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SOUTHERN RAIL LINK, COST BLOW-OUTS 
Matter of Public Interest 

THE DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mrs D.J. Guise):  Members, today I received within the prescribed time a letter 
from the member for Carine in the following terms - 

Mr Speaker 

In accordance with Standing Order 145, the Opposition wishes to raise the following Matter of Public 
Interest today: 

That this House condemns the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure for her failure to properly 
manage the southern rail link project, especially with regard to planning, consultation and the potential 
for further cost blow-outs, and for the negative impact of this costly project on key areas of the State 
Budget. 

The matter appears to me to be in order.  If at least five members stand in support of this matter being discussed, 
it can proceed.  

[At least five members rose in their places.] 

MS K. HODSON-THOMAS (Carine) [3.17 pm]:  I move the motion.  I raise this important issue regarding the 
re-routing of the south west metropolitan railway for and on behalf of many Western Australians who have 
contacted me personally and my colleagues.  There certainly is growing alarm about this whole project, not the 
least being about the enormous cost, the cost blow-outs and the impact on other key portfolio areas, as well as 
the environmental concerns that the community has about the river foreshore.  Some 18 weeks after taking 
office, the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure made a unilateral decision to change the route of the south 
west metropolitan railway so that it would go up the centre of the freeway, along the foreshore and into the city 
via a tunnel under William Street.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  How was the decision to go via Kenwick made? 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  If I have time, I will gladly take a number of interjections from the minister.  I 
would like to put some points on the record.  The decision was made without proper planning, consultation and 
due process.  I have said that on a number of occasions in this place.  In fact, the announcement made on 16 July 
2001 was, as I understand, made on the kerbside outside the front of one of the Government’s buildings.  That 
announcement was made to the local authorities that would be impacted by that decision and which were 
involved in the coalition’s Kenwick route. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Years of planning. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  A number of years of planning and financial investment went into that whole 
process.  It was a most unprofessional way to announce that decision to those local authorities.  I have had 
numerous conversations with those local authorities, all of which have said to me that they are very dissatisfied 
with the way in which this process was embarked upon by the minister.  Those local authorities have expressed 
their absolute outrage at the way the announcement was made and the impact on their local communities in 
terms of the loss of vital infrastructure that would support the future growth of those regions.  They have been 
short-changed by this Government, just to accommodate the construction of a tunnel under William Street.  The 
minister abandoned the Kenwick route following years of consultation with local authorities and local 
communities - 

Mr M.P. Whitely interjected. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  The member can make his own speech in his time; this is my time, not his. 

The minister abandoned the Kenwick route after years of consultation, and as I said - 

Mr M.P. Whitely interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mrs D.J. Guise):  Order, members!   

Point of Order 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The Liberal Party is sick and tired of Labor Party male members sledging female members 
on this side of the House.  I request that you call this House to order, Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan interjected. 
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Mr M.P. Whitely interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order!  I am on my feet.  There is no point of order.  However, I was in the process 
of calling members to order.  I would ask that that call be adhered to. 

Debate Resumed 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I am addressing my comments through the Chair, and I 
would appreciate a couple of minutes to get some comments on the record.   

As I was saying, the minister abandoned the Kenwick route.  She has made that determination and she will wear 
it at the next election.  There is no doubt in my mind about that, or in the minds of those people who contact me 
and all the members on this side - and I bet they are also contacting members on the other side - who are 
concerned about the cuts that are happening to other key areas as a result of this railway project.  The 1999 
master plan was a culmination of years of planning and consultation with the community.  An amount of 
$3.8 million was invested in that master plan.  We know there has been wasted expenditure.  There is the waste 
of expenditure on the two tunnels - the Albany Highway-Roe Highway Kenwick tunnel and the Glen Iris-
Kwinana Freeway tunnel.  An amount of $37 million is being wasted on those two tunnels that will sit there and 
gather moss.  The express busways - 

Mr M.P. Whitely interjected. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  The member can make his own speech.   

Some $34 million was invested in the express busways and the Canning Bridge interchange.  The express 
busway has been a resounding success.  Members should ask those people who utilise it daily.  The coalition 
intended to extend that busway to Murdoch by 2005, I think it was, which would have provided a service for 
many more people coming into the city.  The busway has proved to be a fast and competitive public transport 
system and it was to be extended to Murdoch by 2005.  This Government is taking away an optimal mode of 
public transport for the communities in the inner suburbs, forcing them back into general traffic and extending 
their journey times, which has not been mentioned.  This Government could not care less about their journey 
times being extended, as long as it can save 12 minutes for the commuters in Mandurah!   

Another issue is that the direct route does not service the cross-metropolitan industrial areas, such as Canning 
Vale and Welshpool, but the Kenwick route would have.  The minister can claim that those people will be 
catered for, but she cannot even deliver on the Rockingham transit system about which she was asked today in 
this place.  The original Kenwick route was to be completed by 2005 under the coalition.  The northern suburbs 
line was to be completed by 2003; it is now to be completed by 2004.  As you would be aware, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, that line will service your electorate of Wanneroo.  The minister advised that she was going to delay 
this project in the first instance only until 2006 - it will now be 2007 before the railway reaches Mandurah; that 
is, if it reaches Mandurah at all.  The minister and the Premier keep telling us that this railway to Mandurah will 
be on time and on budget.  We are hard pressed to believe that, and so is the community.  There is a growing 
alarm in the community about this whole railway project.  The Premier has said that this is a decision for the 
people.  If it is a decision for the people, I suggest the Premier should take it to the next election and check how 
the people really feel about this railway project.  I assure you, Madam Deputy Speaker, there is growing concern 
out in the community. 

I will briefly refer to a couple of areas concerning the whole project.  The supplementary master plan states that 
there will be some 601 days of freeway disruptions.  Buses will be forced back into general traffic, the busways 
will be ripped up, the Canning Bridge interchange will be demolished and reconfigured to accommodate the 
railway beneath it, there will be a new bridge at the Narrows and cantilever bridges at Mt Henry.  We also know 
about the costs.  We know as much as this Government is prepared to tell us.  We know that originally, under the 
coalition, this was to be a $941 million railway project.  That went to $1.1 billion - 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan interjected. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  The minister can make her own speech.  That went to $1.1 billion when we 
decided to include the Rockingham rail link. 

