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PUBLIC TRANSPORT AUTHORITY BILL 2003 
Third Reading 

MS A.J. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [12.37 pm]:  I move - 

That the Bill be now read a third time. 

MS K. HODSON-THOMAS (Carine) [12.37 pm]:  I do not intend to delay the House for long but I would like 
to make some comments.  As I said in my second reading contribution, the impetus of the Bill came about as a 
result of the Machinery of Government Taskforce.  Under its report “Government Structures for Better Results” 
it was intended that a new authority be established to ensure that this authority would provide for the better 
provision of public transport services.  Western Australian Government Railways, Transperth and school bus 
operators would come under this consolidated passenger transit authority. 

The Opposition certainly supports public transport provision, particularly for rural and regional areas as well as 
metropolitan areas.  I state that yet again because it is often said in this place that the Opposition does not 
support public transport.  It has been said that the Opposition does not support the south west metropolitan 
railway.  That is not the case at all; we certainly support the south west metropolitan railway construction.  Our 
concern has been the two-year delay.  I place that on record.  We on this side support rail.  We would have 
preferred the rail services to be delivered to Mandurah by 2005 instead of 2007.  As I stated during my second 
reading contribution, I have some concerns about the new authority and whether it will prove to be cost 
effective.  I am concerned that it is perhaps nothing more than window-dressing.  Time obviously will tell if that 
is the case.   

I am very supportive of the minister’s endeavours to provide better security services for bus services in the 
metropolitan area.  A number of incidents with our buses - for example, rocks being thrown, graffiti and the like 
- have given rise to some concern.  That is a concern to every one of us in this place.  I am pleased that the Bill 
provides for security personnel to board Transperth buses as well.  I will be interested to know whether over time 
there will be an increase in security personnel, how their new training will progress and whether we can limit the 
number of incidents that occur in some of the hot spots in the metropolitan area.  The safety of commuters as 
well as bus drivers should be an imperative for us all.  I place on record my support for the minister’s endeavours 
in this regard, which are supported, I believe, in a bipartisan manner by all members on this side of the House. 

The issue of school bus operators is a great concern I raised in the second reading debate, when the minister and 
I had some dialogue on the issue.  I hope that shortly we will be able to lock away the contracts with school bus 
operators so they have some certainty about their future.  I also hope we will lock away the composite rate for 
the school bus operators.  We had a disagreement about what that composite rate should be, and I hope the 
minister will endeavour to rectify that matter as soon as possible so the new authority can resolve it in a speedy 
manner. 

The Opposition takes great interest in the authority’s operational plan.  I imagine that the first operational plan 
will be created in the first 12 months of operation.  Is it proposed it will be in place as the authority starts? 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  No.  Once it is up and running, they will need to prepare the operational plan. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Will it take some months? 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Yes.  I would think so.  Quite a bit of organisational change is involved.  During a period 
of transition, there is always some diversion of managerial energy.  I would be happy to have the statement 
towards the end of the year. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I thank the minister for those comments. 

As I stated previously in consideration in detail, I have concerns about the searching of persons under clause 62 
of the Bill.  I am concerned that a person could be asked to search someone.  A young woman might be required 
to search a young female who security personnel believe has offended in some manner.  I have some concerns 
about the protection of people required to make a search.  I recommend that every endeavour be made to ensure 
the search is undertaken by an official - a security officer or police officer - of the same gender. 

When discussing the seizure of property during consideration in detail, the minister indicated she would be 
happy for a receipt to be issued for that property.  I did not move an amendment in that regard, and I will take up 
the issue with my colleague in the other House to place a suitable amendment in the Bill.  I seek an undertaking 
from the minister in that regard. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  We’ll certainly look at it. 
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Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I thank the minister for her reassuring remarks.  I do no intend to prolong 
discussion in any detail.  I have some reservation about the new authority; I hope it is not just window-dressing.  
Members should be open-minded, particularly in relation to the provision of public transport for the community.  
I look forward to seeing the authority work smoothly. 

I also raised some smart card technology issues in earlier debate, and the minister undertook to make some 
comments in that regard at the third reading stage.  

