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PUBLIC TRANSPORT � NORTHERN SUBURBS 
Urgency Motion 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [5.34 pm]: I was speaking earlier about the impact of oil prices 
and making an argument for the need to commit to public transport instead of falling back on old policies of 
relying on private cars and freeways. I also wanted to speak about some of the work that has been done�looking 
at Perth specifically�on oil vulnerability. Oil vulnerability�the increased price of oil�is having adverse and 
varied consequences for the people of Western Australia. The impact of rising transport costs vary according to 
where people live. Both petrol prices and public transport availability vary across the state, including the 
metropolitan area. We need to prioritise public transport funding in regions and outer metropolitan areas to 
combat existing public transport shortcomings in those areas.  

I refer members to a study that was done this year entitled �Unsettling Suburbia: The New Landscape of Oil and 
Mortgage Vulnerability in Australian Cities�. This study mapped the changing patterns of transport and 
mortgage vulnerability in major Australian cities between the census period of 2001 to 2006. The map 
demonstrates that there is a regional pattern of vulnerability in outer metropolitan areas�particularly in the 
growth corridors, which is the area I am talking about, the northern metropolitan area�which are suffering a 
high degree of vulnerability both to rising oil prices and interest rates. It is no coincidence that high-income 
groups tend to be located in the inner urban areas, which have the highest provision of public transport. At the 
fringes of the city, lower income earners are more likely to be located in areas with poor public transport and a 
deficit of other services. Interestingly, the Western Australian Department for Planning and Infrastructure also 
undertook its own study of oil vulnerability. The resultant map was very similar in terms of clustering car 
dependence into the outer suburbs in contrast to the inner suburban locations. 

Our response to this data is that we need not only to enhance the capacity of the heavy rail system, but also to 
integrate that with a light rail system. For the information of members, I will outline the passenger carrying 
capacity of the various modes of transport. It is worth noting that a freeway lane can move 2 500 people per 
hour; a light rail line can move 7 000 to 10 000 people per hour; and a heavy rail line, which is the main rail 
infrastructure that we have in Perth, can move up to 50 000 people per hour�it is an incredibly efficient way of 
moving large numbers of people. During its peak period�when commuters move into the city�the Mandurah-
Perth railway line is already virtually fully subscribed. We have a problem on the northern line, as people cannot 
find enough places to park�which Hon Ken Travers was talking about earlier�and use that railway line. There 
is no shortage of people demonstrating an enthusiasm and a desire to use public transport, particularly the rail 
system. We should not curtail the use of rail but enhance it with an integrated system. The best example that we 
can give members to relate to is Melbourne. Melbourne chose not to rip up all its tramlines. We recommend that 
Perth look at a similar system but with the more modern light rail systems that are currently available. 

Many countries are embracing light rail networks enthusiastically. Light rail has been introduced into more than 
100 international cities in the past decade; it has made a spectacular comeback in the United States, East Asia 
and Europe. Melbourne is the only Australian city that has retained anything like a light rail network, with 
245 kilometres of track, 500 trams and 1 813 tram stops. If members can envisage that type of system, but with 
more sophisticated carriages than those currently available, it would be a considerable improvement on the old 
tram system. That is the sort of direction that this government should take for the Perth metropolitan area. It 
would result in getting people off the roads. People do not want to drive from their home to the railway station. 
They just want to be able to get into town to work. The evidence shows that if people had access to a stop within 
500 or 800 metres of their home, they would leave their cars at home. They might not need to own a car. That is 
the sort of system we want to see operating in Perth.  

I encourage the minister to seriously consider this issue and not listen to what the road lobby has to say on it. If 
members consider how the funding has been traditionally allocated in Western Australia, they would find that 
the bulk of that money goes towards building roads. We need to dramatically change that direction.  

HON SIMON O�BRIEN (South Metropolitan � Minister for Transport) [5.41 pm]: Firstly, I will direct my 
response to the previous speaker who made a very sensible, responsible and positive contribution to this debate. I 
want to assure her that I am aware of the points that she raised and take them seriously. Hon Giz Watson 
contemplates a multidimensional scenario. Indeed, the standard is to, where possible, ensure that no home is 
more than 500 metres from a connecting service. However, certain aspects must be considered. For example, 
consideration must be given to whether the route to meet that 500-metre rule is so circuitous that it becomes 
unattractive for other reasons and takes too long to reach one�s destination. The question of service frequency 
also arises. For a number of years I have been close to operators in the transport industry about this issue. I am 
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aware of those and many other aspects, and I am keen to educate myself further. I look forward to exploring 
those issues with the member and others in due course.  