Mr M.P. Whitely interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, member for Roleystone!   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I have limited time in a matter of public importance and I want to make some key 
points.   
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The costs went to $1.1 billion, which included the link into Rockingham.  When the minister made her unilateral 
decision, she decided the cost would be $1.217 billion.  Then with escalation it went to $1.4 billion.  We also 
know that additional costs for the railway project are being borne by other agencies.  We know that the 
resumption of the land in William Street will be borne by the Western Australian Planning Commission budget.  
We wonder what else will be paid for out of other budgets, such as Main Roads.  We also know that the 
$198 million tunnel under the city from the Narrows to William Street will now cost $248 million.  The minister 
advised that the reason for the cost of $248 million - she said that this was not a cost blow-out - was that two of 
the packages had been combined, or part of one package had been combined with another package.  That is all 
well and good. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Plus escalation. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  We have heard so much about escalation.  How many times can escalation be 
included?  It is actually in the supplementary master plan.  On numerous occasions the minister has quoted from 
pages 133 and 138, which refer to escalation.  I would have thought that escalation could be counted once only.  
This is a smoke and mirrors campaign.  The community is being kept in the dark about the true cost of this 
railway project.  We know that the minister has embarked on a fixed cost contract with Leighton Contractors Pty 
Ltd, but what outside risks are contained within the contract and what is in the fine print?  Will the Government 
have to wear compensation, for example?  Compensation has not been included in any costs, and it has not been 
funded for; nor was land acquisition included in the cost of $1.403 billion.  This Government is short-changing 
Western Australians, and the minister’s solution of this open-cut tunnel along the foreshore will be an absolute 
nightmare for this community.  It will be a safety-fenced open-cut enclosure along our beautiful river foreshore; 
it will be nothing more than an ugly trench.  It relates more to ventilation and whether the Government actually 
has the money to pay for ventilation.  At best, we believe it does not.  Therefore, the Government will just keep 
the tunnel open - the top off - and it will not need to fund the ventilation. 

The construction of major infrastructure worldwide always shows that there is potential for massive cost 
increases and cost blow-outs.  The New South Wales Government has recently canned the Parramatta-
Chatswood rail project, basically because it was costing far more than anticipated.  We know that from some of 
the articles that have appeared on this issue in The West Australian.  An article in The West Australian on 
Saturday, 25 October 2003 under the subheading “Mandurah line ignores regional centres policy” states -  

. . . the $1.4 billion budget for the project was based on initial estimates and had not been revised since 
more detailed engineering work was done.   

“Anyone with reasonable knowledge and experience with projects of this size and nature should know 
that it is virtually impossible to maintain the project integrity within the initial planning budget,” he 
said. 

That was a statement by Mr Bordbar.  The article goes on to say -  

“We have already experienced how project integrity can be compromised with a portion of the tunnel 
through the city to remain uncovered,” he said.  “If the need for proper ventilation is the real reason for 
this compromise, then we are truly lucky that we are not tunnelling under water.” 

There is also the issue of patronage.  I have said on numerous occasions in this place that this minister is shifting 
patronage from one mode of transport to another.  She has not on any occasion that I have been in this place 
convinced me that this railway will deliver more people on the rail system.  There is no doubt in my mind that 
there will be a mass exodus from the bus system.  People in the inner suburbs will cease using buses because 
they would have to spend more time on them and, instead, they will opt to use their motor vehicle.  The notion of 
providing a good integrated public transport system is to ensure that people move out of their vehicles; the 
minister has said that.  Western Australians have a right to expect a modern urban public transport system that 
will service the southern corridor as cost effectively as possible.  However, I am certain that they will get a 
railway link that has been developed without proper planning and that is plagued by cost overruns.  Professionals 
in the community are becoming increasingly alarmed that the cost of this railway project will escalate by about 
$2 billion and that there will be time delays in the project.  I am not convinced that this minister will be able to 
deliver the railway to Mandurah by 2007; at best the people of Mandurah will be lucky to see it by 2010. 

This rail project is the reason that the Government cannot afford to provide adequate health, education and police 
services, not to mention adequate road funding, which is an issue that is constantly raised with me as I move 
around the State.  The community is incensed about this railway project; in fact, the community wants the 
Government to go to the election seeking an endorsement from the community for it. 
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MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the Opposition) [3.33 pm]:  I support the motion moved by the 
member for Carine.  I place on record that the Liberal Party, and indeed the previous coalition Government, not 
only supported a modern, efficient public transport rail system for the southern suburbs of Perth through to 
Rockingham and Mandurah, but also had started construction.  Before we started construction, we went into an 
extensive planning process through the south west metropolitan railway master plan, which was released in 
March 1999 after literally years of study on all aspects of the rail, including the route, patronage, cost, population 
growth, environmental factors and so on.  The plan also related to the busway system that had been developed 
along the freeway.  As the member for Carine said, that is an efficient system that would have been extended to 
Murdoch.  The project was under way and work had started in 2000 at a cost of $1.14 billion as at October 2000.  
Not only was the work under way and the project carefully costed, but also it was partly funded.  A total of 
$300 million was set aside from the sale of AlintaGas; the rolling stock and associated infrastructure was to be 
paid for through an operating lease - in other words, treated as recurrent expenditure - and the remainder was to 
be funded through public borrowing of only $449 million.  As I said, construction was under way.  Had the 
coalition still been in government, we would be about six months away from the opening of the section to 
Thomsons Lake with the suburbs through Southern River and Canning Vale being serviced by a rail system.  We 
would be six months away from the first and most important stage of the project operating and providing a 
commuter service for those rapidly growing suburbs in that area.   

However, Labor made an erratic decision after only weeks in office to change the route of the railway line.  The 
Premier said that the project would be completed on time and on budget.  What a joke!  Now, two and a half 
years later, nothing has happened on this project; yet if the coalition were still in government, we would be only 
six months away from the opening mid next year of the first leg through to Thomsons Lake to serve the public in 
the southern suburbs.  Nothing is happening under this Government.   

Then the cost price spiral started.  By July 2001 the cost of the project had gone from $1.1 billion to $1.2 billion.  
That was the first step.  By May 2002 the cost had gone from $1.2 billion to $1.4 billion.  This Government talks 
about the project being on budget, but it just continues to ramp up the budget.  The Government will be on 
budget if it increases the budget every year; that is what is happening.  There is no sense that this Government 
and this minister are in control of this project.  There has been a most erratic performance on this project from 
the minister, who struggles with her portfolio.  She thinks that she can bully other ministers in their portfolios 
and bully and intimidate the community.  The community has lost confidence in the ability of this Government - 
and of this minister in particular - to handle a very significant expenditure of taxpayers’ funds. 

