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SOUTH WEST METROPOLITAN RAILWAY 
Urgency Motion 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon J.A. Cowdell):  I have received an urgency motion in the following terms pursuant to 
Standing Order No 72 -  

That the Government assures the people of Western Australia, and Rockingham in particular, that it will 
as part of the south west metropolitan railway - 

(1) fully fund the rail link into the Rockingham city centre; 

(2) determine, in consultation with the City of Rockingham, the most appropriate exit from the 
city centre;  

(3) cancel all plans for a bypass route, direct to Mandurah or any additional link which may 
impinge upon the Lake Cooloongup area, the Rockingham golf course, and/or create a barrier 
between residents and these areas.   

Hon Barbara Scott. 

The member will require the support of four members in order to move the motion. 

[At least four members rose in their places.] 

HON B.M. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [3.41 pm]:  I move - 

That the House at its rising adjourn until 1 December 2001. 

This motion is my plea to the Government to give the people of Western Australia, and of Rockingham in 
particular, an assurance that, like the previous Government, it will commit funds to complete the south west 
metropolitan railway, linking it to Rockingham and then on to Mandurah according to the time line already 
established, and fully fund that link into the City of Rockingham.  It is my wish and intent to ensure that the 
Government goes ahead with this project in consultation with the City of Rockingham.  The council has the full 
support of the residents of the area for the line to be extended into the city.  I also urge the Government to cancel 
any provisional plans to construct a bypass route - which is what the people of Rockingham prefer to call it - or a 
direct route to Mandurah.  Such a route would bypass the City of Rockingham and go past the fragile Lake 
Cooloongup wetlands and through the Rockingham golf course.  These areas must be protected for the people of 
the Rockingham area.  

The sentiments contained in my motion convey the intent of a 1997 cabinet decision that was handed down after 
considerable consultation with all parties, and I mean all parties.  I do not intend to spend time discussing the 
entire rail route, but the consultation involved the councils of Kwinana, Cockburn, Rockingham and Mandurah 
and, in particular, the Planning Commission of Western Australia.  The commission has a charter to ensure the 
best planning processes for the State for the long-term benefit of all Western Australians.   

That 1997 cabinet decision has been somewhat muddied by officers of the Department of Transport.  It was 
decided that an alternative to the city centre route would be pursued.  Some officers felt that it would be better to 
have the line go through the wetlands of Lake Cooloongup and the golf course, avoiding Rockingham altogether, 
and go straight to Mandurah.  Members may not be aware that Rockingham’s population of 75 000 makes it the 
largest Western Australian city between Perth and Adelaide.  Bypassing such a major city would be very foolish.   

The direct route would provide a bus terminal at the edge of Lake Cooloongup.  In an attempt to secure support 
for this route, a number of people in the area were lobbied and uncertainty was created in Mandurah and 
Dawesville.  Mixed messages were circulated that if the line went through Rockingham, the project would be 
delayed by 10 years.  The engineers have confirmed that that is nonsense.  It is planned to have the line 
completed to Rockingham in early 2005 and to Mandurah at the end of 2005.  That plan will not be altered 
whichever route is chosen.   

The former Minister for Transport and the Premier of the day decided that, because uncertainty had been 
generated in Rockingham, a task force would be established to resolve the issue once and for all.  I was 
privileged to be asked to chair that task force by the then Minister for Transport, Hon Murray Criddle.  The task 
force produced a report - 

Several members interjected.  

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  I did not hear any of the interjections, so I will ignore them.  

The PRESIDENT:  It is very wise of the member not to hear any of the improper interjections.  
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Hon B.M. SCOTT:  The task force was very ably supported by the chief executive officer responsible for the 
south west metropolitan railway, Mr Ross Drabble.  He was very professional and always helpful, despite 
sometimes being let down by his project manager.  Mr Drabble had been in charge of the extension of the 
northern rail line to Joondalup and also did that job very efficiently.   

The task force was asked to investigate three options for Rockingham: the short tunnel route, the long tunnel 
route and the direct bypass route.  The executive summary of the report notes that the task force distributed a 
discussion paper to 26 000 households in Rockingham and commissioned a telephone survey.  The coalition 
Government believed in thorough consultation.  I was pleased to be a part of the consultation process, and the 
people of Rockingham appreciated being asked about the plans.  Attendance at shopping centres on Thursday 
nights and Saturdays during that process resulted in the task force receiving from the people of Rockingham 
9 000 written submissions and 500 requests to make oral presentations.  It has always been my view of 
community consultation in any process that although some people can give a written submission, not everybody 
can and they should be offered the opportunity to make oral submissions.  We offered that opportunity and we 
received some 500 requests for face-to-face or telephone presentations.  There was a very high level of 
community agreement in the submissions.  Some 97 per cent of the written submissions and 83 per cent of 
respondents to the telephone survey supported the two city centre routes.  That is going back to the route 
confirmed by Cabinet in 1997; that is, Rockingham should be served by a link into the city centre.  The general 
tone of those submissions was of a community that had grown tired of waiting for a train service.  Indeed, it 
might be interesting for members in this Chamber to note that one of the agenda items for the very first meeting 
of the Rockingham Road Board more than 100 years ago was that a train service to Rockingham be given top 
priority.   

Although it is outside the terms of reference of the task force, a number of submissions referred to the rail 
service not coming from Fremantle and considerable concern was expressed about that.  The final straw would 
be for the service not to come to the city centre.  R.G. Brockwell of Safety Bay spoke for many people in 
Rockingham and put it very succinctly when he said, “Rockingham means Rockingham” - I would like the 
Government to listen very carefully - “and a railway means trains not a bus service.”  The primary reasons for 
the overwhelming support for the city centre route were that it would provide the best access to the city centre, it 
would stimulate growth in business, employment and tourism, it would provide the best access for seniors and 
students, and it would have minimal environmental impact.  Those members in the Chamber who were here 
during the past eight years will also be mindful that the previous coalition Government placed Murdoch 
University in Rockingham.   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich interjected. 

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  I am talking about the Murdoch University campus in Rockingham, which will have 15 000 
students enrolled by 2020.  It is very important for students to have access to very good transport.   

