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PUBLIC TRANSPORT AUTHORITY BILL 2003 

Second Reading 

Resumed from 6 May. 

HON MURRAY CRIDDLE (Agricultural) [10.46 am]:  Having had some interesting debate last night about 
where the funding arrangements and so forth for transport are likely to fall in the future, I read with interest in 
The West Australian today that road funding will be slashed dramatically to build the rail system to the south.  I 
wonder what the impact of that will be.  I have outlined briefly the impact of road funding on local government.  
My worst fears appear to have been realised, with a huge cut in the funding for regional road groups.  That will 
have an enormous impact on local employment, the road asset and many other issues that arise in country areas.  
That is almost in direct conflict with what the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure said when she was in 
opposition.  It will be interesting to see how this Government views the impact on regional areas, because that 
will be felt across the State from the bottom to the top and will impact on every member outside the metropolitan 
area and, indeed, on members in the city as well.  I was very concerned to read that in the Press today, and I hope 
that the impacts of that cut in road funding to service public transport are not realised.  The ongoing total 
infrastructure cost of the extension of the rail to the south will be about $100 million if we take into account the 
impact of community service obligations and interest.  When we put an ongoing cost of that magnitude into a 
budget, we take away the opportunity to implement other initiatives that could be put in place.   

I have touched on a range of issues on which this Bill will have an impact, including school buses and the like.  
The proposal to bring together the utilities is a good move.  The National Party is very concerned that adequate 
safeguards are put in place in two areas.  The first is an adequate and timely disclosure of the level of borrowing.  
That is what I have been talking about with regard to some of this infrastructure.  

I am also concerned about the amendment to the Weapons Act 1999 that will allow security officers to be issued 
with batons.  I will talk about that when we debate the clauses of the Bill.  I want to discuss four clauses during 
the committee stage.  Clause 20 relates to the accountability of the authority.  A 12-month plan is to be put in 
place, and I think there should be an additional requirement for a five-year strategic plan.  I will ask questions on 
that when we get to clause 20.  When we discuss clause 33, I will prise some more information from the 
parliamentary secretary about the register of funding that is to be kept.  I would like that register either made 
public or tabled in Parliament every three months.  Clause 56 stipulates that security officers cannot be appointed 
unless the chief executive officer is satisfied with their suitability for training.  I want to develop on that.  
Finally, clause 209 relates to a change to the Weapons Act 1999, and I want to discuss the impact that may have.  
An enormous number of security officers have been employed.  That is another expense that is blowing out.  I 
understand the issues of safety of people on the transport system; however, there might be ways of dealing with 
the issue other than simply having some form of security on the trains.  It seems that the same announcement 
about security is made over and over again.  The Premier said recently that there would be one security officer 
on each train during the day and two at night.  I think we made that announcement when we were in government.  
I wonder how many security officers we will end up with through that program.  I would like some information 
about that in the committee stage.   

I touched on a number of issues about the Public Transport Authority Bill yesterday.  My real concern is the way 
this will be administered.  I am most concerned about the balance of budgeting for the different programs 
throughout the State.  When I read about what is likely to happen on Thursday, budget day, and where the money 
will come from, I wonder about the infrastructure opportunities outside the city.  That infrastructure leads to the 
generation of the wealth that regional areas provide to the financial structure of this State.  I wonder what will 
happen.  If the infrastructure is not put in place, we will not see the continued development of our mineral, 
agricultural and fishing wealth.  That will be of great detriment to the State in the longer term.   

I support the Bill, but I wonder about the direction of some of the budgetary initiatives, particularly the huge 
emphasis that is being put on the rail in the south metropolitan area, the Tonkin Highway and the Roe Highway, 
which should now be completed.  I wonder about the emphasis on initiatives in the city while projects like the 
Lancelin-Cervantes road are pushed back time and again.  I have heard a rumour that that project is again not in 
the budget program.  I hope that is not true because it is a typical demonstration of the opportunity to generate 
funds.  The regional development authority report said that the opportunity for investment would initially be 
$700 million, growing to $2.5 billion.  If we do not take up those sorts of initiatives, we will not carry out our 
commitment to regional and rural Western Australia.   