I also have grave concerns as opposition spokesperson that the finances of the authority may not be thoroughly 
scrutinised during the estimates committee process, particularly in light of the construction of the south west 
metropolitan railway.  The minister has given me all the assurances during consideration in detail stage, but I am 
still not convinced that suitable scrutiny will occur.  Obviously, it will not happen during the next estimates 
period, but it certainly will be of interest for the forthcoming financial year.  That scrutiny would be of great 
assistance. 

MR R.A. AINSWORTH (Roe) [12.46 pm]:  During the second reading debate, I raised a number of points 
regarding the tabling in Parliament of not only the operational plan but also, on a quarterly basis, the financial 
details of the borrowings required for the Perth-Mandurah rail link.  I acknowledge that the minister corrected an 
answer she provided to me regarding how those amounts would be presented quarterly in the Government 
Gazette.  I was not present in the House last night when the minister clarified that matter, but she took me aside 
to explain that the information given was not correct.  A global recording is made of Treasury borrowings, as 
opposed to reference to individual items within departments and the like.   

That situation reinforces my point raised in the second reading debate; that is, transparency is required given the 
size of the borrowings and the public interest in this project.  This tabling of information should be over and 
above the annual reporting in budget estimates to which the member for Carine referred a moment ago.  I do not 
question that those figures will be available in some format at that time.  However, as this is such a large and 
important infrastructure development in the minds of members of this House and the general public, it would be 
useful if that borrowings register were tabled every quarter in Parliament.  That would help everyone to keep 
track of what is involved in this large infrastructure project.  As I said in the second reading debate, it also fits 
neatly with the Government’s own stated objective of being an open and accountable Government.  Providing 
quarterly financial reports would fit such a philosophy.  The National Party will move an amendment to ensure 
that the borrowings register is tabled every three months in Parliament.  It is important that the amendment, to be 
introduced in another place, be made part of the Bill.  I mentioned earlier the tabling in Parliament of the 
operational plan on an annual basis.  I do not know whether that aspect was dealt with in the House last night 
when I was not present in the final stages of the consideration in detail, but it is very important that a major 
project with great public interest should be open and accountable. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Are you talking about the Public Transport Authority or the new metro rail project? 

Mr R.A. AINSWORTH:  I refer to the Mandurah rail project in relation to tabling both the quarterly statements 
and the operational plan.  Those are the two key issues at the third reading stage.  A lot of other issues need to be 
dealt with in this legislation, but they will be dealt with by my colleague in the other place. 

MR A.D. MARSHALL (Dawesville) [12.49 pm]:  I will speak briefly on the Bill.  Anything that can be done to 
improve transport in Western Australia must be tried.  The purpose of the Bill is to establish the Public Transport 
Authority as a state agency responsible for providing public transport services throughout Western Australia.  
Western Australian Government Railways, Transperth and the school bus section of the Department for Planning 
and Infrastructure will be brought together in a consolidated passenger transit agency.  If that can be done for the 
betterment of the State’s transport, I will be very happy.   

This Government has overlooked the growth of the city of Mandurah over the past two years.  Mandurah is 
arguably the fastest growing regional city in Western Australia.  Unfortunately, people in Mandurah feel 
isolated.  The growth of the city was recognised by the previous coalition Government.  Extra buses were added 
in 1996.  They comprised the first two double-decker Mercedes-Benz buses to be put on public routes in this 
State.  An additional five buses were added for morning transits to Perth for people who work in the 
metropolitan area.  Since then, the situation has not improved.  However, the population growth has increased 
over the past two years. I travel three days a week from Mandurah to Parliament.  Because the Parliament starts 
at nine o’clock on Thursdays, I have to leave Mandurah at 6.30 am.  At that time of the morning, the traffic is 
almost bumper-to-bumper.  It is very noticeable in winter.  All a person can see in front of him is a chain of red 
lights in the dark of the morning.  One then realises how many people travel from Mandurah to Perth for work 
each day.  We need more buses and trains travelling between Mandurah and Perth.  The train service has been 
the subject of great expectancy.  Originally, it was a political decision to try to win votes.  In 1993, the then 
Labor Government moved to establish a train service.  In 1996, the then coalition Government said there would 
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be a train service.  In 2000, it was mooted by the coalition Government that a train route would be established 
via Kenwick.  It expected to finish building the rail line by 2005.  Unfortunately, the coalition Government lost 
power and the new Government has changed the plans.  The rail line is supposed to be finished by 2008.  I 
believe it will be 2010.  That has disappointed a lot of people in Mandurah.  It means that many more vehicles 
will be driven into Perth each day.  That is something we should try to prevent.  The decision has been very 
costly to the businesses of Mandurah.  The delay has cost local businesses hundreds of thousands of dollars.  An 
additional 32 restaurants have been established in Mandurah over the past few years in anticipation of extra 
tourists and daytrippers being brought to the city by the train service.  Some of the restaurants are struggling and 
will continue to do so until the rail service is established.  I hope that the businesses can hang on for another five 
or six years. 