As a result of the task force and the options that were placed before the City of Rockingham, the Government of 
the day made a commitment in 2000 to fund the short tunnel option, or route 2, into the city centre, which was 
very much appreciated by the people of Rockingham.  The exit route from Rockingham was the other issue 
included in my motion.  I ask that the Government, in consultation with the City of Rockingham, give serious 
consideration to determining the most appropriate exit route from the city centre.  The original 1997 cabinet 
decision preferred the exit route on Ennis Avenue.  Unfortunately, it is not very easy to do a PowerPoint 
presentation of maps in this Chamber.  However, the loop into Rockingham came down Dixon Road, through the 
city centre, back out towards Lake Cooloongup and down, which was rather foolish planning.  The original 
decision had the exit route down the centre of Ennis Avenue and straight on, saving the middle area that would 
be necessary if it looped around and went back.   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich interjected. 

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  I am sorry, it is very difficult for the Hansard reporter.  The current loop planned by the 
Department of Transport would then loop back to Lake Cooloongup and go across the wetlands, which we 
would like to protect.  Indeed, the Ennis Avenue exit would be two kilometres shorter, and that would be a huge 
cost saving in the overall cost of the link to Rockingham.  Today I urge the Government to commit itself publicly 
to supporting the link into Rockingham and to commit itself to the current time line, which I have already 
mentioned; that is, to Rockingham by mid 2005 and to Mandurah by the end of 2005, with full services to 
Mandurah and Rockingham at that time with no costly bypass route.  The previous coalition Government made a 
very clear commitment to this rail link and committed the funds to it.  I challenge the Government today to keep 
the promise to the people of Rockingham and to the people of Western Australia.  I will finish by reading a letter 
from the former Premier, Richard Court, who wrote to me in February this year.  It reads - fin 

Dear Barbara  



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Tuesday, 22 May 2001] 

 p216b-227a 
South West Metropolitan Railway; Urgency Motion; President; Hon Barbara Scott; Hon Jim Scott; Hon Simon 

O'Brien; Hon Graham Giffard; Hon Ken Travers; Hon Norman Moore 

 [3] 

Thank you for your letter dated 18 December 2000 regarding the Government’s commitment to the dual 
track to Mandurah.   

I am writing to assure you that the Coalition Government is totally committed to bringing a rail loop 
through the City of Rockingham with the main Rockingham station being next to the City’s council 
chambers.   

Train services to Rockingham will commence in mid 2005 and to Mandurah later in the same year.   

The rail line will follow the existing Armadale line from Perth to Kenwick, then turn to the south-west 
to run alongside the existing freight rail line to Jandakot, where it will align with the Kwinana Freeway 
to run south to Anketell Road.   

It will then run under Thomas Road, skirting under Wellard Road and a new extension of Gilmore 
Drive, crossing over the existing Kwinana-Mundijong freight railway and Mandurah Road on bridges 
before connecting to Rockingham.   

New stations will be located at Thornlie, Nicholson Road, Canning Vale, South Lake, Thomsons Lake, 
. . .   

[Member’s time expired.] 

HON J.A. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [3.56 pm]:  It was very interesting to hear this motion.  Although I 
share Hon Barbara Scott’s concerns about Rockingham not being linked to the rail system, that is a bit rich 
coming from someone who is now in opposition but who was a member of the Government that put this rail line 
in its current location.  A mess has been made of the introduction of rail into Rockingham.  I do not think the 
Government of the day planned to put it there; it planned to bypass Rockingham and, when the election came 
along, a hurried design was tacked together to stop the people of Rockingham being upset about being bypassed.  
The mayor of Rockingham was lobbying us because he was concerned about the sudden introduction of a second 
plan - not the one that would have the line going into Rockingham, but the one that would have the line bypass 
Rockingham.  Members opposite should not tell me that it did not exist, because it did.   

Hon Simon O’Brien:  You know very well it existed in the minds of officers of the Department of Transport, not 
in the policy of the former Government.  Don’t let the facts get in the way of a good story! 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  Hon Simon O’Brien is saying that the Government is completely responsible for the 
appalling design of the current railway.  He will take all the blame because it is an appalling piece of planning 
and it will set back rail planning in this State for the next 50 years.  If it bypasses Rockingham, not only will be 
difficult for people to get to the Murdoch campus, but also it will not service the main Murdoch campus when it 
comes to the city; in fact, it will bypass the entire city.  When that line comes to the area, it will go around the 
bottom of the city.  It is the silliest location for a rail line I have ever seen.  It has been done on the cheap. 

Hon M.J. Criddle:  What would you do? 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  I would put a line straight up the freeway and into the city.  

Hon M.J. Criddle:  How much would it cost?   

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  I will tell the member about the cost.  If he lets me finish, I will do more than that.  I would 
have also put a hybrid rail line south from Fremantle through Rockingham without all the major tunnels.  For the 
price of that Rockingham loop plus $20 million, a hybrid rail line could be built all the way from Fremantle, 
through the centre of Rockingham and back out to join the other line.  The waste of money comes about not 
because of the cost of building the railway but because of building it where there are no passengers and there 
never will be passengers. 

Hon M.J. Criddle:  It will go through an industrial area where there will be passengers. 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  The line is currently designed to go through the airport at Jandakot, the water-mound area 
there, a golf course and the Canning Vale marshalling yards.  Where will the passengers be?  We had the most 
dodgy piece of hacked together information from the previous Government in lieu of proper planning.  It 
planned a railway line where there would be no passengers. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  It was where the marginal seats were. 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  That has probably more to do with it.   

The railway line is a very poor concept.  It is a commuter line from Mandurah instead of an urban passenger line 
that would get people off the roads, and a properly designed network with light rail for passengers travelling 
from east to west.  I kept telling the previous minister before he tried to put the railway line in place that he was 
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trying to cater for 20 000 people and ignoring 140 000.  Every day, approximately 160 000 people travel over the 
Narrows Bridge from the south.  I have done my homework.  Only 20 000 of them come from south of South 
Lakes.  Some 56 000 or 62 000, depending on which set of figures are used, travel from south of South Lakes to 
Fremantle, which means that more people from that area travel to Fremantle than to Perth.  Most people travel 
within that region.   

By ignoring those 140 000 people, the previous Government will cause the building of more and more roads into 
the city to carry more and more cars.  The former Minister for Transport is looking at me.  Recently he had 
another bridge built across the Narrows to take more cars into the city, yet he expects people to travel from South 
Lakes by rail.  Members should picture this: 140 000 people are situated north of a railway line that runs east 
from South Lakes.  The former minister expects people to drive or catch a bus south and then get on a train that 
will travel east for 25 minutes and then into the city, when they could have travelled straight up the freeway into 
the city.  It is a very strange concept for moving people into the city and trying to get people to use the system. 