HON PADDY EMBRY (South West) [10.54 am]:  This Bill encompasses a wide range of subjects.  I will first 
discuss school buses.  I attended the transport forum last Friday and was saddened that not one government 
member from this House attended.  It shows the lack of interest that the Government has in rural affairs.  The 
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forum was very interesting and well attended.  I am not a very good judge of numbers, but I estimate that 
between 250 to 300 school bus contractors attended.  Our local contractor attended from as far afield as 
Wellstead.  She made the 100-kilometre drive to Albany and caught the Skywest flight to Perth, and returned 
home the same evening.  She is quite an elderly lady, and undertook the trip at some considerable cost.  A 
contractor from Kununurra also attended.  Members should contemplate the cost for people who must travel 
those distances.  I am ignorant of the cost of flying from Kununurra to Perth but it would have to be 
considerable.  In many countries, travelling that sort of distance would be a matter of crossing a complete 
continent.  That shows the importance of the orange school bus system in this State to rural people.  The fact that 
only one government member from the Assembly attended shows the lack of interest the Government has in this 
matter.  No government member from this Chamber bothered to attend.  The Government wonders why country 
people treat it with such disdain, but it is not too difficult to work out.   

One of the very interesting speakers at that meeting was the State Secretary of the Transport Workers Union of 
Australia.  Almost without exception, school bus contractors are conservatives.  They have been treated very 
badly.  I give credit to the Liberal and National Party members at the forum for admitting that they made 
mistakes during their term of government.  At least they were man and woman enough to admit that.  However, 
things have got considerably worse over the past couple of years.  It is so bad that 75 per cent of school bus 
contractors in this State have joined the Transport Workers Union.  I would have thought a group of 
conservatives going to that length would spell out to the Government the seriousness of their concerns.   
Hon Norman Moore:  That might be the Government’s strategy.   
Hon PADDY EMBRY:  It might be.  It was very interesting.  A government member from the other place 
attended the forum.  If any of the government members in this place are interested enough, they will find out 
who he was.  It was very interesting to watch his face when he was informed that the contractors are planning to 
take strike action, and that if they fail to get 100 per cent of the package they have put to Minister MacTiernan, 
the Transport Workers Union will target every marginal seat at the next election and cause a change of 
government.  This is coming from one of its own.  There was talk last night of a sum of $8 million.  I imagine 
that the Government, with its wise outlook on political realities, will somehow find $8 million to try to keep the 
Transport Workers Union on side.   
Hon Derrick Tomlinson interjected.   
Hon PADDY EMBRY:  The figures produced for the Government by PricewaterhouseCoopers were completely 
blown out of the water.  Obviously, PricewaterhouseCoopers was told the results it was expected to achieve.  
The accounting firm employed by the school bus contractors completely blew those figures out of the water and 
exposed the whole issue.   
The secretary of the Transport Workers Union of Australia named some members of Parliament who were very 
good; for example, the member for Collie, who gained his seat at the last election by only 34 votes.  The 
secretary of the union said that sad as it might be, the member for Collie would certainly be targeted.  A member 
from the other place who was at the meeting represents a city electorate where orange buses do not operate.  It 
was pointed out to him also that he would lose his seat.  That is a very interesting position. 

Many other issues are covered by this Bill.  It appears to be accepted - not liked, but accepted - in most country 
regions, and probably also in parts of the metropolitan area, that not much input will go into those areas by way 
of infrastructure because of the blow-out in expenditure on the southern railway.  It is interesting to note that 
although a great deal of money will be spent on a railway to an area that already has public transport, large areas 
of the State that will never have a public transport service will be expected to pay for it. 
During the parliamentary recess I, together with a number of other politicians, was invited to attend a meeting at 
the Shire of Gnowangerup.  The councillors are concerned about the effects and uncertainties that the 
Environmental Protection Amendment Bill will have on the region.  They do not know where they stand on the 
issue.  Will they be allowed to remove a dead tree from near a road or to remove something that has fallen onto a 
road?  Will they be allowed to prune a tree?  As time goes on, they may want to widen a road or, using 
commonsense, do whatever is necessary in the area?  They have no idea where they stand.  They have grave 
concerns.   
Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  Commonsense would say that they will be able to, but they will have to submit an 
application in triplicate and that will have to go before a committee for their application to be considered before 
they can do anything. 
Hon PADDY EMBRY:  And, sadly, maybe after a few people are killed.  I guess the Greens (WA) have an 
arrangement with the Government and we should not expect the Government to be very sensible.   
It was very sad that I was the only member of Parliament who bothered to attend the meeting at the Shire of 
Gnowangerup; it is not in my electorate.  Some members - for example, Hon Bruce Donaldson and a compatriot 
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of mine in this place, Hon Frank Hough - were overseas on parliamentary business and could not attend the 
meeting.   

