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OLD COAST ROAD, MANDURAH 
Grievance 

MR A.D. MARSHALL (Dawesville) [9.23 am]:  My grievance is to the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure and relates to the minister’s lack of interest in solving the traffic snarls that occur along Old Coast 
Road near Mandurah, especially on public holidays, and also her reluctance to care about the road safety of 
drivers travelling along Old Coast Road south along the estuary and towards White Hill Road.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  What did you do about it during your years in government?  Nothing   

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  All I hear from the minister’s side of the Chamber is what did we do.  I have never 
heard a football coach who inherited a side after two years complain about the previous coach, because in that 
game men are men; they stand up and take responsibility for what they inherit.  The minister has had two and a 
half years and still has done nothing.  That is a lot of rubbish.  Let me continue.  I will go through some 
examples.  Repairs to Old Coast Road were promised to be completed by 30 November 2003.  They are yet to be 
finished.  Traffic lights were to be erected at Casuarina Drive by February 2004.  Their installation is yet to start.  
Making three lanes available for the Mandurah Estuary Bridge has been much talked about, but as yet there has 
been no action.   

I travelled to Tasmania a few weeks ago on a research trip, and I noted that all the bridges with river views are 
blinkered.  I wrote a letter to the minister advising her that, instead of drivers maintaining speed on the 
Mandurah Estuary Bridge, they are inclined to slow down and look at the view of crabbers, boats, dolphins etc 
and in an instant there can be an accident.  When this occurs, the bank-up of traffic is enormous, especially at 
peak times and holiday periods.  I simply ask whether it is possible to conduct a trial, such as that in Tasmania, 
in which the bridge is screened, to determine whether there would be a continuous traffic flow.  There is a 
similar type of screen on the Port Bouvard Bridge.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan interjected. 

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  I really like the minister as an opponent.  She is like the old school tie in Parliament; she 
is like the blokes who play football.  She shakes hands, gets on with the game and gives all she has, but at the 
end of the day she can have a drink and be good friends.  I admire the minister for that, but I am upset because I 
believe that her advisers and research officers are making a fool of her.  I am concerned for her wellbeing.  She 
has two of the biggest ministerial roles in this State, and I do not believe any one person, whether or not he or 
she is a heavenly body, can handle both, and that is why she is making mistakes.  The reason she is making 
mistakes is that she is being ill advised, and this is one area about which I want her to wrap her advisers over the 
knuckles and say, “Get back and learn what is going on in the electorates.”  Her reply to my letter states -  

Your interest in road safety and . . . your suggestion . . . are appreciated.  However, a review of crash 
data for the Estuary Bridge does not support the need for sight screens.   

You may be interested to note that the crash rate on the Bridge for the five year period to 2002 was less 
than that on the road a kilometre each side of the Bridge.  Accordingly, there does not appear to be a 
particular safety problem on the Bridge itself.   

What a lot of rubbish!  The minister might well have figures for 2002, but this is now 2004.  There has been a 15 
per cent increase in traffic flow and a 10 per cent increase in the population, yet the minister cites in her letter the 
figures for 2002.  I thought that the first thing the minister’s research officers would do is ask the police - as the 
minister’s colleague sitting next to her would know - whether there had been any accidents on the bridge.  The 
minister belatedly states in her letter that there were no accidents.  The problems of the so-called accidents either 
side of the bridge were solved by our Government when it extended the merging lanes.  The idea is that 
motorists merge while they are travelling at 80 kilometres an hour - beautiful; no accidents - and then they hit the 
bridge.  That is when they slow down to look at the view and that is when accidents occur.  However, the 
minister says in her letter that there were no accidents.  I rang the police to find out who was right.  The minister 
is panicking and keeps looking around because her research will not have this information.  She has not looked 
at it.  I asked the police to give me just the accidents that occurred on public holidays and during the school 
holidays from Christmas on.  I was told that there had been 14 accidents.  The first one, a four-car pile-up, 
occurred on 19 December 2003.  On 22 December there was another four-car pile-up, and so the list goes on.  
There have been two-car and three-car pile-ups.  A serious accident or a fatality could occur.  If elderly people 
are involved in a car pile-up, they could have a heart attack.  However, I am concerned about the time involved 
when an accident occurs.  By the time the tow truck arrives on that small bridge, people could have been waiting 
for two hours.  That is when tragedies occur, and not in Mandurah but in Bunbury, because of the road rage and 
lack of concentration as people speed to catch up on the time they have lost.  There is a tremendous problem on 
that bridge.  I simply ask that we trial a blinkering or screening system.  We must try something.  We must try to 
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make the bridge three lanes wide and we must do it now, not when the minister gets around to it, as has occurred 
with the Peel deviation, which is still on the drawing board, the resurfacing of Old Coast Road and the 
installation of traffic lights at Casuarina Drive.   