I refer generally to the railway extensions north of Clarkson. There is no doubt that the northern railway line will 
be extended beyond Clarkson to meet growing needs in that community.  

Hon Ed Dermer: When?  

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: The member should wait a minute. 

Hon Norman Moore: Hon Ed Dermer has become much more impatient since he shifted sides.  

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: He has become more restless. There is one thing I would like to see Hon Ken Travers 
do that Hon Ed Dermer has already exhibited. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon George Cash): I am not sure that Hon Simon O�Brien should say what he is 
thinking.  

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: As usual, Mr Deputy President, you are absolutely right.  

Hon Giz Watson raised questions that have been raised previously. Similar questions were also raised by Hon Ed 
Dermer, and they were in the context of providing for the needs of the expanding northern suburbs, be they 
Brighton, Alkimos, Yanchep or wherever. That is one reason that I have been insistent that a 20-year master plan 
for an integrated public transport system is necessary to meet our future needs. We do not need a line drawn to a 
suburb in an electorate or a re-jigging of a project to put an Australian Labor Party badge on it when another 
government�s badge was on it first. What I am proposing is entirely consistent with what Hon Giz Watson said. 
In fact, the honourable member used terms such as an �integrated options� and providing for future needs rather 
than responding to whatever crisis prevails at the time.  

Hon Ed Dermer: Are you suggesting some time within the next 20 years?  

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: That interjection shows the mentality of members opposite. I will address the 
questions that have been raised in the limited time available to me.  

The motion talks only about projects like the Butler train station. I think it means the extension of the train line 
to Butler. What else does it consider? Does it consider other matters that have been raised in the public domain, 
such as whether it is the right place for the first train station or whether it should be beyond Butler and in 
Brighton? I am sure this issue was raised with the previous government, but I do not know its response. 

This motion expresses grave concerns that the new state government does not understand public transport needs. 
With respect, I advise members opposite that this government is acutely aware of public transport needs and has 
a desire to meet them. I do not know from where Hon Ken Travers has obtained the idea that somehow this 
government has canned any extension of the northern railway line.  

Hon Ken Travers: Is the government going to do it? 

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: Hon Ken Travers does not understand the process. He proposed a lecture to the 
government on how I do not understand the process of planning in a very disingenuous way. Before I come back 
to that, I will tell Hon Ken Travers what he does not understand: the Labor Party does not seem to understand 
that it was rejected on 6 September in Kingsley, Ocean Reef, Wanneroo and many other electorates. The Labor 
Party does not understand that the people of Western Australia were fed up with its empty promises about what 
will happen in Western Australia in the future and what capital works might be in the pipeline.  

Hon Sue Ellery: How many seats do you have in the Assembly? 

Hon Norman Moore: Enough to be the government.  

Hon Sue Ellery: Not without an arrangement with others. 

Hon Norman Moore: That has always been the case. 

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: We took 10 seats off the Labor Party. The Labor Party does not understand that the 
public of Western Australia were fed up with the benefits of the boom being wasted and colossal amounts of 
money expended without the return that they would expect by way of improved infrastructure. They were also 
fed up with being told how to live their lives, right down to the size, shape and colour of their dwelling through 
to the form of transport that they are required to favour. Members opposite do not understand that governments 
will not simply be returned because they keep making promises.  
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One honest point in this urgency motion is to recognise the reality that traffic problems face commuters in the 
northern suburbs beyond the proposed Mitchell Freeway extensions. The requirements of the northern suburbs 
do not stop with public transport requirements, and they will not be answered simply by a railway.  

Hon Ken Travers: In general terms, what roadworks will this government do in the northern suburbs to resolve 
the problem?  

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: I am on limited time and if Hon Ken Travers wants to waste it rather than listen to me, 
it is his problem. I will be making announcements about all the things that he has raised in this motion in due 
course. The first thing that has to happen for any government to do that or any minister to say that such and such 
will go ahead on a particular date at so much cost is to obtain approval for expenditure through the processes of 
government. I think the member understands that; I hope he understands that.  

I refer now to projects that are underway when a change in government takes place; all of us have seen this 
happen. Yes, there are extensions to projects that are already in train. I watched the Labor Party at the last 
change of government in 2001 have a great old time opening the previous government�s stuff, and we hope to 
take the opportunity to do a bit of that now that it is our time. However, Hon Ken Travers must understand that 
the previous government�s specific promise�it was not our promise�about extending the railway north of 
Clarkson to Butler, which was made just before 6 September, was totally unfunded. What happened was that the 
member�s colleague � 

Hon Ken Travers: The train cars have been bought and paid for. What are you talking about?  