Mandurah is the fastest growing city in regional Western Australia, yet it is only an hour’s drive from Perth.  
Despite that, a person cannot get a bus back to Mandurah at night on weekends.  The last direct service from 
Perth to Mandurah leaves at 6.00 pm on weekdays and 5.15 pm on weekends and public holidays.  That is 
absolutely disgraceful.  The last service from Perth to Mandurah, with a changeover in Rockingham, leaves at 
7.23 pm on weekdays and 7.12 pm on weekends and public holidays.  We are supposed to be living in a modern 
society.  Last weekend, the Dockers played a night game; it started at 5.40 pm and finished around 9.00 pm.  
How are people supposed to get home?  It is easy enough for people to get there, but how do they get back?  
Mandurah has the highest rate of youth unemployment in Western Australia.  Many of the youngsters are edgy; 
they want to go places.  Many would like to save up to visit a nightclub in Perth.  How do they get home?  If 
they want to visit a different cinema or do whatever youth want to do to get away from little Mandurah to expand 
their ideas, what are they supposed to do?  They might meet someone in a nightclub who can tell them how to 
get a job.  How do they get home?  What about people who want to visit Perth for a show, to see friends, to go to 
the casino or to visit someone in hospital who has just had a baby?  How do they get home?  What about people 
who work in Perth and are eligible for paid overtime if they stay back?  If they work overtime, how do they get 
home?  We have a modern society but a transport situation that isolates Mandurah from the rest of the 
metropolitan area as soon as the curfew of 6.00 pm arrives.  It is almost like being in Iraq!  Something must be 
done to improve the transport system to bring Mandurah into the picture.  The Government must recognise the 
huge growth in the area; it has not done so over the past two years.  It has taken resources from the city but it has 
not put anything back.  On this occasion, it has a chance to redeem itself.  I hope this legislation will improve the 
situation and something will come to Mandurah at last. 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah) [12.56 pm]:  I am grateful for the opportunity to speak on this Bill, 
which is a very important initiative by the Gallop Labor Government.  I listened with great interest to the 
member for Dawesville and his comments on the transport issues that affect the people of Mandurah.  I agree 
with him on some points but it is important I highlight to the House and the member some facts.   

I will paint a picture.  The Transperth bus services from Mandurah to Perth are predominantly route No 107 to 
the centre of Perth and route No 168, which goes through Rockingham to Fremantle.  Over two years ago when 
the previous Government was in power there were a number of things that people could not do.  Pensioners and 
concession card holders were not able to use their concessions before 8.30 am.  The Gallop Labor Government 
made a promise during the election campaign to ensure that concession card holders could use their concessions 
before that time.  The reform was introduced very rapidly; it was one of the first things this Government did.  
Mandurah has four internal bus services.  They service Dawesville to the south; Greenfields and Coodanup to the 
east; and central Mandurah.  When the member for Dawesville’s Government was in power, there was an 
average of only two services a day in those four areas.  In other words, if a person lived in Greenfields, 
Coodanup or Dawesville, he could get only one bus into town in the morning and one back in the afternoon.  
They were the only services.  The introduction of improved services, which took place when this Government 
came to power, began in April 2001 when the services on the four routes were increased by up to 10 a day.  I 
agree, it is not enough.  Let us look at what happened when the member for Dawesville was in government.  The 
four routes had only two services a day.  Is that correct, member for Dawesville?  The member did not read to 
the House the 1999 or 2000 timetables for the four services when he was in government.  He conveniently 
decided to forget about them.  When the member says things it is important that he tells the truth and sticks to the 
facts.  The services were improved in April 2001.  We must ensure that the services are improved all the time.   