What is the current situation with this project?  It is at least $300 million over budget.  Engineers are suggesting 
that it will go way beyond that; they have used the figure of $2 billion.  I have not used that figure yet, but I 
would not be surprised if that is true.  How can the Government possibly build a rail project that will not cost 
more when it now includes a tunnel under Perth, a new bridge across the Narrows and two cantilever bridges on 
either side of the Mount Henry Bridge?  It is just not credible to say it can.  What is more, the rail will no longer 
go into Rockingham.  The whole point of the project was to take a rail system to Rockingham; it will now skirt 
past Rockingham.  This project has been bungled in every sense.  We do not know about the issues surrounding 
the heritage buildings, the cost of the land to be resumed and the expenditure in other areas of government.  
What will be the effect of those issues? 

The forward estimates indicate an estimated $800 million in public borrowings.  Public borrowings have gone 
from $450 million - which would have been difficult enough to service - up to $800 million.  The community has 
had taxes increased by $400 million, which the Treasurer tried to say had nothing to do with this project.  What 
sheer nonsense!  The tax increases are in large part to fund the blow-out in the cost of this project and the 
operating costs.  Cuts across areas of essential services in the community are a direct result of the inability of this 
minister to manage the project and control the costs. 

People should be aware that the capital works budget for education is at its lowest level in four years.  Capital 
works in the health system are simply not happening. The Moora District Hospital has gained much attention, as 
have hospitals in Port Hedland, Kununurra, Margaret River, Kalamunda and so on.  There have been cuts to the 
roads budget for three successive years and $200 million has been taken off capital works on roads in the future.  
What is that, if it is not related to the railway?  Of course that has come straight out of roads projects into this rail 
project to try to cover the hole.  Eleven out of 14 police districts are not staffed to the correct level.  The queue of 
people with disabilities looking for accommodation continues to grow under this Government.  So much for 
compassion; so much for caring for people. 

It is sensible that a south metropolitan rail system be developed, and it should happen.  It should be done in 
stages as the demand for the service grows and as the people of this State can afford it, without compromising 
health, education, law and order, road projects and so on.  Also, the railway line should go into Rockingham.  I 
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hope the project has not started.  If half a tunnel is dug under Perth, what will we do with it?  It might be the 
world’s biggest bowling alley.  It would be useless.  The minister might like to answer some simple questions: 
will peat be struck if they dig under Perth; and, if so, what will be done considering that peat emits methane?  
The design of the tunnel may have to change dramatically.  Therefore, the so-called fixed-price contract will be 
irrelevant as the project will also change radically.   

This is one more example indicating that the minister does not know what she is doing.  We are a year from an 
election; the minister has had the portfolio for three years, and the project has slipped over those three years.  
This is an erratic and irrational minister who should not have responsibility for big projects of importance to the 
State. 

MR B.K. MASTERS (Vasse) [3.41 pm]:  Professor Peter Newman and Dr Jeff Kenworthy from Murdoch 
University are world-renowned researchers on a wide range of matters relating to public transport and urban 
development.  One of their major findings is that urban density is a critical determinant of economic, 
environmental and social viability, and hence the sustainability of any public transport system.  They found that 
urban density, especially around bus or train stations, determines the number of passengers using public 
transport.  In turn, passenger numbers determine the level of subsidy required by taxpayers to cover the loss 
incurred by virtually every public transport system in the world.  The larger the number of passengers, the 
smaller the required public subsidy, and vice versa.  Therefore, a growing number of transport experts are 
voicing concern about the Gallop Government’s decision to locate the southern rail line along the Kwinana 
Freeway from Murdoch, north, into the Perth central business district.  For 10 kilometres along this section of the 
route, the rail line will be bounded on at least one side by water; namely, the Swan or Canning Rivers.  
Therefore, urbanisation will be impossible along one side of this section of line.  At the same time, the other side 
of the railway line will adjoin long-established suburbs such as South Perth, Como and Salters Point, for which 
an increase in urban density is impossible in the short and medium term, and will still be difficult in the long 
term.  This Government is destined to build a railway line with a lower patronage rate than that achievable with 
the alternative route.  Hence, a larger taxpayer subsidy will be required to cover annual operating costs than 
otherwise would have been the case.  The Kwinana Freeway route for the southern rail project is contrary to 
every principle of integrated land use planning, and will prove to be this Government’s first major failure in not 
incorporating the concept of sustainability into government policy.  

MS A.J. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [3.43 pm]:  Madam Deputy 
Speaker -   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Let’s hear it for the punters!   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  That is right.  That was a disappointing but fairly predictable performance by members 
opposite.  The same old furphies and nonsense were trotted out again with no substance. 

Mr B.K. Masters:  How about answering some of them, minister?  

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I do not normally mind answering interjections, although I firstly prefer them to be 
vaguely intelligent.  However, the member for Carine does not accept interjections.  Given that is the case, I will 
not accept interjections during this debate.  The member for Carine puts on a performance every time an 
interjection is made, so government members do not interject on her.  Therefore, she forfeits her right to expect 
her interjections to be responded to.   

Mr B.K. Masters:  You have 30 minutes to speak, minister, and four of us must share 30 minutes.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Yes.  I normally do not have a problem accepting interjections.  The member for 
Carine cannot come into this place and say that she will not accept interjections, yet still expect the right to 
interject.  I am prepared to allow the member for Carine to set the ground rules, which we will follow 
meticulously.   

Key factors in this debate are escalation and the Opposition’s refusal to accept that escalation had to happen.  It 
is something other than gobbledegook.  One gets an understanding through comments made in this debate why 
the Leader of the Opposition, when Minister for Education, constantly blew out his budget.  It is clear that some 
of the absolutely fundamental standards and principles in managing a budget are not understood or accepted by 
either the member for Carine or the Leader of the Opposition.  Interestingly, the member for Carine wrote in a 
letter to a local newspaper - 

 Mr Cowdell denies the railway will cost more than the Kenwick route, and tries to explain this away 
with talk of the 1998/99 dollar values and allowances for CPI.  
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During this entire debate, the member has presented that something is wrong with using the notion of escalation.  
She never addressed that point in her speech.  So keen is the member for answers that she is not prepared to be 
here to listen to our response.  We will give it to her even if she does not want it.  