Hon M.J. Criddle:  How much would the other railway line cost? 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  It does not matter.  It will cost a helluva lot - more than $1 billion - to build a railway line that  
will carry only four per cent of 20 000 people, which is only 800 people a day. 

Hon B.M. Scott:  Where from? 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  From Rockingham and Mandurah, and South Lakes for that matter. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Some 800 people a day? 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  Yes.  The current figures show that four per cent of the people in the metropolitan area use 
public transport.  The former minister will be able to confirm that.  Currently, 20 000 people drive to the city 
from south of South Lakes.  Potentially, that many people could use the service.  Should only four per cent use 
the service, that would mean 800 patrons.  The former Government spent over $1 billion to cater for that tiny 
level of patronage when it could have put in place a system that would have provided for 160 000 people.   

Hon Barbara Scott spoke of the best planning for the long-term benefit of all Western Australians.  By planning 
for that railway, the former Government has prevented a proper system being built and has wasted a helluva lot 
of money which could have gone into a proper network that would have got people off the roads.  The former 
minister should be ashamed. 

Hon M.J. Criddle:  I am proud of it. 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  If the former minister is proud of that, he is proud of not very much.   

I shall illustrate the sort of misconception that exists.  Hon Barbara Scott said more or less that she did not want 
to see the largest of the cities situated between Adelaide and Perth - it shows how bad her directions are - 

Hon B.M. Scott:  Rockingham is the largest city. 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  Yes , but the reality is that the railway line will not go directly to the Perth.  Why has the 
previous Government not designed a railway system that will cater for the people of Perth? 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!   

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  I would like to see the Labor Government have a darned good look at the design of the 
railway to see whether it is worth building on that route.  I would like to see it start planning a proper line that is 
designed to get more people off roads in urban Western Australia.  Fuel is becoming a very rare commodity on 
this planet and is getting more and more expensive.  We have huge problems with greenhouse gas emissions.  
The idea of a rail service is not to build it cheaply but to have it carry passengers.  When a railway is designed to 
carry passengers, members can talk about making loops into Rockingham.  The planning of this railway line has 
been a disaster. 

HON SIMON O’BRIEN (South Metropolitan) [4.08 pm]:  I strongly agree with the remarks made by Hon 
Barbara Scott in moving this motion and presenting her case.  I will add to that in a moment. 

At the outset I acknowledge your election, Mr President, and congratulate you.  All members in the House feel a 
strong sense of confidence in the appointment.  I join with all members in wishing you well.  I remember on my 
first day in this place some years ago that you were kind enough, as a senior member, to offer me some kind 
remarks on the occasion of my maiden speech.  I am sure as a result of subsequent contact that I have enjoyed 
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with you that your reserves of benevolence would not have been exhausted on that occasion.  I am sure they will 
continue.  I look forward to your term as President. 

Three new members for the South Metropolitan Region who are all members of the Australian Labor Party join 
us in the House.  I am sure they will be listening to this debate with interest.  When they develop an 
understanding of this issue perhaps they will refer the matter to the members for Rockingham and Peel.  When 
those new members develop an understanding of the issue, they should also talk to some of their colleagues who 
apparently have no understanding of this matter.  Interjections during Hon Barbara Scott’s remarks suggested 
that the railway that we are talking about has not been commenced in any way, shape or form.  Perhaps those 
members who made the interjections should travel to the South Metropolitan Region and have a look at the 
extensive railway works that have already taken place along that route.   

In acknowledging that work started under the former Government, I also acknowledge Hon Murray Criddle, who 
as minister did a great deal for the people of the South Metropolitan Region by bringing infrastructure to that 
area.  It is appreciated.  Members opposite should take a trip to that region to look at the changes.  They will see 
changes on the freeway to accommodate the railway - the railway that Labor Governments always pretend they 
are committed to having and Labor Oppositions pretend they will deliver.  If those members had a look at the 
extension of the Kwinana Freeway to Safety Bay Road they would notice that the western lanes from just north 
of South Lake to Thomas Road, where the freeway used to terminate, have had to be moved.  All the city-bound 
lanes have had to be moved a bit to the west, or a bit to the left when looking towards the city, to put it in words 
that perhaps members opposite might understand.  Why did they have to be moved a bit to the west?  It is 
because when the Labor Government built its poor excuse for a freeway, with all the traffic lights and so on, it 
did not leave room in the middle of that freeway for a railway reserve - so much for its promotion of suburban 
railways! 

I will come to the point of Hon Barbara Scott’s motion.  She has explained the situation on the ground.  I will 
speak to that part of the motion concerned with funding the rail link and what the Labor Government intends to 
do, because I believe it will not provide that which has been promised.  I am led to believe that for a number of 
reasons.  First, during the debate about the Rockingham rail link, questions were asked about whether it would 
be recommended and accepted.  When Hon Barbara Scott was working closely with the City of Rockingham as 
chairman of a panel looking at this matter, I noticed the conspicuous silence of the member for Rockingham and 
the conspicuous silence and absence from the debate of the member for Peel.  Both of them should have been 
keen to look after the City of Rockingham, yet they were silent and did not want to know about it. 

During the election campaign, the Labor Party said it would honour commitments.  What else could it do?  
However, now the Government finds it impossible to bring itself to say that it will honour the promises it made.  
In all the disquietude emanating from the City of Rockingham, again the members for Peel and Rockingham and 
also the Labor members for the South Metropolitan Region, past and present, are quiet.  I wonder whether they 
might be able to lend some enthusiasm to the Labor Government to deliver services south of the river to people 
in Rockingham who for too many years they have taken for granted. 

Where is the evidence that this Labor Government will slash these sorts of programs from the forward estimates?  
Why would it want to do such a thing?  I turn to the Treasury News of autumn 2001.  At page 2, our Under 
Treasurer, Mr John Langoulant, reports in this public document - 

The election of the Labor Government, and more particularly the delivery of its policy agenda, adds a 
completely new dimension to the tasks facing the sector.  At the broadest level, this agenda involves 
introducing new expenditure initiatives totalling around $1.2 billion over the next four years, spread 
across both recurrent and capital initiatives.  The fact that these measures are to be funded from existing 
resources adds to the dimension of the task. 