Hon Barry House:  I had a lengthy conversation with the clerk of the Shire of Gnowangerup - if that relates to 
the meeting you are talking about.  I could not attend personally. 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  It is sad that not one government member bothered to turn up; they were all too busy. 

It does not worry me when organisations outside my electorate contact me; it happens quite often.  One issue the 
Shire of Gnowangerup raised with me was that the expenditure on the southern railway would leave no money to 
be spent on some very important roads that affect that region.  For example, the Chester Pass Road - most 
government members seem to get a little frightened once they get over the Darling Range escarpment - is the 
main access road to the Stirling Range and is quite a tourist attraction. 

Hon Robyn McSweeney:  Once they get to Mandurah, they think they are there. 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  That could be so. 

I return to the Chester Pass Road, on which there is a considerable amount of tourist traffic not only in winter but 
also particularly during the summer period.  Many of those vehicles pull caravans.  There is one overtaking lane 
between Gnowangerup and Albany and that is on the outskirts of Albany.  

Hon Nick Griffiths:  That is a major criticism of the Liberal-National Party coalition. 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  The minister cannot continue to say that because something did not happen in the last 
century, it is an excuse for the Government not to do something about it in this century.  If the minister does not 
like his role in government, for heaven’s sake, he should resign from it; he should admit that he is incompetent 
and cannot do his job and hand it over to people who can do it.  The Government has been given an opportunity; 
it should grasp it and take advantage of it. 

Hon Nick Griffiths:  Mate, it will be done in this century. 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  This Government may have only another couple of years in office.   

The point is that Chester Pass Road is a main arterial road in that region, and the only overtaking lane on it is on 
the outskirts of Albany. 

In times of drought Gnowangerup and Borden are two of the most reliable regions in this State; they are regions 
where drought is almost unheard of.  They are two very highly productive regions.  Members who know the cost 
of rural agricultural real estate in those areas know that land cannot be bought there with a thin chequebook.  
They produce a tremendous amount of grain, but it cannot be moved on rail from Gnowangerup.  For a long time 
now the shire has asked for a railway line.  There is a railway line there but it needs maintenance and so on. 

The minister responsible for the transport portfolio is trying to transport everything by rail.  Not very long ago a 
friend of mine in Albany was asked by the minister why he did not transport his woodchips by rail.  He told the 
minister that he would love to do that if she could be bothered to build a railway line.  The minister turned on her 
heel and walked off.  Let us face it, it is difficult to transport woodchips by rail if there is no railway.  It horrifies 
me that the minister was so ignorant that she did not know there was no railway there.  If she had known, surely 
she would not have invited the man to transport his logs by rail.  

Hon Jim Scott interjected. 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  The honourable member’s turn will come shortly.  I would rather not be interrupted at 
this stage.   

Hon Jim Scott:  I am not interrupting; I just wanted to give you a comment.   

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  Without interrupting! 
Hon PADDY EMBRY:  Yes.  Hon Jim Scott should probably address the Chair. 
The PRESIDENT:  Order!  Hon Derrick Tomlinson is even louder when not interrupting. 

Hon Jim Scott interjected. 
Hon PADDY EMBRY:  I am very well aware of that and there are some serious ramifications because of it.  My 
side of politics is somewhere in between and certainly nowhere near Hon Jim Scott’s. 
I am attempting to get an improvement in infrastructure in this State.  I am not interested in whether the previous 
Government made a mistake.  I have said that in the issue of school buses the previous Government has admitted 
that it made a mistake.  However, I am not interested in what happened in the past; I am more interested in 
getting improvements for the future.   
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This debate will be recorded in Hansard, but very few people bother to read Hansard - certainly, not many 
voters do.  Voters want to see improvements to their lives.  Much of the Chester Pass Road is good and straight, 
but a lot of it is quite winding.  However, it is not a good stretch of highway for grain trucks.  It is not a good 
highway for inexperienced city people towing caravans.  Some become petrified, which is understandable 
because they are not used to the conditions.  Chester Pass Road is a major accident waiting to happen.  It appears 
that because of the expenditure on the southern railway no major infrastructure will occur in the line in that 
region.  The Leader of the House told us yesterday that a lot of money is being spent in Geraldton - good luck to 
the Geraldton region - but that is no comfort at all to the people who live in the south. 

Albany has been undergoing planning for about seven years now.  There is a large roundabout at the junction of 
Albany Highway and Chester Pass Road; it has five roads leading into it.  During the tourist, grain harvest and 
woodchipping seasons, it is becoming a bit of a hellhole.  Country drivers are not as used to using roundabouts to 
join into the flow of traffic as are city drivers.  Country drivers tend to drive defensively.   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich interjected.   