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  I’m listening.  I was just out of my seat. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Not once did the member for Carine acknowledge that the figures she quoted 
concerning the Opposition’s project were 1998-99 figures.  Nevertheless, before the Government escalated the 
figures, the Leader of the Opposition acknowledged in Parliament that the figures would need to be escalated.  
He said that this probably would be by three per cent per annum.  The calculation was made at less than that.  
However, both members continue the intellectual dishonesty of absolutely discounting that factor.  Would the 
member for Carine have escalated her figures?   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  You know.  I said on radio that our figures would have required escalation.  Minister, 
you keep claiming that your project is costing just as much as the other proposal because it has been escalated.  
You try convincing people out in the community that building extra bridges, pulling up busways and building a 
tunnel under the city will cost the same as the Kenwick route.  Do you really think people are dumb?   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  No-one out there believes you! 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The Leader of the Opposition believes strongly that male members of Parliament 
should not make nasty comments about female members of Parliament, but it does not apply to him of course - it 
applies only to other people.   

The member for Carine commented that she believed her figures would have needed escalation.   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  I said it on radio.  You know that. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The member is great - she has done it again in the House.  That is fantastic; we are 
making progress.  Does the member have any idea of the value of that escalation?  If we are to compare -   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  Minister - 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  No.  I must insist that we have a little intellectual rigour here.  The member said that an 
escalation must be done.  She compares the cost of her project with that of the Government’s project, which uses 
2006 figures.  On the member’s acknowledgment, she used 1998 figures for the coalition’s proposal.  If 
comparing like with like, what is the member’s escalated figure? 

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  You know exactly what is in the supplementary master plan.  This motion is about what 
your rail project will cost.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I have given the opportunity to set the record straight, to compare like with like, by 
escalating the figures.  That has been acknowledged three times in this House by the Leader of the Opposition; 
that is, that the figures must be escalated.  However, where is the intellectual honesty when members opposite 
talk about the cost comparisons?  Those escalations have been done.  Our project costs have been acknowledged 
on figures to date.  Obviously, when we get the contracts in, we will be in a position to give final figures. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  I thought they were fixed price.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The contracts are fixed price, but they have not been let yet.  As I said, the Government 
expects and hopes that the contracts will be let - certainly two of the three major contracts, if not all - at the latest 
by mid January.  What we have here is continued misrepresentation by the Opposition.  I expect that opposition 
members will race around and use this as an opportunity to say that the problems with the rail budget - the blow-
outs in the rail budget, as they call them - are causing all these other issues.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  That is what your colleagues are saying. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  That is a nonsense.  The Leader of the Opposition wants to ask the electorate to 
compare our project with his project.  The Leader of the Opposition has acknowledged three times in this place 
that he would have had to escalate the figures.  Can the Leader of the Opposition tell me by how much he would 
have had to escalate his budget for the project?  

Mr C.J. Barnett:   The first thing I would have done is put in correct information, including the dramatic fall in 
interest rates since the 1999 figures, which would more than outweigh any price increases on materials and 
labour.  It is largely debt-financed.  You have not even thought about that, have you?  Interest rates are one of the 
biggest costs. 
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Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  What absolute nonsense.  Because the State, under a Labor Government, is booming, 
the construction index is much higher.  The Leader of the Opposition has acknowledged time and time again that 
he would have had to escalate the figures.  The member for Carine also acknowledged that today.  However, 
they will not do it.  They will not compare like with like. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Explain the interest rate effect - seeing that you know it all - and how interest rates impact on 
the cost of the project, because interest rates have fallen dramatically since the first round of figures.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  That does not affect the cost of construction.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  You have $800 million worth of borrowings. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  It affects the cost of borrowings, but it does not have any impact on the cost of 
construction.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Doesn’t it? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  No, it does not.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Do you not realise that contractors finance their projects too?  Do you not realise that fixed-
price contractors fund their projects through the banks?  You have no idea at all. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The Leader of the Opposition spoke today about how he would not have borrowed 
money for the railcars.  That is a $25 million impost that he would have put on the people of this State.  To hide 
the cost of the railcars, which is what he was attempting to do, he would have put them under an operating lease.  
We considered that matter.  We had it analysed by Treasury.  However, Treasury said that it would cost the State 
$25 million more if we allowed that little subterfuge.  We decided that we would not do that.  We decided that 
we would take what offered the best value for money for the residents and taxpayers of Western Australia, and 
we would not engage in that subterfuge.   

A lot of nonsense has been spoken today about how we made a unilateral decision that the rail would go along 
the direct route.  It is certainly true that we did make that strategic decision, just as in 1994 the previous 
Government made its decision.  Its decision was not the result of extensive consultation.  Its decision was made 
for a whole host of reasons.  However, it was a decision that was made by that Government as a duly elected 
Government, just as is the case with our decision.  The member for Carine has put the proposition - I can 
presume only that it is because she does not understand the process - that somehow or other there were years of 
planning, and the decision was then made that the rail would go via Kenwick.  That is not true.  In 1994, that 
decision was made by the previous Government, and it effected a metropolitan region scheme amendment in 
order to deliver that.  

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  What about the wasted expenditure?  You keep missing that.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I am interested in the wasted expenditure.  The Kenwick tunnel was quoted as 
something that we will not be using.  I do not know how many times we need to tell the member for Carine that 
we are building a spur line to Thornlie, and work is being done on that as we speak.  We are completing the 
tunnel, because the New MetroRail project has three parts to it: the extension to the north, the extension to the 
south west, and the extension and upgrade on the Armadale line.  The Kenwick tunnel will not be wasted.  The 
member said also that we will need to demolish the Canning Bridge bus station.  That is not correct.  That will be 
incorporated into the new rail station.  The member for Carine talked also about the resumption of land in 
William Street.  It is true that that is not included in the construction budget.  However, what does the member 
for Carine think we will do with that land once we have built the railway station underneath it?   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  You are proposing to develop it.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Yes, and sell it.  Therefore, why would the member think that we could not get the 
money back?  After we have built underneath that land a railway station that will bring in 40 000 people a day, 
why does the member not think we could sell that land for the same price that we bought it for? 