Perhaps the Liberal Party got it wrong.  It claimed during the election campaign that the cost of the Australian 
Labor Party’s election promises was between $800 million and $900 million.  However, it underestimated by a 
good third. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  You don’t understand the difference between capital and recurrent.  Until such time as 
you do, I suggest that you do not - 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  What is the point?  You left a disastrous mess. 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  Mr President, may I be permitted to proceed in the brief amount of time available?   

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  Members, the parliamentary secretaries are getting overly boisterous.  Hon Simon 
O’Brien has the call. 
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Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  Thank you, Mr President.  The question posed, not by me, but by the Under Treasurer, 
is basically where shall we find $1.2 billion to fund new initiatives - I assume he means in the priority areas of 
health, education and police. 

Hon Ken Travers:  You learnt something from the election. 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  That was the favourite mantra of the Labor Party, Hon Ken Travers.  That is where it 
will spend this $1 200 million.  What is more, it will find that money from existing resources.   Where will it 
make the cuts?  I will tell members where it will make the cuts.  The Government will not be able to resist 
transport infrastructure projects like this one that are worth more than $100 million.  That gives the Government 
its first $100 million.  I am not sure where it will find the other $1.1 billion over the next few years. 

In questions to the Minister Assisting the Treasurer, I have already alluded to the concern felt by a range of 
service providers, government and non-government, across a number of sectors about where these cuts will fall 
to fund this so-called priority dividend.  Of course, the minister responsible has failed to answer those questions 
in the form that I addressed them.  When the Government responds in a moment, the Opposition would like to 
know whether it is true.  Will the Government support what it said it would support, or will it gut this project out 
of the City of Rockingham and deny it to the people in the way it has denied them priority in the past?  Will it 
continue to take them for granted, or will it deliver?  It is time for some substance rather than the ALP’s rhetoric.  
I look forward to the minister’s response. 

HON G.T. GIFFARD (South Metropolitan) [4.16 pm]:  When I was handed a copy of this urgency motion, I 
must confess to being a bit surprised by it, primarily for two reasons.  The first is that it is strikingly similar to a 
question that has already been put on notice by the Opposition.  I was surprised that, having put a question on 
notice, the Opposition should then seek to put it forward as an urgency motion.  That reflects the fact that the 
Opposition could not think of anything else to put forward in its urgency motion.  It is still completely 
dumbstruck by its devastating electoral loss and it could not think of anything to say on the first day of sitting 
this week.  Therefore, it dragged up one of its questions and used it as an urgency motion. 

The second reason I was surprised by the Opposition’s moving this urgency motion is that I was amazed that the 
Liberal Opposition would want to talk about the construction of railway lines.  The Liberal Party does not have 
any credibility when it comes to building railway lines.  It is seeking to make capital out of the fact that it does 
not build railway lines.  It closed the Fremantle railway line and left it to Labor to reopen it.  Labor built the 
northern suburbs railway line, and of course we all know about Clarkson.  The Liberal Party promised that for 
some considerable time during several election campaigns.  It is not a party with any credibility that can come 
into this place and seek to lecture the Government on the building of railway lines. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order, members!  The chorus is drowning out the solo. 

Hon G.T. GIFFARD:  I refer to what Hon Jim Scott said about the position of the Opposition when it was in 
government.  I agree with the views he expressed here today about how the Opposition appears to have shifted 
ground.  When it was in government, I recall that the bypass was a part of its policy, and it included the loop into 
Rockingham.  Hon Jim Scott referred to that.  Members opposite are no longer in government; they are in 
opposition.  This is not a matter for an urgency motion, but an opportunity for the Opposition to indicate its 
policy backflip on the matter.  

I ask myself why members opposite have put forward this matter as an urgency motion when the Government 
has made a commitment to go forward with the Rockingham and Mandurah lines.  That is not a promise from 
this Government that is akin to the former Government’s promise on Clarkson.  Has the Opposition nothing else 
that it can bring forward?  Is it simply the case that the Opposition has dragged up this question because it cannot 
think of anything else?  We are debating this as an urgency motion because of approaches from the City of 
Rockingham to the Opposition.  The city has an alternative route and the Opposition is responding to its 
approach.  Does this urgency motion predicate some sort of policy shift by the Opposition?  The only reason this 
is an urgency motion is that the City of Rockingham is the last group to speak to the Opposition.  The 
Opposition’s policies are based on whom it last spoke to; that is who makes its policy.   

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan) [4.21 pm]:  Mr President, congratulations on your elevation to 
high office.  I look forward to serving under you as opposed to alongside you, as in the last Parliament.  I wish 
you all the best in your position.  I am sure you will carry out the President’s duties in a fine fashion, in similar 
vein to the former President, who gave me much guidance when I first arrived in this place.   

It is amazing to see members of the Opposition wanting to talk about railway links.  For the past four years I 
have sat in this place trying to get the then Government to implement its clear election promise that a railway 
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line would be constructed to Clarkson.  Members opposite told us that the line would go to Clarkson.  If 
members go to Clarkson today they will see what the last Government did to meet one of its election promises - 
nothing.  However, there will be a railway line to Rockingham by 2004 and to Mandurah by 2005 because the 
Labor Party has always shown its solid and sincere commitment to building railway lines in this State.  

Hon N.F. Moore:  Are you saying you will build this one? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  We will build that line.  The Leader of the Opposition should look at the history of his 
party.  He would be one of the few members who was in this place when the Fremantle railway line was closed 
by a Government of which he was a member.  At that time 100 000 people signed a petition to have that line re-
opened. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  The parliamentary secretary should address the Chair, in which case there might be 
less invitation for interjection.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  In the 1970s, 100 000 people signed that petition.  I was only a young bloke then; I 
certainly was not in this place.  The Leader of the Opposition, who was a member of the Government then, did 
nothing.  The Opposition should not come in here on our first day with new members and preach to this side of 
the Chamber about this Government’s commitment to build railway lines.  We have a record of building railway 
lines.  I have previously asked members opposite in this place to name one railway line they have built in the 
past 100 years.  I did not get an answer, because they did not build any.  The mob opposite has not built one 
single kilometre of railway line in this State.  All they ever did was to close them down.  What have Labor 
Governments done?  We reopened the Fremantle railway line, built the northern suburbs railway line, and 
electrified the suburban railway system in this State.  We would not be debating with members opposite the 
detail of the Rockingham line if it had not been for previous Labor Governments.  There would not be a railway 
service if members opposite had had their way.  The closure of the Fremantle railway line would have been just 
the start.  We would then have seen the closure of the Midland and Armadale lines.  Western Australia would not 
have had an urban passenger rail service.  Members opposite know that, and that is why they are squealing.  
Members opposite know that we would have been in the Dark Ages with public transport as we moved into the 
twenty-first century, rather than experiencing a rebirth of urban passenger transport.  The only reason that it was 
possible for the former Government to devise its plans for railway lines to Rockingham and Clarkson - it never 
built them - was the actions of previous Labor Governments.  