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  I am sure that the member understands.  Drivers in the city tend to drive more 
aggressively at roundabouts to merge into the flow of traffic.  Years ago plans were drawn up and costs were 
made for either a bridge or a tunnel to be constructed.  There was also talk of building a ring-road.  However, 
unfortunately nothing has happened.  Neither a ring-road nor a tunnel has been constructed.  A tunnel has been 
built, but not there.  A very well-made tunnel was built in the metropolitan area, which works very well.   

We continually hear about the railway line to Mandurah.  Is that an attempt by the Government to make the 
people in Mandurah think that the Government is interested in them?  I reckon it will be years and years before 
the railway gets to Mandurah.  A little section of it might be built first; however, I hardly think building will start 
at the Mandurah end.  It is a sop to country people.  As I said in this Chamber before, I often travel to Mandurah 
and have yet to hear constituents from Mandurah tell me that they want a railway.  It is not a real burning issue 
for them, although it is for some people.   

Hon Nick Griffiths:  Mandurah is in your electorate.   

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  Mandurah is in my electorate.  It is a very important part of my electorate.   

Hon Jim Scott:  Do you not want a railway then?   

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  I did not say that.  I said that no constituents from Mandurah have yet told me that they 
want it. 

Hon Nick Griffiths:  Do you want it?   

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  Do I personally want it?  No.   

Hon Nick Griffiths:  Do you not want the railway to Mandurah? 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  I do not want it for my personal use, no.  I travel by car.   

Hon Nick Griffiths:  Do you support a railway going to Mandurah or not?   

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  At this stage, if it detracts from major, important infrastructure in this State, no, I do 
not.  I have made that clear before.   

Hon Nick Griffiths:  I am sure your constituents will be very pleased to know your point of view.   

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  Some people in Mandurah would be very upset to hear that; however, it is more likely 
that they would be from Rockingham and other places that are not in my electorate.  Unlike the Minister for 
Racing and Gaming, I am not dedicated to one little section of my electorate; my electorate extends considerably 
further.  It could be said that it either starts or ends at Mandurah, depending on which way one travels.  Most of 
my electorate is well south of Mandurah.   

Hon Nick Griffiths:  Why do you not stand as a candidate for Mandurah at the next election and see how you go?   

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  It would be very interesting to see how the Labor Party’s candidate goes at the next 
election.   

Hon Derrick Tomlinson interjected.   

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  Is that so?   

The Government has concentrated a huge amount of money on the project, which it does not even have, in a very 
questionable manner, especially when considering the blow-out.  A costing for this railway was done, which was 
quite exorbitant.  That costing has been blown out of the water by the proposed changes over the past couple of 
years.   
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Rural Western Australians are considerably concerned about the condition of their roads.  I visit all the shire 
councils in my electorate, and every council has raised that issue.   

Hon Nick Griffiths:  Have the roads fallen into disrepair in two-and-a-half years?   

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  If the minister knew anything about gravel roads - obviously he does not - he would be 
fully aware that they could fall into total disrepair in a considerably shorter time than that.  With all due respect, 
that comment shows the minister’s ignorance.   

Hon Derrick Tomlinson interjected.   

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  I see.   

Following my speech sometime ago about fire signs, a couple of additional fire warning signs were placed on 
Albany Highway.  I congratulate the minister for that although I do not know whether he had any influence in 
that outcome.  However, I am very pleased to see them there.   

Hon Nick Griffiths:  I do not know whether I had any influence in that outcome either, but I raised your concerns 
with the relevant ministers.  It shows how eloquent you are when you really do the right thing by your 
constituents.  You should support the people of Mandurah.   

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  I appreciate that.  The acknowledgment of my appreciation for the Government’s action 
on that matter shows how balanced I can be.  I am giving the minister the credit for that.  Maybe the credit 
should not be attributed to him, but I am happy to attribute it to him.  I have congratulated the Government on 
few things during my term in Parliament.  I hope that the Government occasionally does some other good things 
so that I will again have the opportunity to congratulate it.  Hon George Cash congratulated the President on the 
extension of Parliament House and on how successful he had been in getting the budget for it approved, when 
Hon George Cash had been unable to.  Some very reasonable members in this Chamber are prepared to 
acknowledge the Government when it does something right.  Sadly, we do not get the opportunity to 
congratulate it often enough.   