Several members interjected. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The member does not think we could.  Okay.  This will be a fantastic development 
opportunity.  Again, one of the very great benefits is that we will be taking this run down, dilapidated and 
degraded part of the central business district, which has languished now for 20 years, and giving it an injection of 
life.  Of course we will be able to sell that land and cover the cost of the acquisition.  Members opposite spoke 
also about the William Street bridge.  I cannot believe the misrepresentation that the member for Carine keeps 
embarking on with regard to this matter.  The reason that we have decided to have an open tunnel over part of 
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the foreshore is to fund the removal of the William Street bridge.  However, that is not an integral part of the rail 
project.   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  Is that why so many people are talking about the fact that you cannot afford to pay for 
the ventilation?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I can tell the member that a lot of people are talking about the very great benefits of 
this project.  The member’s group of crusty old curmudgeons are out there, and they are implacable.  It was very 
interesting that their fundamental proposition is not unlike that of the member for Murdoch; that is, no-one lives 
south of South Street, so why should we build a rail?  It is a fact that 400 000 people will be living in that south 
west corridor by 2006.  A couple of other members want to make a contribution, but I want to respond to the 
member’s points.  One of the reasons that we are proceeding with the least-cost option for the tunnel is to fund 
the removal of the William Street bridge, because of the planning opportunities that will offer by opening up the 
foreshore.  This was done in agreement with the City of Perth, which believes this is a magnificent idea and 
really wants it to happen.  We are very concerned to contain the cost of the project, and we do not want the 
removal of the William Street bridge to add to the cost.  Therefore, we have said that we will do this only if we 
can make cost savings on the foreshore.  The outcome will be of great benefit.  Next year, the William Street 
overpass, which although very convenient for many motorists is a real blight on the city and on people’s ability 
to walk to the river, will be removed.  That will be applauded as being very positive.  I commend to the member 
for Carine that she look at the statements that have been made by City Vision about this proposal and its very 
warm and sound endorsement of it, and its endorsement by the Lord Mayor of Perth, Dr Peter Nattrass.   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  Was that the letter that you read to the House?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Yes, because our good friends at The West Australian would not publish it.  Of course, 
the great lie from the Leader of the Opposition is that nothing has happened.   

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Madam Deputy Speaker, the minister just referred to the great lie from the Leader of the 
Opposition. 

Mr M.P. Whitely:  It should be plural. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The minister knows full well that that is unparliamentary and totally against the new code 
of conduct; even before the new code of conduct, that was still unparliamentary.  I ask that she withdraw that 
allegation. 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  The member for Roleystone interjected, saying that it should have been plural, meaning 
that what the minister should have said was “lies” rather than “lie”.  I think the member for Roleystone is just as 
guilty of breaching the standards of this Parliament.  I suggest, Madam Deputy Speaker, that you seek from both 
members the withdrawal of their accusations of lying. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  To refer to something as the great lie has been fairly common -  

Mr R.F. Johnson:  By a member. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I think the members of the Opposition are a bit sensitive when they will not let me 
complete a sentence.  I was suggesting that it has been common parlance.  That does not necessarily mean that it 
is acceptable in the Parliament, but the issue is that it was used in a general sense and not applied to an 
individual.  On that basis I do not think that individuals should take offence.  The word is generally treated in a 
special way.  The issue is whether the use of the word is totally banned in the Chamber.  If it is allowed at times, 
I would have thought the way in which it was used was one of the exceptions.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I think the member for Nollamara’s statement is incorrect.  I wrote down what the 
minister said because I was going to quote the words back to her.  Her words were “the great lie of the Leader of 
the Opposition”.  During my contribution I intended to ask about the great lies of the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure and the other great lies of the Labor Party.   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  The code of conduct is quite clear.  I ask the minister to withdraw.  I did not hear 
what the member for Roleystone said, but if he referred to any member in this place in that manner, I ask him 
also to withdraw.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I do apologise.  I am very surprised.  I was not aware that we are not allowed - 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  You have been asked to withdraw.  You should not debate the issue with the Deputy Speaker.   
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Member!  It was in relation to the member to whom the minister referred, and in that 
context I ask her to withdraw. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker, but I - 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  This is a contempt of your position, Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I withdraw. 

Mr M. McGOWAN:  During the learned point of order by the member for Alfred Cove, she accused the Minister 
for Planning and Infrastructure of also telling lies.  Just because it is said during a point of order does not mean 
that a member is excused from the ordinary rule of this House.  That is what she said.  The standard ruling that 
you just applied to the minister, Madam Deputy Speaker, should also apply to a comment made during a point of 
order or in any other context in this House.   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  The member for Rockingham is quite correct.  If the member for Alfred Cove 
referred to the minister in that way, I ask her to withdraw.  Member for Roleystone, I am waiting.   

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  I almost cannot remember what I said, but I think I said that it should have been plural.  If 
that causes any offence, I withdraw. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Member for Alfred Cove? 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I withdraw.   

Debate Resumed 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  I do point out the extraordinary personal abuse 
that the Leader of the Opposition continues to direct at me time after time.  It is absolutely extraordinary that he 
can then crave the protection of the Chair.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Which personal abuse do you take exception to? 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Leader of the Opposition!  I have allowed for the fact that the member for Carine 
asked not to have any interjections and did not seek them.  The minister respected that.  The minister has allowed 
for some interjection when it was invited and appropriate.  What is not appropriate is for comments to keep 
coming across the Chamber.  I ask the Leader of the Opposition to be mindful of that.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  As I was saying, the great falsehood of course is that nothing has happened.  We know 
that during the eight years of the previous Government, not one centimetre of rail was laid.  Madam Deputy 
Speaker, as you would well know, we have almost completed the five-kilometre extension of the rail line to the 
northern suburbs; it is under construction as we speak.  We have let contracts for the purchase of 93 new railcars 
and approximately $100 million worth of other works on this project.  We are confident that contracts will be let 
by the end of this year and that we will see construction on the foreshore commencing as early as February and 
March of next year.   

We have delivered on this.  We have a history of delivering on rail projects and understanding that our city will 
not continue to function and be economically, environmentally and socially effective and efficient unless we 
provide a first-class public transport system.  We are absolutely committed to this project.  Once this project is 
open, it will have unanimous support.  In the interim, I assure members that the Government has around 90 per 
cent of the population solidly behind it on this project. 