Hon M.J. Criddle:  When are you going to let the tender for the construction of the railway line? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  This mob opposite are amazing.  How quickly they change when our roles are reversed.  
They have received more information from the Government today than we got out of them in the past four years.  
Already the parliamentary secretary for planning and infrastructure has given them more information about what 
is going on than we got out of the former Government in the whole time we were on the opposition benches.  I 
have always wondered what happened to the conservative politicians in this State.  Did someone take their train 
sets away from them when they were young children?  Is that why they do not want to see another train for the 
rest of their lives? 

Hon M.J. Criddle:  When are you going to let the tender? 

Hon Peter Foss:  They are not into making decisions.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  Hon Peter Foss says that this Government is not into making decisions.  For four years 
members opposite promised to build a railway line to Clarkson.  

Hon Simon O’Brien:  We are going to Clarkson!  Last train to Clarkson! 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  Hon Simon O’Brien does not want to talk about the former Government’s broken 
promise to the residents of Clarkson.  The former member for Wanneroo wants to talk about that.  That member 
said only one good thing in his life, but I will not repeat it in this Chamber.  That member was wrong again.  We 
told members opposite that the then Government would not build the railway line to Clarkson.  The former 
Minister for Transport did a light shuffle during the estimates committee hearings by saying that the line might 
be built or it might not.  He said one thing in this place and another in the northern suburbs.  The former Premier 
and the former member for Wanneroo were saying that the line would be built, but it was never built.  We 
regularly predicted that in this place.   

I assure members opposite that when they come into this place in four years time, at the end of this Labor 
Government’s current term, we will be preparing for our next four years in Government, because we will be so 
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far ahead in the polls it will not be funny, and it will be because we have honoured our commitments.  There will 
be a railway line through to Clarkson and one to Rockingham that will be on its way to Mandurah.  The people 
in the southern and northern suburbs will be very thankful that they elected a Labor Government on 10 February.  
That will all be done.   

Hon Simon O’Brien wanted to talk about the budget.  I am more than happy to talk about the state of the budget 
that the former Government left this Government.  I am sure that Hon Nick Griffiths will tell us lots about the 
appalling state of the budget that was left for this Government.  Members opposite were in complete denial about 
the state of that budget during the election campaign; the continued denials of members opposite probably cost 
them the election.  If we did nothing for the next two years, if we sat on our backsides - like members opposite 
did for the past four years - the budget would be in deficit and that would put the State’s AAA credit rating at 
grave risk.  I am sure that the Minister Assisting the Treasurer will correct me if I am wrong.  However, this 
Labor Government will make sure it brings the budget under control and that it meets its election commitments.  
They are two very important goals that members opposite forgot to achieve.  The reason the Labor Party is now 
on this side and the members of the previous coalition Government are on that side is very clear. 

Motion lapsed, pursuant to standing orders. 

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 
Motion 

Resumed from 3 May. 

HON N.F. MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [4.30 pm]:  I am very pleased to be able 
to make a contribution to this debate.  It is some time since I have had this pleasure, although it was not one I 
aspired to have.  I assure the House that, unlike my immediate predecessor in this position, I will not take three 
days with my response. 

Hon Kim Chance:  We were relying on you! 

Hon N.F. MOORE:  Although I have already congratulated you on your election, Mr President, I do so again.  
The way in which you have managed your parliamentary career and your role as Chairman of Committees have 
given you a good background for the role of President.  I have no doubt you will be an excellent President, as 
have your two predecessors who have occupied the role during my time.  

I am delighted, Mr President, that you are wearing the gown and have not gone totally into civvies.  Hon Clive 
Griffiths wore the full regalia, but Hon George Cash got rid of the wig.   

I congratulate also Hon George Cash on his election to Chairman of Committees.  He was an excellent President 
and I have no doubt that he will carry out the duties of Chairman of Committees in a similar way.  

I congratulate also the Labor Party on its election win.  It achieved what most people believed was unachievable.  
The number of seats held by the Labor Party has increased significantly as a result of the election.  It deserves to 
be congratulated on achieving that victory.  I will refer to some of the detail later.  

I congratulate also Hon Kim Chance on his election to Leader of the House.  I have no doubt he and I will work 
well together.  I was not so sure I would be able to work well with the person I thought might have been elected 
to the position of Leader of the House, but that is another story for another day. 

Hon Kim Chance interjected. 

Hon N.F. MOORE:  I agree; that occurred every second day.  The other days were the problem.  I congratulate 
Hon Nick Griffiths and Hon Tom Stephens on their elevation to the ministry.  I have no doubt they will be good 
ministers and will work hard in their portfolios.  I congratulate the parliamentary secretaries, Hon Graham 
Giffard, Hon Ken Travers and Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich, on their promotion.  I was hoping the promotion of Hon 
Ljiljanna Ravlich would mean that we would hear less from her.  However, I suspect that after today that will not 
be the case. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  You love it. 

Hon N.F. MOORE:  I suspect the member is right.  I remembered how hard we worked to get here; then I heard 
all those interjections again and I thought perhaps I had made a mistake! 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  I am the reason you are not leaving!  

Hon N.F. MOORE:  Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich is right. 

Hon Ken Travers:  He is blushing. 

Hon N.F. MOORE:  I am blushing; I cannot believe it.   
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I congratulate the new members who have been elected to the Chamber.  They know who they are, so I will not 
mention their names.  The election has caused a significant turnover of members in this Chamber.  I hope the 
new members find this Chamber to their liking.  I mentioned the other day that members often come here 
thinking they would like to see this place closed down or that it is irrelevant or acts only as a rubber stamp.  
However, I guess it has changed recently.  Most members who come here thoroughly enjoy their time in this 
Chamber and get great satisfaction from being here.  I have no doubt that will apply to all members here today.  
Congratulations also to all the former members who have been re-elected.  We look forward to the next four 
years of hard work and hard debate in the spirit we have come to expect in this Chamber.  It is different from the 
Assembly, which is a good thing.  If we can maintain decorum and respect for one another we will achieve good 
things in this Chamber in the next four years.  

