -
the cessation of services will be dependent on the outcome of the Tender process for an
alternative service provider.

(b) How many tender applications were made to assume the provision of licensing services
in Collie by the May 26 deadline, and if none, will Collie residents be forced to travel outside
the Shire of Collie to access licensing services?

The evaluation of applications for the Tender process in Collie is still under way and as such
details cannot be disclosed at this time.
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ESTIMATES AND FINANCIAL OPERATIONS COMMITTEE

2016/2017 BUDGET ESTIMATES HEARING

ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS

Department of Transport

The Hon Ken Travers MLC asked:

1. Does the department still support the 2012 submission to Infrastructure Australia
seeking f nding for the early provision of a Railway to Yanchep?

Answer: Yes, but it will require refreshing and updating before it could be reconsidered by
Infrastructure Australia. Any resubmission will be dependent on how the Government of the
day prioritises its investment proposals.

2. If no, why not?

Answer: Not Applicable.

3. Does the department still agree that the early provision of a railway to Yanchep by
2020 will;

(a) Improve sustainable transport options for the north-west development
corridor of Perth; and

(b) Support high density housing developments and local employment
creation in order to create sustainable urban forms focused on public and active

transport modes?

Answer:

(a-b)

DoT agrees that an extension of the Joondalup line from Butler to Yanchep would improve
sustainable transport options for Perth s north-west development comdor and subject to
planning schemes, approving authorities and commitment from developers is most likely to
support higher density urban development and local employment creation. Such an outcome
would help to create more sustainable urban forms focused on public and active transport
modes.

It is noted that a period of approximately 5 years would be required between a funding
commitment and the operation of the railway, allowing for detailed design, procurement and
constraction.

4. Ifno,whynot?

Answer: Not Applicable.
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5. What will he the impact on traffic volumes for roads in the north west corridor if the
railway is not built until 2025 in a business as usual scenario?

Answer:

DoT envisages there will be additional traffic volumes on Marmion Avenue, Wanneroo
Road, Connolly Drive, Joondalup Drive and the Mitchell Freeway. Detailed traffic
modelling has not been undertaken.

6. Has any modelling been done on traffic volumes on roads under the two scenarios of
early provision and business as usual for a railway to Yanchep?

An wer:

DoT has not undertaken any traffic modelling for the early provision and business as usual
scenarios, for a railway to Yanchep.

DoT expects that further assessment will be undertaken by Main Roads WA and the City of
Wanneroo as structure plans in the area progress, subject to any timing commitments for an
extension of the railway to Yanchep.

7. If yes, please provide details of the traffic volumes under the different scenarios?

Answer: Not Applicable.

8. What is the estimated cost for the additional road projects that will be required if the
railway to Yanchep is not built until 2025?

Answer:

DoT is not aware of any additional road project costs associated with the railway not being
built until 2025.

9. Why has the Government not proceeded with their transformational project to extend
the Railway to Yanchep by 2020?

Answer:

The Government is committed to delivering the FoiTestfield-Airport Link by 2020. This
project is a greater priority than an e tension of rail to Yanchep due to the benefits associated
with a railway connection to the airport and significant improvements to public transport for
the 60,000 existing residents within the Shire of Kalamunda.

The Government must also remain fiscally responsible and balance competing priorities
within and across portfolios. This is particularly important given the current economic
climate.
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10. Did the former Minister for Transport approve the construction of a railway to
Yanchep by 2023 in February 2014?

Answer:

The construction of a railway requires passing of an enabling act through Parliament which
remains the domain of the Government. To date PTA has received no approval by
Government to e tend the railway from Butler to Yanchep.

It is acknowledged that the previous draft Public Transport Plan for 2031 identified the
e tension of the railway from Butler to Yanchep as a stage one transformational project for
implementation by 2020. This plan has been superseded by the Perth Transport Plan for
3.5 million People and Beyond, due to be released for public consultation shortly.

11. If yes, is this still Government policy?

Answer: Please see the response to Question 10.

12. If no, why not?

Answer: Not Applicable.

13. Has the Yanchep Beach Joint Venture offered to make a contribution valued at $200
million triggered by a commitment from the Government to deliver rail to Yanchep by
an agreed date?

Answer: While discussions have occurred between Yanchep Beach Joint Venture (YBJV),
DoT and PTA they are co mercial in nature and DoT is not in a position to publically
disclose the details of these discussions.

Commercial sensitivities notwithstanding, DoT is aware that the Chief Executive Officer of
the YBJV has publically acknowledged a proposal to contribute $120 million plus other
assets and considerations towards the delivery of the project, although the binding nature of
that offer is not yet clear.

14. If yes, what was included in the contribution of $200 million?

Answer:

Please refer to the response provided at Question 13. In addition, the YBJV has publicly
disclosed that its offer incorporates in kind contributions including parcels of land.

15. Why has the Government not accepted this offer?

Answer:

Discussion between YBJV, DoT and the PTA are ongoing and remain commercially
sensitive. The PTA continues to develop a business case and Project Definition Plan for the
extension of the rail from Butler to Yanchep which will be submitted to Government for its
consideration in due course.
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