Local authorities in the area I represent and in neighbouring areas would like some degree of certainty about 
major projects.  They would like to be told about them.  They are major projects for them, but they are relatively 
small projects when considering the entirety of the state budget.   

Earlier I spoke about the northern bypass for Mt Barker.  That is an absolutely essential project.  I hope that 
when the budget is brought down shortly, that project will be included in it.  It is an absolutely vital but relatively 
low-cost project.  I thank the President and members for their time.  I will support the Bill, but with some 
misgivings.   

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [11.17 am]:  This Bill, which is 
designed to bring together the various government agencies that deliver public transport, is a bit like rearranging 
the deckchairs on the Titanic; it is a cosmetic approach and an administrative action.  The Government seems to 
spend a lot of time doing administrative things and pretends that that is productive.  In due course, we will see 
whether it is productive.   

The second reading speech states that the reason for setting up the authority is to provide for a safe and reliable 
public transport service throughout Western Australia.  These services will include metropolitan rail, bus and 
ferry passenger services, public transport services in regional centres, country bus and rail passenger services and 
school bus services.  That is a pretty broad-ranging set of obligations for the authority to undertake.  It seems to 
me that presently, the Government is putting all its eggs into one basket - the railway line from Mandurah to 
Perth - at great expense and to the detriment of other public transport requirements.   

I do not know why Labor Governments throughout history have been enamoured with railway lines.  They seem 
to have a thing about building passenger railway lines.  It does not matter to them how much it costs or what 
subsidies are provided to ensure passengers can travel on trains.  This Government has changed the previous 
Government’s proposal for the Perth to Mandurah railway service at great additional expense.  Obviously, if the 
Government is to spend the amount of money we believe it will spend on the railway line, it must come from 
somewhere else, although, as I mentioned in the House the other day, this Government has done very well 
revenue-wise since it formed Government.  I have examined the revenue predictions Treasury made at the last 
election, which it is required to do, and compared them with the actuals since that period.  This Government can 
anticipate some $4 billion of extra revenue in its first term of office above what Treasury predicted at the last 
election.  This Government has received a vast increase in money.  I do not know, without having had a serious 
look at its current budgetary arrangements, where that money will actually go.  We understand that debt is 
increasing and we have been told in today’s newspaper that there will be a reduction in money for roads - 

Hon Nick Griffiths:  Compared with your forward estimates, debt is actually decreasing.   
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Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Is that right?  It is interesting that the Government is so enthused about this railway 
line from Mandurah to Perth and is prepared to spend the sort of the money it will spend.  Obviously it is 
because it believes there is some political advantage to be gained from doing so.  A moment ago the minister was 
talking about politics and how Hon Paddy Embry ought stand for the seat of Mandurah to see whether the voters 
support his point of view.  The previous coalition Government made a commitment to build a railway line from 
Mandurah to Perth - albeit on a different route from the one currently proposed - and it lost every seat along that 
route.  There is a pretty salient message in all of that.  The previous Government lost every seat along the 
proposed railway route from Mandurah to Perth.  Some seats it was never going to win, such as Peel, but it also 
lost the seats of Mandurah, Rockingham and Southern River.  If the Government thinks that somehow or other 
by spending $2 billion of taxpayers’ money it will win some seats, it regrettably does not work like that.  People 
know what they need and where the money should be spent.  Essentially, people want a good reliable public 
transport system.  They do not want the Government spending billions of dollars on tunnels under sludge near 
the Narrows Bridge while ignoring the transport needs of vast numbers of people in the southern suburbs by 
redirecting the railway line down the freeway.   

Hon Tom Stephens:  Do you remember the expenditure of the previous Labor Government in the northern 
suburbs?   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I remember it well.  I also know that prior to the 1993 election, the number of glossy 
brochures that descended upon the populations of the northern suburbs was like a snowstorm - 

Hon Tom Stephens:  And how many seats did we win?  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Exactly right.  It is as simple as that.  Voters cannot be treated as if they can be 
bribed.  They will not be bribed.  They have told the previous coalition and Labor Governments that, and they 
will tell this Government the same thing again.  The public believes that it is the Government’s responsibility to 
provide these things.  Governments do not get a pat on the head for providing something because that is what the 
public expect them to do; that is why the Government is the Government.  We built hospitals and the public said, 
“So what!  That is what you are supposed to do.”   

Hon Barry House:  At one stage an assessment of the northern railway cost $65 per passenger.   