The Mandurah bus station, which is scheduled to open in July this year, is an important service for which I have 
been pushing very strongly for the people of Meadow Springs.  Meadow Springs, which is north of the city of 
Mandurah, has a rapidly growing population of young families and people who have moved there in the past 
couple of years.  Its growth extends into the new so-called Springs area of Meadow Springs.  Developments 
between San Remo and Madora are rapidly expanding.  Not only are younger families settling in the Meadow 
Springs area but also one of the biggest retirement villages run by the Royal Australian Air Force Association, 
known as the RAAFA Estate, was established four or five years ago.  It has rapidly grown to house more than 
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600 people and has become a central part of the Meadow Springs area of Mandurah.  The population in Meadow 
Springs has ballooned over the past couple of years.  The local community, particularly the Meadow Springs 
Community Association, of which Mr Les Hoft is president and which has been established in the past couple of 
years, has been doing great work lobbying for better services and to ensure that I as their local member, the 
Department of Main Roads and Transperth are aware of problems in that northern part of Mandurah.  

Transport is important.  I am pleased that when the bus station opens in July one of the new routes being 
formalised will provide a better service in the Meadow Springs precinct.  It will allow people who live in that 
area to access a bus service that will take them to a bus station and connect with other services.  The Peel 
education campus - the campus collocated with TAFE, Murdoch University and Mandurah Senior College - is in 
that section of Mandurah.  That is the most critical location for education.  This new proposed service will allow 
students and other people to access TAFE and the new university facilities when they are constructed and 
operational.   

The importance of the rail line to the people of Mandurah and the people of the southern metropolitan corridor 
cannot be underestimated.  There is no doubt that the direct rail link - I emphasise direct rail link, because the 
member for Dawesville conveniently forgets that his party wanted the line to deviate to Kenwick rather than run 
along the freeway - has been overwhelmingly accepted in the city of Mandurah.  The people of Mandurah see 
the direct route as the most sensible route that will best service their needs.  The other point that people forget is 
that it will allow two-way travel to Perth, the northern extension and the rail networks within the metropolitan 
area.  It will enable the people of Mandurah to access a range of services and facilities such as further education 
opportunities and recreation.  They will be able to take the train to their major sporting events, whether they are 
held at Subiaco Oval or the Western Australian Cricket Association ground.  They will be able to access them 
quickly and efficiently without deviating to Kenwick, which route would not service their needs.  