Mr President, I must say that the opening day was the most disorganised opening day I have seen in the 24 years 
I have been a member of the Legislative Council.  I do not want to be highly critical, because these things 
happen when we try to do things differently.  On this occasion the Government decided to have a different, low-
key opening.  It did not have a military procession, nor did it invite people into the Chamber.  However, it grew 
and an Aboriginal dance group performed at the front of the Parliament and Ken Colbung welcomed the 
Governor.  About 10 people were crammed into a tiny little area at the front of Parliament House, which created 
an absolute shambles.  I hope that next time the Government does something different, bearing in mind the 
traditional opening has occurred for as long as I can recall and has run like clockwork, it will be organised so 
that everybody knows where they are supposed to be and what they are supposed to do.  When a new Parliament 
is opened it is important that members be allowed to invite guests, unlike the case at the opening of this 
Parliament.  

Although I have already congratulated the Labor Party on winning this election with a significant increase in 
seats in the Legislative Assembly, I note that the swing to the Labor Party was only 1.4 per cent.  It is 
extraordinary for a party’s seat count to increase from minus 11 to plus 11 with a 1.4 per cent swing.  I 
acknowledge that the electors decisively voted out the coalition.  However, they did not vote in the Labor Party; 
they voted for various other parties, which, by virtue of the way the preferences ran, saw the Labor Party win 
many seats it would not otherwise have won.  The Labor Party may feel good being in government.  I know how 
members feel because I have been there and done that. 

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  It beats the alternative. 

Hon N.F. MOORE:  It is vastly better.  The Labor Party should not think that 34 per cent, or whatever the 
percentage was, is a mandate to do everything it wants.  The people did not vote overwhelmingly for the Labor 
Party; they voted overwhelmingly against the coalition, which message we must take on board.  It is important 
the Labor Party understands that as well as I do.  

It was an interesting election and the preferences of Greens and One Nation had a significant impact on the 
result, although some of the analyses I have read suggest that the One Nation preferences were the reason the 
coalition is not the Government.  Other people have suggested the Greens (WA) preferences put the Labor Party 
into office.  I do not know the facts about that, because people make judgments on election results and it is often 
difficult to know who is correct.  The major parties did not do well with their primary votes and the Labor Party 
got in with the support of preferences from the minor parties.  That led to a very dramatic increase in the Labor 
Party’s membership in the Assembly, where it gained only a 1.4 per cent swing in the primary vote. 

I notice that 10 female members are in this Chamber.  That is a third of the number of members, which I think is 
the Labor Party’s quota.  Compared with the way this Chamber has changed over the years, that is a significant 
change.  Ten women members in this Chamber is a vastly better reflection of the way the community thinks than 
it has in the past.  It was a gentleman’s club in what some would call the “good old days” but it has changed 
forever.  I welcome those 10 women members, who will add a special dimension to the way the House 
contemplates its legislation and business.  Although Hon Kay Hallahan was a minister in this place in the 
previous Labor Government, this Government has not yet appointed a female minister in this place.  I am a bit 
sad Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich is not a minister. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  You are not as sad as I am. 

Hon N.F. MOORE:  I suspect that, based on the way ministers are required to work in the House, we would have 
heard much less from her.  Although she obviously does not have the numbers, perhaps when things change she 
will be sitting in one of the three front seats.  We also have the Greens (WA), who have the balance of power.  I 
doubt whether some Greens candidates would have had their deposits returned if their primary votes had been 
the relevant measure.  Our system allowed parties that gained 0.2 of a quota to have five members elected in five 
different electorates.  It makes one wonder about the system. 
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Hon N.D. Griffiths:  That didn’t happen in the East Metropolitan Region.   

Hon N.F. MOORE:  No, it did not.  Our electoral system has given us the make-up of this Chamber and some 
members’ primary vote was almost negligible.  That must be looked at very carefully.   

As members may know, the Liberal Party is contemplating challenging the result in the Mining and Pastoral 
Region.  The member concerned is Hon Robin Chapple.  I told him earlier today that the principle is, “Last in, 
first out.”  Given that he was the last member to be sworn in, I hope he will be first out after the Court of 
Disputed Returns has deliberated on this matter.  

Hon Greg Smith referred to the very complicated vote counting system for the Legislative Council in his 
valedictory address - which I hope will prove to be premature.  Votes in the Mining and Pastoral Region went to 
many different parties and that gave a distorted result.  The Opposition believes that the counting method used in 
that electorate was not correct and that Hon Greg Smith should have been elected.  Members on this side have 
suggested that the Government should pay for this challenge.  Undoubtedly members opposite will ask why they 
should do anything to help the Opposition.  However, the issue in this case is not whether someone has done 
something improper or illegal, but obtaining a determination about how votes should be counted.  Having 
considered legal and mathematical advice, I believe that confusion exists about the proper counting method.  I do 
not know whether the Act or its interpretation is incorrect, and I may be wrong on both counts.  However, it 
would be appropriate for the Government to fund the challenge so that we know once and for all.  As it stands, a 
member has been left with the task of funding a challenge in the Court of Disputed Returns to clarify the 
situation in respect of vote counting for members of this Chamber.  In all sincerity, I ask the Government to 
contemplate the issue from that point of view.  It should not simply say that it will not give the Liberals a free 
kick; it should do what must be done to establish whether the votes are being counted properly.   

In our role as the Opposition, members on this side will do whatever they can to ensure that the Government 
delivers on the many promises it made during the election campaign.  Those promises were extensive and 
expensive.  Hon Simon O’Brien has already referred to the Treasury estimate of $1.4 billion -  

Hon Simon O’Brien:  It was $1.2 billion.   

Hon N.F. MOORE:  The Opposition rounded off the figure to $1 billion during the election campaign.  The 
Government has made very significant promises to the electorate, and it is our job to ensure it delivers.  We 
should also ensure that it does not send the State back into the depths of despair we experienced the last time 
members opposite were in government.  In addition, we must ensure that the Government is accountable, and we 
will take that responsibility very seriously.  It will be our job to ensure that the Government does what it said it 
would do.   