Hon Nick Griffiths:  Roads cost a fortune with respect to many of these matters.  Roads are very expensive and 
are important to our economic development, but everybody in the community contributes to them whether they 
use them or not.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I will interject on the minister.  At present the public of Western Australia subsidises 
metropolitan public transport to the tune of about $350 million a year.  The parliamentary secretary might correct 
me if I am wrong but I think that is the figure.   

Hon Nick Griffiths:  There is enormous cost subsidisation between the regions over a range of areas.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Let me finish my speech because I am just about to talk about my electorate and to 
tell the minister that he does not provide any public transport to most of my electorate.  Not one cent of public 
transport money goes into places like Kununurra, Derby, Broome, Port Hedland, Karratha, Tom Price, 
Paraburdoo, Newman, Marble Bar, Carnarvon or Exmouth, and the list goes on.  The Government is only 
interested in making sure that people living in Perth have a comfortable and safe journey on public transport.  
The Government is interested in spending about $2 billion on making sure that people travelling from Mandurah 
to Perth get there 12 minutes quicker than they would going a cheaper way.  Yet, the people of Kununurra have 
no public transport at all.  If they want to travel to Kununurra, they do it using their own motor car, by getting on 
a bus provided by a private company or by flying to Broome and then getting onto a smaller aeroplane and flying 
to Kununurra.  When travelling to Exmouth one can travel by private bus or motor car, or by a Skywest Airlines 
Pty Ltd aircraft that might land at three ports before reaching Exmouth.   

Hon Tom Stephens:  You can go by ship these days. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Yes, for the moment.  I tried to get on the voyage to nowhere but there were no spare 
seats at $320, or whatever it cost.  I suggest a voyage to nowhere might do the minister the world of good. 

Hon Tom Stephens:  They reckon everyone that went thoroughly enjoyed it.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I am hoping - this is an aside - that the people who operate those SuperStar vessels 
will recognise that there is a pretty big market in Western Australia and will provide some more voyages out of 
Fremantle in addition to the current ones.  There was a queue of people a mile long to get on the voyage to 
nowhere, which was a two-day journey on a magnificent vessel for what was a very cheap price.  People were 
queuing up, including me, and missed out.  I hope more of those trips will be provided and if anybody in the 
Government can encourage that to be done, they should do it.   
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With respect to public transport, I will not talk about something that the Government is providing but something 
that it is not providing, and I suggest that it is time it did.  It is all very well for the Government to be putting all 
its eggs into one basket and looking after the interests of people living in Mandurah, Rockingham and along the 
route of the so-called southern rail system.  Vast quantities of money are going into that project.  Not only will it 
cost a lot of money to build but also, as was suggested earlier, the subsidy for people going on that train will be 
dramatic.  However, it will diminish over time.  I remember that when we closed down the Fremantle railway 
line, it was being subsidised at a rate of $5 a passenger, which is why it was closed.  It has now reopened but that 
is history.  The fact remains that the community is paying vast sums of money every year - I believe 
$350 million - to subsidise the users of metropolitan public transport.  Yet, we do not spend a cent on addressing 
the public transport needs of the people in the north west of my electorate.  Some parts of my electorate have 
buses provided by Westrail and the Prospector train also runs to Kalgoorlie.  Therefore, a couple of public 
transport options are available in some parts of my electorate.  At the moment some subsidy is provided to some 
of the smaller airlines that service places in the Murchison - I am not sure whether that is still the case as it has 
been provided on and off over many years.  With respect to the major centres in the north west, not one cent of 
taxpayers’ money has been made available for the public transport needs of those people.  Airline services have a 
public transport component.  For example, the aircraft that fly daily from Perth to Karratha are the public 
transport option available to the people of Karratha.  The only other option is to drive one’s car.  The reason for 
having public transport is to enable people to move from one place to another without having to buy a motor car 
or pay all their salary to catch some private transport option.  I have raised in this House before the notion that 
the Government has an obligation to the transport requirements of the north west.  I have raised the proposal that 
the Government ought determine what it believes to be the transport requirements of all the centres in Western 
Australia and if that transport option is air travel, to tender out that business and provide a subsidy to the airlines 
providing the service.  For example, I envisage that a port like Exmouth, which currently has a very mediocre air 
service, should have a daily jet service.  There are two reasons for that.  Firstly, a jet service is as fast and 
comfortable as the transport the Government is seeking for the people of Mandurah.  It should be fast and 
comfortable.  A jet service to Exmouth is a requirement from that perspective.  Secondly, Exmouth needs some 
serious support in developing easy access to it for its future, particularly in the tourism industry.  Yet the airlines 
tell us that it is not economically viable to operate a jet aircraft to Learmonth airport.  A subsidy should be 
provided by taxpayers to make that public transport available.  