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: We are still short of railcars from the last time. They have not yet arrived. I am on 
limited time. The fact of the matter is that for some reason the then Premier decided to ignore all the planning 
processes that were in train, including the planning processes for the northern suburbs railway extension, by 
rushing off to the Governor to call an early election. In doing so he put the state into caretaker mode, and the 
range of proposed activities that Labor hoped to undertake should it be returned to government were not able to 
be progressed. The opportunity has passed. 

Hon Ken Travers: Do you accept that they should�ve been done?  

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: Why did not the previous government undertake those projects? That is the point.  

Hon Ken Travers: Why don�t you get on and do it now?  

Hon SIMON O�BRIEN: Hon Ken Travers is preventing me from responding in the limited time that I have 
available. Do not let the record show that I am refusing to answer the member. The member keeps interjecting.  

HON ADELE FARINA (South West) [5.52 pm]: I rise to speak in favour of the motion. As members will 
appreciate, it is widely acknowledged that cities with vibrancy, livability and very good public transport systems 
have a critical mass of population, which is critical to providing a good public transport system. Western 
Australia has low densities; therefore, we need to look at the development of transit-oriented development 
throughout certain critical centres to provide the critical mass that is required for the provision of a strong public 
transport system in the metropolitan area. Over the past seven years, the former Labor government spent a lot of 
time developing network cities and proposals for transit-orientated development and putting in place a strategy 
for a strong and viable public transport system.  

Hon Simon O�Brien: When did the planning start? It was announced in June this year.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: The planning started some time ago. In fact, I am happy to say that a number of years 
ago I was the principal private secretary to the then Minister for Transport, Hon Bob Pearce, and when we 
commenced work on the northern suburbs railway, the identification of other rail transport options throughout 
the state had already commenced. Planning is an ongoing process; indeed, planning for the Mandurah line 
commenced as early as 1989. Planning has been going on for some time. The issue that we have with the north-
west corridor is that it is rapidly expanding. It has a potential catchment of more than 160 000 residents. There is 
an issue of critical mass. We have the opportunity to get in on the ground floor to ensure that good planning is 
undertaken to provide good public transport and good services for the area. For the past seven years the former 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure did exactly that. She worked with local authorities, state agencies and 
developers to develop strategies for planning and transport. The planning work for transit-oriented development 
for the north-west corridor is in place. It is widely acknowledged that it is often better to build public transport 
infrastructure before commencing development, because that will assist in the rapid development of the area and 
provide a wider range of affordability options as a result of the way the centre is designed and planned. All the 
groundwork for the north-west corridor has been done; therefore, it is important that the government delivers the 
rail infrastructure at the critical time. That is the problem with what the government is doing. If it delays the 
project, it will put at risk the critical planning work that has been done.  
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The minister made a comment about needing to assess where the stations will be located. That work was done in 
the 2006 master plan, which considered where the stations should be located. Why the minister thinks we need to 
revisit that issue when it was addressed in 2006 is beyond my understanding.  

I also draw the minister�s attention to statements made by Mr Omodei during the second reading of the Railway 
(Northern and Southern Urban Extensions) Bill 1999, in which he refers to a station at Butler. That bill was 
introduced by the former Liberal government. A station at Butler has been planned for a long time. There is 
absolutely no need to revisit that issue. Mitchell Freeway is at full capacity. There is no way to provide greater 
capacity on the Mitchell Freeway because it is constrained to three lanes by urban development, particularly 
close to the city centre, and environmental factors. There is no capacity to provide more lanes on the Mitchell 
Freeway. Given that road is not an option, that also limits the option of using buses because buses have to use 
roads. There will be a jamming effect at the entry of the city. Rail presents the best option for moving a large 
number of people in a reasonable time. In view of the planning that has been undertaken to date, it is beyond 
comprehension that the Minister for Transport has said that we need to review this further. Why does the 
government need to hold off on making a decision about extending the railway line to Butler until the 
completion of a 20-year master plan which, as I understand it according to the Liberal Party�s transport election 
pledge, will take three years to complete?  

Hon Simon O�Brien: That is an absolute falsehood.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: I am happy to read from the Liberal Party�s transport election pledge. It states �  

A Liberal Government will provide $6 million over the next three years to develop a 20 year master 
plan for Perth�s future transport tasks.  