Amendment to Motion 

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont - Deputy Premier) [4.09 pm]:  I move - 

To delete all words after “House” with a view to substituting the following words - 

notes that the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure has continually informed the House on 
the progress of the New MetroRail project and commends the minister for her management of 
this major transport project 

I am frankly quite angry at the way in which the Opposition has for at least a couple of years now misrepresented 
the New MetroRail project.  The Opposition has perpetrated a massive misrepresentation of the truth on this 
issue.  The Opposition has taken every opportunity to harass, misrepresent, mislead and frustrate the 
development of the New MetroRail project.  At one and the same time, opposition members have complained 
about alleged inaction and adopted a position that would see them committed to taking the rail only to Thomsons 
Lake.  The way in which they have dealt with this debate has lacked integrity.  They have adopted an internally 
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inconsistent position.  They have not seen any need to relate the arguments they have put forward to any 
particular truth or analysis of what is going on with the project.   

The Opposition’s classic argument, and the one that angers me most, is that somehow or other dealing with the 
need to escalate the costs to modern day figures is the equivalent of a cost blow-out.  Time and time again we 
have heard allegations from the Opposition that proper, responsible accounting for the cost of this project 
somehow represents a cost blow-out.  The set of budget estimates we inherited from the previous Government 
had very significant flaws.  I went to some considerable length during the first half of 2001 to explain what I 
called the Barnett budget blow-out, which was all the commitments made by the previous Government that had 
been announced but had not been properly planned for in the forward estimates.  A classic example of that was 
when the previous Government went to the election with cost estimates for the southern railway link based on 
1998-99 figures.  It pretended it could build a railway in 2003, 2004 and 2005 on the basis of costs that applied 
in 1998 and 1999.  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Perhaps the coalition Government thought it would devastate the economy so much that it 
would move into negative inflation. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  We were certainly in a period of negative economic growth during the coalition’s last year of 
power.  Perhaps members opposite thought we would enter a period of deflation and that, contrary to historical 
experience in this country at least since the war, prices would fall.  

That indicates the fundamental underlying weakness, inconsistency and lack of integrity of the Opposition’s 
case.  How can it talk about a cost blow-out when it went to the election with wrong figures?   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Just give us the cost; put it on the table.  

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The Leader of the Opposition says, “Just give us the cost”.  Would it not have been nice if his 
Government had just given the cost of its option to the people of Western Australia when it went to the last 
election.  His Government could not just give that cost.  

Escalation of the cost of the southern rail link was inevitable because the initial costs were based on 1998-99 
figures.  The escalation was responsible and an example of good management not poor management of the 
project.  The Leader of the Opposition and his somewhat confused shadow transport spokesperson have spread a 
number of myths about this issue.  The confusion over cost escalation is one myth.  It has also constantly focused 
on the additional expenditures in the Government’s preferred model for the new metropolitan rail project without 
taking account of the savings the Government has made by deleting the Kenwick option.   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  What savings?   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  If the member for Carine has not got across the details of the costs by now she is even more 
incompetent than I thought she was.  

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  It appears that the member for Carine cannot handle this debate without assistance from the 
Leader of the Opposition. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman):  I have allowed a fair number of interjections across the 
Chamber but they are starting to get out of order.  I would like to keep proceedings fairly calm.  

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Deleting the railway between Glen Iris and Thornlie stations will save $170 million and 
deleting the Rockingham loop will save $70 million.  A reduction in the number of railcars due to operating 
efficiencies of the faster, direct route will save $70 million.  That is a very great advantage of the model adopted 
by the Government.  Deferring the South Lakes station will save $5 million.  Savings of $10 million will be 
made in the cost of the infrastructure north of Mandurah.  Cancellation of stage 2 of the Kwinana Freeway bus 
lane project because it is no longer required will save $70 million.  When the Leader of the Opposition and the 
member for Carine do their calculations, by all means they should add the cost of tunnelling, the strengthening of 
the bridges, the buildings in William Street and so on.  However, they should not forget to take from the overall 
figure the savings made by the Government’s alteration to the model proposed by the coalition Government.  

Mr M.P. Whitely:  There are also things they put into the Kenwick option where it intersected with William 
Street, Beckenham.  Under the coalition’s plan, there was no proposal for road-rail separation there and there are 
28 000 traffic movements a day on that road.  

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  There were many flaws in the Kenwick model.  A comparison between the Kenwick model 
and this Government’s direct route reveals that the direct route is much more advantageous than appears on first 
analysis.  It is obvious that issues such as that raised by the member for Roleystone had to be dealt with but were 
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not planned for or funded in the previous Government’s model.  Some of the level crossings in our electorates 
would have had to be closed for half an hour, every hour during peak periods.  How long would people in those 
areas have tolerated that?  There would have been an inevitable demand for grade separation in those areas and 
additional expenditure.  That was just not covered in the previous Government’s plans.  Some of the members 
whose electorates will benefit significantly from the Government’s project would like to speak in this debate.  

This Government added $168 million to the cost of the project to deal with the fact that the previous Government 
had misled the community and gone to the election with figures based on 1998-99 costs.  It is an outrage; it is 
galling; and it portrays an enormous political hide that someone with such a level of incompetence and 
irresponsibility should then go to the people and say that the Government’s adjustment of their error is somehow 
a cost blow-out.  The figures have been given to the House on many occasions.  

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Tell us now; you are the Treasurer.   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The new metropolitan rail budget is $1.419 billion.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Will you resign if it does not meet that figure?   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  What a silly question.  

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Now we know. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members!   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The Government has never denied that any big project has risks attached to it.  However, the 
budget is $1.419 billion.  If the Leader of the Opposition has forgotten that big projects have risks he should 
remember that he spent $850 million on building a coal-fired power station in Collie that should have cost 
$300 million or $400 million.  He knows about cost blow-outs.  That is why he is so keen to torpedo a project 
that is supported by the rest of the community.  He is out of touch with the rest of the community if he thinks he 
should shoot down this project.  

MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon - Leader of the National Party) [4.17 pm]:  I represent a group of people who 
do not support the project.  

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  You are on your own.  

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I am on my own with thousands supporting me.  When I unfortunately attended a 
friend’s funeral last week people lined up to speak to me on only one issue - the railway line.  The potential for 
the cost of the southern rail link to blow out is absolutely enormous.  It must be one of the worst financial 
decisions ever made by a Government in Western Australia.  As we have heard, some analysts have predicted 
that the cost of this rail link will be $170 million a year. 

Mr N.R. Marlborough interjected.   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The minister has clearly stated that she will close it down.  

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I remind members that the Leader of the National Party has the call and there seems 
to be conversations going on across the Chamber between the members for Nedlands and Peel.  It is not helpful 
for the Hansard reporter and I can barely hear what the Leader of the National Party is saying.  