Mr A.D. Marshall interjected. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN:  The member for Dawesville should remind himself that the people of Mandurah 
understand the importance of the direct route and how it will best service their needs.  It will also create two-way 
transport opportunities so that people in Perth, in the wider metropolitan area, Rockingham, Cockburn and other 
southern metropolitan areas will be able to access Mandurah’s facilities.  We must have an integrated bus service 
so that when people visit from Perth and other parts of the line, such as the northern suburbs of Perth, they can 
access bus services that integrate with the rail system and ensure that they can enjoy the range of facilities and 
experiences that Mandurah and the wider Peel region have to offer.  That access is critical to the growth of the 
Peel region and to Mandurah city.  It is becoming a lifestyle region.  It is a place in which people choose to live 
for a range of reasons.  It offers a great lifestyle and opportunities for people.  I commend the minister for an 
excellent Bill.  I hope the member for Dawesville will start to tell the people of Mandurah the truth rather than 
peddle misinformation to them.   
MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [1.05 pm]:  I congratulate the minister for the proposed security arrangements 
provided for in the Bill.  I am told that the security officers who are now working on the trains will be able to 
change from trains to buses when problems arise.  That hits home in my area.  I can speak with some knowledge 
on the situation throughout the northern suburbs.  There have been enormous amounts of vandalism and 
antisocial behaviour, in particularly when bus drivers have been attacked by hooligans.  The new system to be 
implemented under this authority will improve the safety of people on buses but not on trains unless the overall 
number of safety officers is increased.  I hope the minister will advise in her response whether the overall 
number of security officers will be increased rather than this proposal amounting to only a transfer of security 
officers from one mode of transport to another.  It is important that they be able to move from a train to a bus to 
monitor antisocial problems that put at risk not only drivers’ lives but also passengers’ lives.  Many passengers 
who live in my electorate are reluctant to use trains or buses in the evenings because of incidents they have 
witnessed.  Some innocent parties have been attacked while they were doing nothing other than travelling on a 
train or a bus.  If it is the Government’s intention to increase security and enable security officers to transfer 
from a train to a bus at a moment’s notice, security will be improved overall.  However, the minister must 
confirm in her response whether the overall number of security personnel will be increased.  If that does not 
happen, the legislation will not work.  
During the final stage of consideration in detail last night the minister referred to some information she had 
given to, I think, the member for Merredin, who had asked about the borrowing register and the borrowing 
capacity of the new authority.  I think it was in relation to the existing Western Australian Government Railways 
and was regarding the borrowings that will be necessary for the Perth to Mandurah railway.  Given the massive 
amounts of money involved - members on this side of the House think the minister’s estimate is at least half a 
billion dollars out on the final cost - it is important for the integrity of that proposal that the finances be fully 
analysed and tabled in Parliament. 
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In the minister’s final comments last night - I am sure she will take great delight in correcting me if I am wrong - 
she said that there would not be a line item for borrowings for the Western Australian Government Railways, 
which is the main agency that has been dealing with the Perth to Mandurah railway.  If my memory serves me 
correctly, the minister said that borrowings would not be a budget item for transport but would come within the 
Treasurer’s portfolio area of global borrowings.  It is a pity that the Treasurer is not in the Chamber at the 
moment.  He could have advised us by way of interjection whether the Treasurer’s reports to Parliament would 
include a line item on the purpose of the borrowings.  For the integrity of the Government, I hope that this 
Parliament will be able to seriously scrutinise the content of borrowings.  I hope that a simple, whole-of-
government approach is not taken to borrowings for a project such as the Perth to Mandurah railway without any 
specific detail on what the money is to be used for.  This Parliament must have information on the overall cost of 
the railway.  The Parliament will have a problem if it is told only about the tender costs to be paid to the 
department by Treasury and is not told about the interest on the overall borrowings for that project.  If that 
happens, we will move back to the dark days of WA Inc when a great deal of borrowings took place that were 
basically camouflaged and the general public and this Parliament were unable to ascertain exactly where the 
borrowed money went.  I hope the minister in her response will answer that specific question from me because 
this is my biggest area of concern with the Bill.  There is nothing wrong with having the Public Transport 
Authority as the umbrella authority for rail, bus and school bus transport in Western Australia, provided that no 
massive increases in costs occur in running the authority.  There will continue to be separate departments of 
transport for rail, bus and school buses, but unless some savings are to be made, the minister must justify to 
Western Australians the benefit of having an umbrella authority.  I presume that there will be a new board and I 
am sure that it will comprise some of the minister’s old colleagues who have a tremendous knowledge of public 
transport and who will obviously do the Government’s bidding. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Ian Lawrence, Richard Lewis, Barry MacKinnon. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Megan Anwyl? 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  We are not hypocrites like you are.  We are not saying that there is not a role for these 
people. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Nor am I.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Yes, you are. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I have no problem with them if they have a specific talent or knowledge in a certain area. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I can assure you that you won’t be appointed to a board on that basis when you get back 
into government. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I talk to my wife about the minister and tell her what a lovely person she is some of the 
time.  My wife says to me, “Are you sure you mean that?” and I say, “Of course I do.  I always tell you the truth, 
darling.”  However, the minister then spoils that image by saying really nasty things to me.  I do not know why 
she does that because I never say nasty things to her.  She has quite upset me.  I am feeling very upset at the 
moment.  I will get my hanky out in a minute because I am getting very upset.  However, I will move on because 
I do not want to dwell on unpleasantness. 