I suggested to the Minister for the Kimberley, Pilbara and Gascoyne that he ask the people who operate Skywest 
to use their jet plane that they charter once a week to service Exmouth.   

Hon Nick Griffiths:  Have you done any costings on the subsidy that would be required?   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  If the subsidy per capita were the same as the subsidy that every citizen in the 
metropolitan area enjoys, I suspect we would have a very good public transport system that would subsidise an 
airline that would cross-subsidise its routes throughout regional Western Australia. 

Hon Nick Griffiths:  Do you have a sum in mind?   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I did have, but I am not prepared in the sense that I did not bring all my documents 
with me.  The number of people in the metropolitan area divided by $350 million would provide a figure that 
could be multiplied by the number of people living in regional Western Australia.  That is the sort of subsidy I 
am talking about.  It might be $10 million or $20 million, which would be chickenfeed in the overall scheme of 
things, and it might provide an opportunity to implement a transport system that worked.   

One of the great ironies of this debate is that I supported competition in the airline system, albeit reluctantly, 
when the coalition became the Government in 1993.  Many people complained to me that the fares charged by 
Ansett in those days were exorbitant.  Ansett always claimed that it was cross-subsidising its routes and therefore 
had to charge a higher price on the populous routes to subsidise the less populous routes.  That Government 
encouraged Qantas Airways Ltd to operate in regional Western Australia.  Qantas did so, and all that did was put 
enormous pressure on the system to the point at which two airline services operated every day in places such as 
Karratha, Kalgoorlie and Broome.  It provided plenty of capacity and quite cheap fares because of the 
competition.  At the same time, Ansett withdrew from Geraldton, Carnarvon, Exmouth, Kununurra and Derby 
and was replaced by what I consider to be less satisfactory air transport options.  I have put to this House before, 
and I will put it again, that when the Government undertook the review of air transport requirements in Western 
Australia, it should have considered the fundamental air transport needs of each centre in Western Australia.  It 
would not have been difficult to do that.  One jet service a day to Exmouth, for example, would be a minimum 
requirement for that port; one jet service a day to Kununurra would be a fundamental requirement for a place of 
that nature, bearing in mind that Kununurra has enjoyed that for the past 30 years or so; and one jet service a day 
to places such as Tom Price via Paraburdoo to Newman and Carnarvon would be beneficial.  I do not know 
about Geraldton.  I would not argue about it for Albany.  F50 aircraft are satisfactory for Geraldton and 
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Esperance.  However, a jet service should be considered a fundamental requirement for ports further away than 
those places.  

In order to encourage competition into the delivery of these services the Government should tender out all the air 
transport business in Western Australia for, say, a five-year period to one airline so that that airline, either acting 
alone or in concert with another airline, could deliver the services the Government required and, if it had all the 
business, it could cross-subsidise the routes so that the fares would be reasonable.  In addition, the Government 
should calculate what is a fair and reasonable subsidy to compensate for the fact that these air services are the 
only public transport options available to people living in those centres.   

We now have the worst of all worlds.  Ansett has collapsed and Qantas has a virtual monopoly on most ports.  
As a Qantas officer advised at a meeting I attended in Kununurra, Qantas is run by bean counters who are not 
much interested in anything other than money.  While some officers who work for Qantas are very keen to 
provide a good air transport service in Western Australia, and to take into account the social side of the provision 
of these services, the fundamental fact is that Qantas is run by bean counters and it is only interested in making 
money.  I can understand that in the current competitive world.  

It is interesting that deregulation has occurred and it has created an open-skies policy not just in Western 
Australia but also around the world.  I hate to say this from my political perspective, but deregulation of the 
airline industry has not been successful.  It is such a fragile industry that we must almost come to the view that 
Governments owning airlines and, in some cases, providing subsidised services may be the only answer.  One of 
the great tragedies at the moment is that many airlines in the United States are in very dire economic 
circumstances, as is British Airways and a few others around the world, for all sorts of reasons.  