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  For the member for Peel’s information, the minister is on record as saying that she 
wants to close the AvonLink rail.  

Mr M. McGowan:  Rubbish; it is being upgraded.  

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  She said that in this House only a few months ago.  A cost analysis indicates that 
every Western Australian household will pay $360 a year forever for this railway line.  Country people are not 
enthralled by that.  The southern rail link will suck money out of the Western Australian budget.  It is taking 
money away from regional Western Australia right now. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Would you make it a condition of being part of a coalition that the rail project not proceed?   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  It will be one of the things we will definitely debate.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I will make that commitment the moment the Treasurer and the member for 
Roleystone make a commitment to resign once the cost of the southern rail project blows out to $1.42 billion. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Will you resign if it comes in under budget? 
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Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Yes. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  There’s a challenge!  What an incentive!  Leader of the National Party, we want you to stay.  
We want you in your current position. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Let me tell members why I am prepared to say that.  The cost of this project started at 
$1.147 billion under the previous Government.  It went to $1.217 billion once the railway line was to go down 
the freeway.  The escalation bit, which we have been debating, put it at $1.403 billion.  The central business 
district extras added $15.5 million to the cost; the railcars added $137 million; and the $50 million that we heard 
about just a few weeks ago makes it $1.6 billion right now.   

Several members interjected. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I do not have anything to risk.  It is $1.6 billion right now.  Therefore, let us not 
worry about this nonsense. 

Mr M.P. Whitely interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman):  I call the member for Roleystone to order for the first time. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  We want to know from the minister why the extension, which will go from the river 
to the CBD, will not cost $300 million, because it will cost $300 million.  We have seen the cost go from 
$195.5 million - 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Did you not listen to the debate about escalation? 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I did.  What a lot of drivel.  Let me remind members of a tiny project in Geraldton.  It 
blew out on a fixed contract, I presume - because that is why we are debating this matter - by 30 per cent in two 
months.  It went from $40.7 million to $49 million in two months.  Why was that?  The answer was that the 
contractors wanted more money.  Shock-horror!  Contractors wanted more money! 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  It’s just escalation! 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Yes, it is just escalation.  Shock-horror!  We also know that some contractors are 
really shaking at their knees.  We know why the minister has not signed off on the contracts.  It is because the 
preferred contractors refused to sign the contract.  Why?  It is because fixed contracts do not exist.  There is just 
no such animal. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  It’s fantasy. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The minister will not come into this House with a fixed contract.  It will not happen.  
She might get a contract that fixes a range of deals, but anything that is not specified in the contract will be as 
open as the ocean. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Such as a change in design to accommodate ventilation. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Exactly.  That is as certain as the sun coming up tomorrow morning.  There is no 
chance in the world that this project will come in at $1.4 billion.  It will hit $2 billion.  There is no question about 
it. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Do you want a bet? 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I am betting on it.  At the next election, I will tell everyone in Western Australia that 
that is the case.  It is $1.6 billion right now.   

Another point is that, as a country person, I will be fascinated to watch people pour in from the south when 53 
buses hit that freeway at peak time.  Will that not be a wonderful sight for someone who lives in rural Western 
Australia, with the congestion that there will be on that freeway?  Who will thank the Government for that? 

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [4.23 pm]:  I will not support the Deputy Premier’s amendment to this 
motion.  I have listened to this debate.  I heard the minister state that the same old furphies are being trotted out.  
The people in my community would ask who is giving those false reports.  The minister also talked about the 
intellectual dishonesty of the Leader of the Opposition and the member for Carine.  I do not know whether my 
community would call it intellectual dishonesty or whether it would call what this Government is doing 
contempt for the community. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  No, that was what the previous Government did. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  If the shoe fits, wear it!  Labor has moved from one side of the House to the other, and 
now it is doing what it said the previous Court Government did.  It is not listening to the community and it is not 
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being accountable.  With whom did the Government discuss this matter?  What did the minister say?  She said it 
was a unilateral decision and that the situation called for a strategic decision to be made, just as the Court 
Government made a strategic decision on the Kenwick loop.  What is this?  It is the pot calling the kettle black.  
When was this put out to the community?  Does the Government believe that because one Government did not 
put it out to the community, it does not have to do so?  The previous Government did not get elected on a 
platform of consultation with and accountability to the community.  That is what Labor came across the line on. 

I have with me Labor’s policy document “getting transport back on track”.  The Deputy Premier mentioned the 
years when nothing happened and that this Government is getting the New MetroRail project up and running.  
Excuse me; could the Deputy Premier direct me to where the money for this rail is in Labor’s transport policy?  
In Labor’s policy document “getting transport back on track”, it promised that it would complete the south west 
metropolitan railway.  I thought the diagrams that the Leader of the Opposition showed us today during question 
time were very good.  They show six new hospitals.  I am not talking about new hospitals, but what about the 
promises Labor made for the health system and has not kept?   

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members!  It is again difficult to hear the member for Alfred Cove.  The 
member for Nedlands has been interjecting.  She is sitting right in front of the member, and that is causing 
problems with our hearing the member for Alfred Cove. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I was asking, through you, Mr Acting Speaker, about the promises.  I am not saying that 
promises were made for six new hospitals.  However, this Government promised that it would fix the health 
system.  The health system is in more crisis now than it was two and a half years ago.  Where is the money 
going?  It is not going into salaries or getting more nurses; it is going into this new railway line.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Member, do you say the community prefers the Kenwick deviation?  Is that what you are 
saying? 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I am saying that Labor came into government on a platform that it would listen to the 
community and be accountable.  When has the Government listened to the community?  It has not.  It has gone 
this way without listening to the community.  It has not addressed the promises it made.  It has not fixed the 
health system.  When I ask for information about the police in my area, what am I given?   

Point of Order 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Mr Acting Speaker, you pointed out just now that I was interjecting.  You probably did not 
hear, but it was because I could not hear, as the members on your right were speaking.  Now I am trying to listen 
to the member for Alfred Cove, and all the people on my left are interjecting.  Therefore, I wonder whether you 
would mind asking them to pipe down. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  There is no point of order. 