In all seriousness, I want the minister to respond to the questions that I have asked her on the comments she 
made last night on borrowings.  Will there be a line item somewhere?  If there will be, and it is not under the 
minister’s portfolio area of the borrowings to fund the Perth to Mandurah rail, I want to know where the line 
item will be so that this Parliament and the public of Western Australia can see what the borrowings are for this 
specific item.  The Parliament and the public of Western Australia do not want to see a global figure that does 
not indicate specifically what the borrowings are for.  That is what happened back in the dark days of WA Inc.  
Some areas of this Government have gone back to those days, which is a great concern to members on this side 
of the House.  Perhaps the minister will answer also this question in her response - 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  If we can get around to doing it. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The minister will.  I would have been a lot quicker if she had not said nasty things to me.  
If she were nice to me, as I am nice to her, we would get through this matter much quicker and it would be a 
pleasant experience for both of us. 

Is the minister aware of any proposal to introduce the public-private partnership system, which I know Treasury 
has been considering, and will the PPP system be used in any way for any proposal, construction, purchase or 
borrowings under the Public Transport Authority Bill?  Will it be used for buses and, in particular, for the Perth 
to Mandurah rail line?  Will the PPP system be used anywhere along that line?  This Government appears in 
some way to be embracing the PPP system; for instance, will the PPP system be used to fund railway stations?  



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 9 April 2003] 

 p6475b-6482a 
Ms Alannah MacTiernan; Ms Katie Hodson-Thomas; Mr Ross Ainsworth; Mr Arthur Marshall; Mr David 

Templeman; Mr Rob Johnson; Mr Dan Barron-Sullivan 

 [6] 

Normally the PPP system is used to fund assets.  The PPP system has been used in the United Kingdom, which 
is where I think some members got the idea.  It does not work well in the UK and there are a lot of problems 
with it.  Treasury was not keen on the PPP system at one time when we were in government.  A proposition was 
put forward to me as the former Minister for Works and Services - in particular as the Minister for Works - to 
fund under that scheme all sorts of public buildings, such as hospitals, police stations and schools and I recall 
that Treasury was not keen on the idea.  Opinions change, of course, as do Governments.  I am concerned that 
such a change of opinion has occurred under the present Government and that it may be getting a more positive 
response from Treasury than I did when I was Minister for Works.  Will the minister in her response tell me 
whether the PPP system is being considered in any way, shape or form for any construction or purchase under 
this Bill? 

The minister is desperately looking for a standing order to try to shut me up.  I am speaking to the comments she 
made last night in the dying throes of the consideration in detail stage.  I ask the minister to respond truthfully, if 
this Government is to be open and accountable, so that members will be aware of the system she intends to use 
and how the Parliament can identify any borrowings under her portfolio. 

MR D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN (Mitchell - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [1.18 pm]:  I rise to set straight 
the record on some matters mentioned earlier by the member for Mandurah.  He appeared to claim quite 
blatantly that the current Government was responsible for expanding the bus program in his electorate.  It is my 
firm understanding that the program, in fact, was set in train under the previous Administration.  Indeed, the 
community in the city of Mandurah owe a debt to the member for Dawesville and the former member for 
Mandurah, who were instrumental in pushing for those changes and for a program that would cope with growth 
in that region.  It is a sad reflection on a member when he decides to politicise in this way a matter that relates to 
the provision of important local services.  Most members know that south Mandurah is the fastest growing area 
in the Peel region.  It is my understanding from what the member for Dawesville has told me that there is 
limited, if any, provision for the expansion of bus services into south Mandurah.  Personally speaking, that begs 
the question of why the Government is not addressing that dilemma, and whether it is prepared for an area 
covered by a Labor Party member to receive additional and improved services when another area covered by a 
Liberal Party member does not receive the same consideration.  I wanted to set that matter straight.   

There are a couple of other interesting transport planning matters that relate to Mandurah.  The first concerns the 
new bus terminus, again for which a number of people in the local community have pushed over time.  We are 
again indebted to the former member for Mandurah and the member for Dawesville for lobbying so hard to get 
that project up and running.  The current Government put back that project by two years.  It is not the only major 
transport infrastructure project in the Mandurah-Peel region that this Government has delayed.   