A number of promises were made relating to my electorate, and I will watch closely to see what happens.  The 
Government promised to spend $100 million during its first term to build a bitumen road from Karratha to Tom 
Price.  In fact, the new Speaker said that if that did not happen he would resign or not stand again.  He may have 
said that because he does not intend to stand again anyway and it looked and sounded good on television.   

Main Roads WA has estimated that it will cost $244 million to build the road, but the Government has promised 
only $100 million.  I am not sure how it will deliver - will it be half a road, half bitumen and half gravel, one 
lane instead of two lanes, or will there be no bridges?  Members on this side look forward with interest to see 
how the $100 million will achieve a $244 million road from Karratha to Tom Price.  The Government also 
promised $1 million for a swimming pool at Dampier.  No-one asked for one and the local authority does not 
know who will run and maintain it.  The Government has also promised another 11 staff members in the 
Department of Minerals and Energy office at Kalgoorlie to deal with native title issues.  Members opposite have 
been in power for just over 100 days and not one extra staff member has been appointed to that office.  Given 
that we now have this wonderful new relationship regarding native title issues, the Government will say that the 
department does not need any more people.  Members on this side will await the fulfilment of that promise.  If it 
is honoured, it will be a waste of money, because the problem is not the number of staff but the State’s 
legislation and native title system.   

The Government also promised $1.3 million for the construction of a seawall at Onslow.  I look forward to the 
completion of that project because it is sorely needed.  Apparently Ningaloo is to be put on the World Heritage 
List, and I also look forward to that.  However, it is pity that government members did not talk to anyone about 
the listing.  If they had been around when the Commonwealth Government was putting Shark Bay on the list and 
if they had attended the public meeting dealing with the issue at Denham, they would know that 300 people 
opposed the move and three supported it.  There is not a lot of enthusiasm for World Heritage listing, particularly 
because it means the Commonwealth Government takes control of an area and does not contribute any money.  
The Government has promised $15 million for the construction of a hospital at Derby.  Hon Greg Smith 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Tuesday, 22 May 2001] 

 p216b-227a 
South West Metropolitan Railway; Urgency Motion; President; Hon Barbara Scott; Hon Jim Scott; Hon Simon 

O'Brien; Hon Graham Giffard; Hon Ken Travers; Hon Norman Moore 

 [11] 

mentioned the tidal power project in his valedictory speech.  Can the Government get out of the contract and will 
it?  Will a tidal power station be built and, if so, how much will it cost?  These are important issues and we on 
this side look forward to hearing announcements about them.   

The Government referred to a $75 million regional investment fund that will be available to local communities in 
regional Western Australia.  Again, opposition members look forward to that money being made available.  Hon 
Tom Stephens, Minister for Housing, stated at a meeting in Broome that he supported the principle of returning 
royalties to the regions from which they were collected.  In other words, if Dampier and Karratha pay 
$500 million a year in royalties for iron ore and so on, we should send back a good proportion of that money to 
those communities.  I have always argued that royalties are taxes and, like other taxes, they should go into the 
pot and be distributed on the basis of need across the State.  My view has not been electorally popular, but I 
firmly believe that we cannot follow any other path.  If we were to return that revenue to those communities, half 
the State would have no money.  That money is such a significant part of our budget that that cannot be done.  
Hon Tom Stephens’ view is very populist.  That term was used by a former member of the Labor Party during 
the election campaign when describing his former leader.  I will illustrate the appropriateness of that description.  
I want to know whether the Labor Government intends to return royalties to the region from which they were 
collected or whether the member is talking through his hat, as he is wont to do when visiting his electorate.   

The most significant Labor Party campaign promise relates to fixing up the health system.  It is fantastic that 
since the election, no longer is there a daily article in The West Australian about the health crisis.  We had that 
day after day leading up to the election.  The average voter could have been forgiven for believing that the 
Western Australian health system was completely broken down when we all knew that the system was good.  
The day after the election, the new minister said that the system was good. 

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  It is now.   

Hon N.F. MOORE:  It has not changed one bit.  This Government has not provided any extra funding.  The only 
improvement is that The West Australian no longer runs articles about the health crisis every day.  We also do 
not have ambulance bypasses on a daily basis.  That is a tremendous achievement by the Government!  Not one 
extra cent has gone into the health system since the election; yet, we do not have ambulance bypasses.  I am 
beginning to wonder whether those ambulance bypasses were organised deliberately to ensure that the then 
Government got bad coverage.  Why else would there be a change in this, or perhaps ambulance bypasses are 
taking place but we just do not hear about them anymore?  I say to the media, which ran that health crisis story 
for about two years, that it should have a look at it because it is still there.  Nothing has changed.  The same 
things that happened then are happening now.  The Government made a big play of this and got a lot of votes 
because it was going to fix the health system, which it told everyone was in disarray and was totally ruined.  It is 
a very difficult business to fix.  It is a very expensive system to run, and health care will be a serious problem for 
this nation unless we get our policies right and work out what is fair and reasonable.  Health care will be a 
millstone around this Government’s neck - as it is for every other Government in Australia - because the 
Government cannot turn it around as it said it would.  The good thing is that, since the election, it has not had 
that media coverage day after day.  Maybe people will start to have some confidence in the health system again, 
because they are not constantly reading about the things that are going wrong.   

We have just reached the end of the first 100 days of office for this Government, and those who could afford it 
paid $1 000 to attend a dinner and listen to the Premier talk about those first 100 days.  I thought a speech on the 
achievements of this Government in its first 100 days in office would have been the shortest speech in history.  It 
is a bit unusual for people to pay $1 000 to hear about that.  This is the party that supposedly represents the 
workers; it is the workers party.  How many of those workers paid $1 000 to hear the Premier tell them how 
good the Government has been? 
Hon Peter Foss:  It is the champagne socialist party.   
Hon N.F. MOORE:  Champagne or chardonnay; whatever we like.  We have a few chardonnay socialists around. 
Hon Kim Chance:  It is a party for all Western Australians.   
Hon N.F. MOORE:  So all Western Australians could go along provided they paid $1 000?  It sets a very nasty 
precedent; that is, if a person wants to meet a minister and hear the Premier talk, it will cost that person $1 000.  I 
have heard on the grapevine that some companies with which former members of the Labor Party are now 
involved are lobbying companies.  They will start to become the preferred lobbyists as far as government 
ministers are concerned.  People who want to meet a minister will go to one of these companies, and if they 
succeed in getting the minister to agree with what they want, the company will take a success fee.  I am told that 
already happens in Queensland. 
Hon N.D. Griffiths:  That is absolute rubbish! 
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Hon N.F. MOORE:  I sure hope it is, because a very serious rumour is going around about it. 
Hon N.D. Griffiths:  Former members of the Liberal Party are lobbyists and are very respected lobbyists.   