The minister should have been in the area on the last two public holidays.  On Australia Day, Main Roads 
Western Australia forgot to put down the witch’s hats that make it into a temporary, three-lane road.  On Labour 
Day I went out to my office at five o’clock and did a bit of work.  I forgot about the traffic.  It took me seven and 
a half minutes to get from my office onto Old Coast Road and then it took me 40 minutes to get home, which is 
normally a 10-minute run.  How does the minister think other drivers feel?  The minister has it wrong.  In the 12 
short weeks since Christmas, during which there have been four long weekends, there have been five smashes.  
The information the minister sent me was incorrect.  She said to me that I should not worry about it as there was 
not a sightscreen in the centre of the Port Bouvard Bridge.  However, that sightscreen was installed as a 
windbreak for caravans and the minister said that it was a divider.   

The minister’s advisers are letting her down.  I want to see her get on top of her portfolio and take an interest in 
Mandurah.  I want her to stop touting the train as important, because the general opinion is that the people in 
Mandurah have had their conscience pricked and realise we cannot afford the disruption to the State. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  You do not support the train. 

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  We put it in.  I was the one who promised it.  Does that make sense to the minister?  Is 
that support or not?  I have missed my punchline! 

MS A.J. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [9.31 am]:  I was waiting to hear 
what the member did not know, although that would have taken another 10 minutes. 

I want to make it absolutely clear that of course we recognise that there is a problem with the Mandurah estuary 
bridge.  I suspect that putting up a sightscreen to prevent people looking at the dolphins is not the answer.  We 
have taken positive steps.  We introduced an additional lane and a counter-flow arrangement on the bridge at 
long weekends.  The trial was originally conducted over an Easter period and has now been extended to all long 
weekends.  We recognise that more work must be done.  I am confident that within a couple of weeks we will be 
in a position to announce what we are proposing to do.  We have never suggested that there is no problem with 
the Mandurah bypass.  There are accidents and congestion.  

Mr A.D. Marshall:  You said there were no accidents. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I did not say there were no accidents.  I gave the accident rate for the bridge and 
compared it with the accident rates for one kilometre each side of the bridge to demonstrate that the bridge in 
itself was not a particular safety problem.  However, there is massive congestion, which indicates the need to do 
work.  We are undertaking a whole range of work.  For example, the seal on the road is being completed at this 
time. 

Mr A.D. Marshall:  It was supposed to be finished last year but is still happening. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  It has just been completed.  I point out to the member for Dawesville that the problem 
has been around for a long time.  However, it has accelerated and we are dealing with it.  We will have a far 
more comprehensive plan in place over the next couple of months.  We all know that long-term structural issues 
need to be dealt with.  We all know that the Peel deviation is the ultimate answer; everyone accepts that.  
Unfortunately, we cannot get any cooperation from the federal Government with this.  The member for 
Dawesville has played into the hands of the federal Government.  Rather than put pressure on it to commit funds 
-  

Mr A.D. Marshall:  The federal Government will do it. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Of course it will, ultimately, but we are trying to put in place a framework so that we 
all know where we are going.   

Mr A.D. Marshall:  When? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I have said time and time again that we have written to the federal Government.  We 
have said that the construction of the deviation cannot physically start until 2007-08.  We would like the federal 
Government to make some commitment so that we can plan ahead, so that we can depend upon federal funding 
and add to it our funding, and so that we can get the project under way.  Unbelievable hurdles have been put in 
our way.  We made a 32-page submission for federal funding for the Peel deviation, but suddenly it was not 
good enough.  It was exactly the mechanism that we had used every other time.  We used the same mechanism 
for funding for the Roe Highway.  Suddenly it was not good enough, and we had to come in with far more 
detailed designs and drawings. 
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Mr A.D. Marshall:  I agree with what you are saying about the frustration experienced with the Peel deviation.  
Our Government had the same problem.  That is why we constructed the Dawesville deviation at a cost of 
$16 million to cope with the increased traffic.  Are you prepared to try something similar with the bridge - 
something positive? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  We need to focus on two things: firstly, getting the rail system built, and secondly, 
getting the Peel deviation properly funded.   

There is a coalition of Liberals.  Senator Ian Campbell is the Minister for Local Government, Territories and 
Roads.  How primitive it is to have a minister for roads, as is the idea that the transport task can be divided up in 
that way and one need not take a more holistic view of road congestion.  Senator Ian Campbell happens to be the 
best mate of Wee Willy Packer, who, as we know, is leading the charge against the rail from the Clough 
compound.  The federal Minister for Local Government, Territories and Roads, plus Wee Willy Packer, is 
leading the charge against the Mandurah rail link.  Surprisingly, they have been able to recruit a man whom I 
thought a good parish-pump politician.  They have recruited the member for Dawesville as their able lieutenant.  
The member for Dawesville was in Mandurah two weeks ago when we spoke to the public about the rail 
program.  He saw how enthusiastic people were.  The member for Mandurah was swamped by them.  They 
wanted the Mandurah rail link.  However, Wee Willy Packer’s best mate, Ian Campbell, went to a national road 
summit last week and used almost his entire address to attack the Mandurah rail link by saying it should never 
happen and it will never happen.  It will happen.  I cannot believe that the member for Dawesville has become 
the willing agent and handmaiden of Wee Willy Packer and Senator Ian Campbell.   

There is a problem with the Mandurah estuary bridge.  We are continuing to work to fix it until we get the more 
holistic answer to the problem, which will be delivered by the rail line and the Peel deviation. 
 