This Bill is about the Government’s providing a public transport system for Western Australia.  The minister’s 
second reading speech even refers to “public transport services in regional centres”.  Again, I ask the rhetorical 
question: where is the public transport service to Kununurra, Broome, Port Hedland, and Karratha?  There is 
none.  There should be.  Why should people who live in those regional centres have to pay the going rate to get 
from one place to another, when people in Mandurah will have access to a $1.5 billion to $2 billion train service 
that will get them to Perth 12 minutes earlier than a $1 billion train system.  At the same time, people who live in 
the metropolitan area, Bunbury or Kalgoorlie can hop on a bus that will drive them from one part of town to the 
other.  They have the advantage of a public transport system provided by the Government or the local 
authorities.  Many towns in my electorate are without that, as well as without air transport.  They get no benefit 
as taxpayers - in many cases very large taxpayers - from the provision of public transport by the State 
Government.   

The Minister for Local Government and Regional Development agrees with me on this because he and I share 
the same problem and the same electors.  We need to think about this seriously.  I had hoped that in the second 
reading speech some reference would be made to the Government’s taking an interest in the public transport 
needs of all Western Australians.  

Hon Nick Griffiths:  School buses.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I will not get into that.  Are we not facing the first strike by those drivers since 1918?  
As I said by way of interjection, it is probably a government strategy to get people to join the transport workers 
unions.  

Hon Graham Giffard:  You are too cunning.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  The Government is pretty cunning.  It would go to any lengths to achieve its ends.  
We heard yesterday what the Minister for Housing and Works is trying to do to achieve his ends.  

Hon Tom Stephens:  Service to the community of Western Australia is the end result.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  We will wait and see.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  What about the lengths to which you go to protect Mr Buckeridge?   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Mr Buckeridge does not need my help to protect himself.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  No; because he has everybody else tied up.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:   Mr Buckeridge thinks that people like me are not really with it and are a bit silly.  
He thinks that we are not tough enough and not prepared to do the things that should be done.  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon George Cash):  Order!  I understand we are discussing the Public Transport 
Authority Bill.  
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Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I was distracted by the unruly interjections by members opposite!  The reason I am 
making these few comments today is to again make the point to the Government - I shall be making this point to 
the next Government, which will be ours - that we must deal with this problem.  When people are in government 
they want to do many things, but for all sorts of reasons they do not get around to doing them.  Hon Murray 
Criddle, when he was Minister for Transport, and I had a number of discussions about how we might deal with 
the air transport needs of the north west.  It is fair to say that we were coming around to the view that we might 
have to bite the bullet and accept the fact that government money would be required to provide the public 
transport element to the air transport system in the north west.   

Hon Bruce Donaldson:  It is now known as Stephens’ airline. 

Hon Tom Stephens:  I bet you never factored in the collapse of Ansett. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  No, but I put forward the proposition when Ansett was still going.  Now that Ansett 
is no longer operating, the proposition could still apply.  There could be a number of combinations of airlines.  
Qantas and Skywest might come together and tender or Air New Zealand Ltd or Singapore Airlines Ltd might 
tender.  I do not care which combination it is, provided that it has good aeroplanes, can provide a safe and 
reliable service and can tender for a set period.   

With regard to the interjection about Stephens’ airline, it is interesting that the Qantas representative who was 
speaking at the Kununurra conference said that Qantas would be significantly more profitable if the Minister for 
the Kimberley, Pilbara and Gascoyne were to use its services.  I can understand that. 

Hon Tom Stephens:  It was very kind of him, was it not? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  It was very helpful.  Just as a matter of interest, I asked the Premier whether he could 
tell me how much the Government was spending on ministerial air charter.  He said that it was too hard and 
would take too long to find the answer. 

Hon Tom Stephens:  Do you know something else that is quite interesting?  I reckon that my air travel probably 
costs much less now that I am in government than when I was in opposition, because I spend less time flying 
now than I did when I was in opposition. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  That is encouraging, but I keep asking the minister how much he is spending and he 
will not tell me.  I ask him where he has been and who he has taken, and he will not tell me.  How am I supposed 
to know whether he is spending more or less if he will not give us the answers? 

This Bill is about rearranging things.  I do not know that it will make a lot of difference in the overall scheme of 
things to the public transport services in Western Australia.  However, I say to the Government in all sincerity 
that it needs to deal with public transport outside the metropolitan area and outside the south west land division 
which has some public transport.  It must deal with the remote parts of the State where public transport is 
probably more vital than anywhere else because of the huge distances involved.  I hope that the Government will 
give some thought to that.  I will certainly be giving some thought to it from the point of view of the Opposition 
in the run-up to the next election. 

Debate adjourned until a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Hon Tom Stephens (Minister for Housing and 
Works).  

[Continued on page 7138.] 
 