As has been pointed out in this Chamber a number of times, the rail project linking Perth to Mandurah has been 
delayed by at least two years by this Government, much to the detriment of residents in the Mandurah area.  I 
find it ironic that the member for Mandurah has decided to politicise this issue when he should realise that he is 
treading on very thin ground.  It is his Government that has put back the construction of the bus terminus by 
about two years and the rail program by at least two years.  The rail project to Mandurah has not only been put 
back by this Government by at least two years - we all know that it will be more than two years and that the 
project will not be completed until 2008 at the earliest - but also there has been a substantial blow-out in its cost.  
The shadow Minister for Planning and Infrastructure has identified at least $300 million in cost blow-outs 
associated with that project.  It is now apparent that the final figure will be much, much higher than that.  The 
irony is that the $300 million figure happens to be similar to the amount needed to build the Peel deviation.  Lo 
and behold, that is another transport infrastructure project that this Government has thrown onto the backburner.  
Again, largely due to the efforts of the member for Dawesville and the previous member for Mandurah, the 
previous Administration had set a target to get that project up and running by 2005, just as it had decided that the 
rail project should be on line in 2005 to carry passengers between Mandurah and Perth.  This Government has 
taken that project off the horizon.  I understand that there is not even a deadline now for the commencement of 
construction.   

The Government has taken three very important transport infrastructure programs off the agenda, much to the 
detriment of people living in the Mandurah-Peel region.  The irony is that at one stage in this Parliament the 
member for Mandurah had the opportunity to back the Peel deviation project and to indicate firmly that he 
wanted that project to be built on time and in accordance with the schedule set by the previous Government.  

Mr D.A. Templeman interjected.  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, member for Mandurah! 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Guess what?  He did not support that.  He went against the interests of his own 
community.  This is the problem with Labor Party members of Parliament.  They must toe the party line rather 
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than support important transport infrastructure projects of this kind.  I wanted to set the record straight and point 
out that it is a shame that the member for Mandurah has politicised this matter.  As he raised the issue, it is 
important to counter his comments by stressing that the current Government is not taking into account the 
growing needs of the south Mandurah area.  It is not necessarily adopting a fair approach to transport planning in 
the area.  This Labor Government has put back the construction of the new bus terminus by around two years.  It 
has delayed the rail project by at least two years, and it has absolutely no interest in getting the Peel deviation up 
and running by 2005, as was the target supported by the previous Government.   

MS A.J. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [1.25 pm]:  I do not normally 
allow myself to be diverted, but there is no-one in this place who is less capable of telling the truth than the 
member for Mitchell.  Each time I hear him, I think that he has plumbed new depths of hypocrisy and 
misrepresentation.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  And then he goes one step further.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Every time he outdoes himself.  He has achieved a personal best today in cant and 
hypocrisy.  The previous Government had done no work on the Peel deviation.  Its members are now pretending 
that it would, in some way, shape or form, have built this road by 2005, yet it had no plans and no money.  How 
did it plan to do it?  The member for Mitchell has gone.  We have got rid of him.  He is gone for a duck.   

Now that the member has departed crimson, we will get back to the real agenda, as the member for Carine wants 
us to do.  The member for Carine keeps saying that the Opposition is not quite sure that we really need to do this, 
that it might not be such a good idea, and that it might cost more.  I ask members to think about the current 
situation.  The Western Australian Government Railways Commission has had a major part of its task taken 
from it.  The freight network has been privatised.  It has been basically left as a provider of passenger rail 
services.  Quite frankly, we cannot leave WAGR in that situation.  It simply does not make sense.  The 
Government is saying that the core structure of the WAGR could provide a very capable agency for the delivery 
of public transport services.   

The Department for Planning and Infrastructure will set broad policy, and then it will be a service agency.  At 
the moment, the provision of these services is split irrationally between various agencies.  Country bus services 
come under WAGR, while city buses come under Transperth and the Department for Planning and 
Infrastructure.  As lines are blurring between the city and country and as many of the core competencies are the 
same in the delivery of these services, it makes absolute sense to bring these services together under one body.  
As we are trying to get greater integration in our transport system, it makes sense for all services to be provided 
under one agency.  I am puzzled that the Opposition cannot understand that.  Nevertheless, there is some support 
for what we are trying to do.  There is an acceptance that we need a renewed focus on public transport.   