Hon N.F. MOORE:  That is exactly right.  However, I am saying that lobbyists who came to see me as a minister 
never received success fees.  They made an appointment to see me, like everybody else, and could do so any 
time they liked.  I used to ask people why they were using lobbyists.  I told them that they should just come and 
see me anyway.  They did not need to pay a fee to a lobbyist to talk to a minister.  If that is the only way they can 
get an appointment, there is something wrong.  The rumour is that the new Government may have its favoured 
lobby companies, which will get a fee for their successes.  
Hon N.D. Griffiths:  What is the basis for that assertion? 
Hon N.F. MOORE:  The member knows how rumours go around.  I have been told that people cannot even get 
to see some of the backbench members.  Someone who tried to see the member for Geraldton had to queue for 
three months.  
Hon N.D. Griffiths:  That is not right.  
Hon Kim Chance:  I have met more than 350 individuals and groups in the time I have been a minister.  
Hon N.F. MOORE:  I have no doubt that Hon Kim Chance has.  

Hon Kim Chance:  Not a single one of those was a professional lobbyist. 

Hon N.F. MOORE:  I suspect that he is one of the ministers who is organised.  He is an organised person; he is 
in control of what he is doing.   

Hon Kim Chance:  I am the most disorganised person I know. 

Hon N.F. MOORE:  He seems to be organised.  There is a view that the Leader of the House is on top of his 
portfolio if that is what is going on.  I would expect that from him, but he is one of a small number in Cabinet.  
The view in the community now is that the situation is totally chaotic.  The State has gone from being a State of 
excitement to a State of confusion.  The ministers do not make decisions, they do not answer correspondence and 
they are not seeing people.  This is what people are telling the Liberal Party in very large numbers in very loud 
voices.   

Every time the Labor Party gets into government, it starts to give the public service the willies.  Now it wants to 
sack half the public servants.  Last time it got into office it took away 10 per cent of their salaries, and some of 
them still hate the Labor Party for that.  Every time it gets into government it gets stuck into the public service.  I 
do not know why it does that because traditionally public servants voted Labor, but they do not know whether 
they are coming or going.  The Government is holding an inquiry into the machinery of government and 
everybody is sitting on the edge of their seats wondering who will go next.  I will talk about that a bit more.   

In the first 100 days of this Government’s term, there was also the little indiscretion by the Minister for Planning 
and Infrastructure, Alannah MacTiernan.  I thought the Press was a bit rough on her.  People can get caught for 
these sorts of infringements.  I do not think it is a hanging offence.  It was the aftermath that caused the problem; 
that is, first, she did not tell anybody anything and tried to keep things quiet.  I can understand people doing that; 
however, when they get caught out, they must wear it.  The Premier tried to fob it off.  The worst part of it is the 
way the Government has rearranged the transport portfolio.  Nobody knows who is in charge of what.  I do not 
think even the ministers know who is in charge of what.  There is total chaos as a result of a member driving her 
car too fast.  If government members thought what she did was not so terrible, they should have left her where 
she was and at least retained a sensible system of administration under which ministers knew what they were 
supposed to be doing in a very important part of the Government’s activities.  This crazy allocation of transport 
responsibilities has been brought about by a silly overreaction by the Premier.  Most people do not agree with me 
on this issue; they think that Hon Alannah MacTiernan should have been sacked, and maybe that should have 
happened.  It is the populist reaction in which the Premier jumps 100 miles an hour the moment the chilly winds 
of the media blow around his neck.   

We have also seen strikes in the first 100 days.  I thought they would be a thing of the past with a Labor 
Government.  I did not think bus drivers or nurses would go on strike.  I thought a Labor Government would 
avoid those sorts of things.  We are told all the time that the Labor Party has a special relationship with the 
unions and the working people of Western Australia.  However, what happened in the first 100 days?  Serious 
strikes took place and the Government sat back almost paralysed, not knowing what to do.  On top of that is this 
wonderful situation in the industrial world in which no ticket, no start is now back in vogue, and Kevin Reynolds 
and his mates are running around frightening the hell out of everybody.  Yet, the minister sits back like Nero, 
does nothing about it, and says, “Perhaps I should tell somebody to tell them to stop doing it.”  The task force, a 
group with some power and respectability in the system, has been removed.  Now we are back to the bad old 
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industrial relations days.  The irony is that the Labor Party is in government.  During the coalition’s term in 
office, the level of strikes and industrial disputation was minimal; it was hardly an issue.   

Now we hear the Treasurer and the Premier going on about the previous Government blowing all the money and 
leaving a big black hole.  That is what every Government says.  It has become quite boring.  Every time a party 
is elected to govern, it is traditional for it to say on its first day that all the money has gone, there is no money 
left in the budget, the State is in a terrible shape and, therefore, it must either charge this or slash that.  
Eventually we believe it.  The problem is that the Government has committed to so much expenditure - the 
figure of $1.2 billion is the Under Treasurer’s assessment - at a time when there is no great big pot of gold in the 
kitty.  Jeff Kennett left a heap of money, thinking he would be around for the next term to spend it, and Premier 
Bracks inherited a big heap of money in the kitty, but he blew that in the first budget.  However, we did not leave 
the current Government a big kitty full of money; we spent every cent there was to spend. 

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  You were the highest spending Government in history.  

Hon N.F. MOORE:  That is exactly right.  Yet, every day in this Chamber members opposite told us that we 
were not spending enough.  In every urgency motion and speech we were told that we were not spending 
enough.  The Labor Party cannot have it both ways.   

One of the fascinating things about the next four years will be to see how the Labor Government can afford to 
pay for its significant election promises within the budgetary constraints of Western Australia.  We will be 
looking at that very carefully to make sure that the Labor Government delivers what it said it would deliver.  We 
will also do our best to make sure that it does not take us down the path of losing our AAA credit rating, which 
the Australian Labor Party did last time it formed the Government. 

[Continued on page 235.] 
 