We are talking about waiting three years to complete a master plan that may mean that people in the north-west 
corridor can look forward to an extension of the railway line to Butler in the next 20 years. We are looking at a 
potential delay of between five and 23 years, courtesy of the Liberal government. The bottom line is that the 
Liberal government does not understand public transport and public transport needs, particularly rail. History 
clearly shows that every rail extension on the metropolitan passenger rail service has been undertaken by a Labor 
government.  

Hon Simon O�Brien: Where is the money in the budget to pay for this?  

Hon ADELE FARINA: It was an election pledge that it would go into the budget in the next budget year. The 
money is there.  

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon George Cash): Order, members! I ask the Minister for Transport and 
Hon Ken Travers to please stop interjecting. Hon Adele Farina has the call.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: The thing that I found most interesting when reading the Liberal government�s 
transport policy was the line on the first page that reads � 

In Government we will continue to aim for the improvement of transport services to the public by road, 
rail, sea and air.  

Given the previous Liberal government�s record on delivering public transport, not even the writer of the 
document had any confidence in a Liberal government delivering on public transport and an improved service�
he used the word �aim�. The Liberal Party has not committed to improving public transport, which is clearly 
illustrated in its decision about the northern suburbs rail extension to Butler. It is curious that the government has 
committed to build the Ellenbrook railway without waiting for the 20-year master plan, yet it is treating the 
extension to Butler differently.  

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm 
Hon ADELE FARINA: In the 52 seconds that are left to me, I will summarise my comments in support of the 
motion. I suggest that the Minister for Transport refer to an address by Hon George Cash on the appropriation 
bills on 29 June 2004 in which he spoke in support of the extension of the northern suburbs railway to Butler and 
also outlined a proposition by the Satterley Property Group Pty Ltd for the pre-funding of that rail line, as that 
may assist the minister with his funding issues with the rail line. The bottom line is that the extension is needed 
now, so that planning and transport outcomes can be optimised for the north west corridor. 

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan) [7.33 pm] � in reply: I thank members for their comments, 
particularly Hon Giz Watson, Hon Adele Farina and Hon Ed Dermer. I also place on the record my thanks to the 
Leader of the House for suspending standing orders so that we could debate this matter this afternoon.  

Hon Norman Moore: We thought it was actually a dorothy dixer; that is why we supported it.  
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Hon KEN TRAVERS: That clearly turned out not to be the case. One thing that came out of the debate this 
afternoon was that the Minister for Transport said that the previous government should have got on with the job 
of constructing the extension to Butler and not called an early election. That is a valid criticism to make of the 
previous government. We suffered the ultimate penalty for calling the election when we did. What I say to the 
minister is that it is now his job to get on with it. He should not hide behind the 20-year plan that he keeps 
referring to. He talked about how governments try to re-badge things that previous governments have done. The 
20-year plan was started by the previous Minister for Planning and Infrastructure and included an identical three-
year period. The Butler railway station was not a part of the 20-year plan of the previous government. The plan 
looked at all other railway requirements. Why could we get on with the Butler extension and not the other 
railway lines that were considered as part of the 20-year plan? Because legislation is already in place to allow for 
the construction of the Butler railway station. Legislation is not in place for the construction of railway lines to 
Ellenbrook or the airport, although they are equally important projects and need to be incorporated into a long-
term plan for the Perth metropolitan area. The minister should understand that the previous government�s 
20-year plan contained the requirements beyond the need for the Butler railway station. I again want to make 
sure that the minister understands that the new trains for the Butler line have already been funded. The minister 
spoke about nothing being in the budget or the forward estimates, but the new trains are on their way; they have 
been purchased. In my last 45 seconds I ask: has the minister read the Butler master plan? He does not want to 
interject on me now that I have asked that question.  

Hon Simon O�Brien: I was ignoring you.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Has the minister read the Butler master plan? 

Hon Simon O�Brien: Have you read it? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Yes. 

Hon Simon O�Brien: You have? When did you read it?  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: When I was in government.  

Hon Simon O�Brien: Did you?  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Yes. 

Hon Simon O�Brien: There you go then.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Has the minister read it? There we have it; the silence explains it all. The minister is 
making decisions, as his Premier does, without bothering to read the advice of the experts of his department.  

Hon Simon O�Brien: I have read some very interesting things since I got into office. I will tell you about them, 
don�t worry. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Has the minister read the Butler master plan?  

Hon Simon O�Brien: I will tell you about a whole lot of things I have found.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Has the minister read it? The answer is no. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon Simon O�Brien: No, I did not give an answer to that question. I am not responding to you.  

The PRESIDENT: Order, members! Now that we have had our fair share of interjections, I think the debate has 
lapsed.  

Motion lapsed, pursuant to standing orders.  
 