The member for Carine asked for some more information on the SmartRider project.  The SmartRider project - it 
is not the smart card system - is currently undergoing a procurement process.  Tenders have closed.  The 
department is working through the tenders it received to select a preferred tenderer.  We are hopeful that a 
preferred tenderer will be selected in the next month or so.  It is a complex matter because it is such a long-term 
contract involving new technology.  Therefore, the assessment process has been very thorough and rigorous and 
has been overseen, not by Western Australian Government Railways but by the old Department of Information 
Technology, which is now the procurement division of the Department of Treasury and Finance.  After the 
preferred proponent is selected, detailed contract negotiations will follow.  We anticipate that they will take a 
number of months, and by the end of the year we hope to have some trial sections up and running.  Our aim is to 
have the existing system with the three new stations operational by December 2004, with the rest of it being 
rolled out with the new MetroRail by December 2006.  That is the plan to date with the SmartRider technology.  
It is not easy, as these are very complex contracts.  Two other States in Australia have had these contracts go 
terribly wrong.  Therefore, if necessary, we will take time to ensure that it is done properly.   

There seems to be some confusion expressed by the member for Roe and even greater levels of confusion 
expressed by the leader of opposition business.  This agency is not the new MetroRail project.  It will have a key 
role in delivering the new MetroRail project but it is more than that.  As with any other agency, be it Main Roads 
or Western Australian Government Railways, as it now is, it is true that the quarterly Treasury reports that are 
published in the Government Gazette are not detailed agency by agency.  They are global borrowings.  That is 
not to say that these borrowings will not be contained in the budget papers.  We have no difficulty whatsoever in 
providing full information to this place on what the cost of the project will be and what the borrowings are.  As 
per usual, we have heard some extraordinary figures bandied around.  We have estimated the cost in real money 
terms - something the previous Government never did.  The total additional cost of our project in real money 
terms is a mere $15 million, and the cost is $1.4 billion.  I would be interested to see the list of cost blow-outs 
that the member for Hillarys claims the member for Carine has tucked away in her back draw. 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 9 April 2003] 

 p6475b-6482a 
Ms Alannah MacTiernan; Ms Katie Hodson-Thomas; Mr Ross Ainsworth; Mr Arthur Marshall; Mr David 

Templeman; Mr Rob Johnson; Mr Dan Barron-Sullivan 

 [8] 

I say to the member for Carine that in terms of parliamentary scrutiny, I have no difficulty with Western 
Australian Government Railways, as it is now constituted, being subject to the estimates process.  I will be 
recommending that it be involved.  I have no difficulty with the Public Transport Authority, once created, being 
subject to the estimates process.  Even under the standing orders, the Public Transport Authority is likely to be 
an on-budget agency because it will be getting funds appropriated from the consolidated fund.  Under the 
previous Government the WAGR was not available for scrutiny because the money was warehoused through the 
old Department of Transport into WAGR.  When the time came for questioning in estimates, the department 
conveniently never brought in the WAGR guys, which meant that they could not answer the questions.  I have 
changed that and even under the existing structures we have allowed for questions on rail.  I am more than happy 
to have WAGR and the PTA included in the estimates process.  It is absolutely right that that should happen.  
These are important agencies that spend a lot of public money and they should be available for scrutiny in the 
estimates process.  They should not be singled out as distinct from any other agency and required to put separate 
quarterly borrowings reports into the Government Gazette.  No case has been made for why that should happen 
with public transport when health or roads have never been subject to that treatment.  We know of the National 
Party’s antipathy to public transport but we will not support its proposition.   

The member for Carine raised an issue about receipts being issued when property is confiscated.  I am prepared 
to look into the matter but I will need to take advice.  I am not quite sure how it can be done when the sorts of 
things that will possibly be confiscated are cans of chrome paint that someone is in the process of using on a 
train.  I know that that is a problem, but whether issuing a receipt in those circumstances is appropriate, I am not 
quite sure.  However, I am prepared to take some advice and see whether we can satisfy the member’s request.   

I thank members opposite for their contributions.  I particularly thank the member for Carine for the constructive 
spirit in which she entered into the debate, as usual.  I can assure members that this organisation will be seen as a 
very positive development in this State.   

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 
 