Debate Resumed 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  What about the promises about police and law and order?  There is a growing problem 
with crime and burglaries within my electorate.  People come into my office with broken ribs and bruises.  What 
does the Minister for Police say?  She says, “Oh, no, I can’t give you the information about police numbers” - 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members!  It is very difficult to hear.  I ask the members for Peel and Riverton 
to keep their comments to themselves, please. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I have asked for information about police numbers in my area because of the number of 
people who have come into my office and said that they have been burgled and beaten up.  Some people have 
come into my office with fractured ribs, bruises and all sorts of harm that has been done to them.  What does the 
minister say?  She says, “Oh, no, this is sensitive information.  I can’t give you the number of police you have at 
the stations within your electorate and how many police officers there are on each shift, because this is sensitive 
information and it might get into the wrong hands.”  That is right; it might get into the community’s hands and 
they might ask the minister about her promise in relation to law and order. 

Point of Order 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The amendment moved by the Acting Premier should be ruled out of order because it is a 
direct negative of the motion, which states that this House condemns the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 
for her handling of this project.  The amendment negates that by stating “and commends the Minister for her 
management of this major transport project.”  In my view, that is a direct negative of the motion, and it should be 
ruled out of order. 
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Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The member for Hillarys is right on his last little point, that it is his view.  His view does 
not happen to be the standard practice of this House.  For an amendment to be out of order, it has to be a direct 
negative of the motion. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  This is a direct negative.  I suggest you take advice from the Clerk. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  It is not a direct negative.  In the 15 years I have been a member of this place amendments 
have been moved that have gone much closer to being direct negatives than this particular amendment.  It is not 
a direct negative and, therefore, as you ruled earlier, Mr Acting Speaker, it is acceptable.  There is also the 
technical point about when the amendment was moved.  It was not challenged at that stage. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  We did not see it; that is why. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  It was read out, and it was not challenged at that stage.  It has been before the House and it 
has been debated. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  To assist you in your deliberations, Mr Acting Speaker, the original motion moved by the 
member for Carine states -  

That this House condemns the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure for her failure to properly 
manage the southern rail link project  . . .  

It condemns the minister for her management.  The amendment moved by the Acting Premier states the 
opposite; it commends the minister for her management of this major project.  It is a direct contradiction.  The 
member for Hillarys is absolutely right and, with respect, you have no choice but to rule the amendment out of 
order. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman):  There is no point of order.  It is not a completely direct 
negative, and there are a number of ways in which it can be interpreted.   

Debate Resumed 

Amendment (words to be deleted) put and a division taken with the following result - 

Ayes (27) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mrs D.J. Guise Mr J.A. McGinty Ms J.A. Radisich 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr S.R. Hill Mr M. McGowan Mr E.S. Ripper 
Mr C.M. Brown Mr J.N. Hyde Ms S.M. McHale Mrs M.H. Roberts 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr A.D. McRae Mr P.B. Watson 
Mr A.J. Dean Mr R.C. Kucera Mr N.R. Marlborough Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio Mr F.M. Logan Mr M.P. Murray Ms M.M. Quirk (Teller) 
Dr J.M. Edwards Ms A.J. MacTiernan Mr J.R. Quigley  

 

Noes (20) 

Mr R.A. Ainsworth Mr J.H.D. Day Mr W.J. McNee Mr R.N. Sweetman 
Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.P.D. Edwards Mr A.D. Marshall Mr M.W. Trenorden 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr B.J. Grylls Mr B.K. Masters Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr M.F. Board Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr P.D. Omodei Dr J.M. Woollard 
Dr E. Constable Mr R.F. Johnson Mr P.G. Pendal Mr J.L. Bradshaw (Teller) 

 

            

Pairs 

 Dr G.I. Gallop Mr M.G. House 
 Mrs C.A. Martin Mr T.K. Waldron 
 Mr D.A. Templeman Mrs C.L. Edwardes 

Amendment thus passed. 
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Amendment (words to be inserted) put and a division taken with the following result - 

Ayes (27) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mrs D.J. Guise Mr J.A. McGinty Ms J.A. Radisich 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr S.R. Hill Mr M. McGowan Mr E.S. Ripper 
Mr C.M. Brown Mr J.N. Hyde Ms S.M. McHale Mrs M.H. Roberts 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr A.D. McRae Mr P.B. Watson 
Mr A.J. Dean Mr R.C. Kucera Mr N.R. Marlborough Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio Mr F.M. Logan Mr M.P. Murray Ms M.M. Quirk (Teller) 
Dr J.M. Edwards Ms A.J. MacTiernan Mr J.R. Quigley  

 

Noes (20) 

Mr R.A. Ainsworth Mr J.H.D. Day Mr W.J. McNee Mr R.N. Sweetman 
Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.P.D. Edwards Mr A.D. Marshall Mr M.W. Trenorden 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr B.J. Grylls Mr B.K. Masters Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr M.F. Board Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr P.D. Omodei Dr J.M. Woollard 
Dr E. Constable Mr R.F. Johnson Mr P.G. Pendal Mr J.L. Bradshaw (Teller) 

 

Pairs 

 Dr G.I. Gallop Mr M.G. House 
 Mrs C.A. Martin Mr T.K. Waldron 
 Mr D.A. Templeman Mrs C.L. Edwardes 

Amendment thus passed. 

Motion, as Amended 

Question put and a division taken with the following result - 

Ayes (27) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mrs D.J. Guise Mr J.A. McGinty Ms J.A. Radisich 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr S.R. Hill Mr M. McGowan Mr E.S. Ripper 
Mr C.M. Brown Mr J.N. Hyde Ms S.M. McHale Mrs M.H. Roberts 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr A.D. McRae Mr P.B. Watson 
Mr A.J. Dean Mr R.C. Kucera Mr N.R. Marlborough Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio Mr F.M. Logan Mr M.P. Murray Ms M.M. Quirk (Teller) 
Dr J.M. Edwards Ms A.J. MacTiernan Mr J.R. Quigley  

 

Noes (20) 

Mr R.A. Ainsworth Mr J.H.D. Day Mr W.J. McNee Mr R.N. Sweetman 
Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.P.D. Edwards Mr A.D. Marshall Mr M.W. Trenorden 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr B.J. Grylls Mr B.K. Masters Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr M.F. Board Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr P.D. Omodei Dr J.M. Woollard 
Dr E. Constable Mr R.F. Johnson Mr P.G. Pendal Mr J.L. Bradshaw (Teller) 

 

            

Pairs 

 Mrs C.A. Martin Mr T.K. Waldron 
 Mr D.A. Templeman Mrs C.L. Edwardes 

Question (motion, as amended) thus passed. 
 


