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RAILWAY DISCONTINUANCE BILL (NO. 2) 2006 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 13 April. 

MR D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN (Leschenault) [4.12 pm]:  The Liberal Party will be supporting the bill.  I 
foreshadow that we will also be making a constructive suggestion about how we can use this legislation in a way 
that will provide a direct benefit to the people of Geraldton and, indeed, the mid-west region as a whole.  This 
legislation authorises the formal discontinuance of sections of the existing railway infrastructure between the 
port of Geraldton and the marshalling yard at Narngulu.  It is important to note that the rail line itself has already 
been removed from the foreshore area.  Therefore, this bill does not do anything in a practical sense.  However, 
it is an important legislative process and legal necessity.  These sections of railway have been made redundant by 
the construction of the Geraldton southern transport corridor.  This was an initiative, yet again, of the previous 
Court Liberal government.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  I don’t believe it!  

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I love the minister’s sense of humour!   

The new east-west road and rail corridor that has been commissioned between the Port of Geraldton and 
Narngulu will provide improved access to the port.  As I have said, the commissioning of the new railway as part 
of the southern transport corridor has enabled the existing rail infrastructure along the Geraldton foreshore to be 
removed.  Most members, including National Party and Independent members, would be aware of the details of 
this bill, because we have had a succession of briefings.  An extensive amount of work has been undertaken to 
improve the Geraldton foreshore area.  The removal of the railway line from the foreshore was an important part 
of the foreshore redevelopment project.  The foreshore redevelopment project has enabled the revitalisation of 
the Geraldton central business district.  I think everyone agrees that this will provide enormous benefits for 
Geraldton, because it will improve the amenity of the area for local residents and further enhance the tourism 
appeal of the city.  The removal of the rail line also provides an opportunity to link the CBD and the foreshore.  
We have had a briefing from the Geraldton City Council on this matter.  That will allow people to take full 
advantage of the waterfront attractions of Geraldton. 

The railway land that is the subject of this bill will be used for a number of purposes, including mixed-use 
residential, a civic square, and parks and recreation.  The minister has pointed out that part of the land will be 
used for a future road bypass.  That takes me back to what happened a few years ago in my home town of 
Bunbury.  We had a similar experience in Bunbury.  I dare say, though, that in Bunbury we did not do it as well 
as the Geraldton City Council is doing it, because in Bunbury we made the fatal mistake of putting a four-lane 
road in between the town centre and the waterfront.  I am delighted that Geraldton is doing the right thing, 
because the whole of the CBD will now be opened up to the waterfront.  That will certainly help make this 
project a success.  A number of agencies have had extensive involvement in this project, particularly the City of 
Geraldton, members of the local community, a range of government agencies, and the Geraldton Port Authority.  
They deserve congratulations for all the work that has been undertaken on this project to date.  

I turn now to some of the important aspects of the bill.  This is a simple bill.  It is only a few pages long.  The bill 
will enable any material relating to the railway, such as the tracks, to be used for the construction or maintenance 
of railways elsewhere, or to be sold, disposed of or otherwise dealt with in whatever manner is deemed to be 
appropriate.  I will be interested to get an explanation from the minister about what will be done with this 
material; for example, will it be sold for scrap, or will it be reused?  I imagine that a lot of this material cannot be 
reused.   

I turn now to a very important point, and the one about which we will be making a constructive suggestion about 
how the bill can be improved.  The bill provides for the Minister for Lands to transfer to the Public Transport 
Authority the railway reserve land.  That land will then become crown land.  That land will be transferred in fee 
simple; that is, no payment will be required.  The PTA will therefore end up owning a chunk of this railway 
reserve land.  The bill provides also that with the approval of the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, who is 
the minister responsible for the administration of the Government Railways Act 1904, the Public Transport 
Authority will be given the authority to sell or otherwise dispose of the land in question.  Any funds from any 
such sale or disposal will be credited to the Public Transport Authority.  My understanding from the local 
council is that it has had an excellent working relationship with the agencies concerned, and that although the 
specifics are still being worked out, the future of the rail reserve has pretty well been determined.  I understand 
that all the parties are happy with that arrangement.   
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I understand that some of the land may end up being developed by LandCorp for commercial or other purposes.  
Presumably as part of that process, the Public Transport Authority will be selling that land to LandCorp.  I will 
be seeking some advice on that matter from the minister in her second reading response; perhaps we can also talk 
about this in more detail during consideration in detail.  Will the minister explain in her response to the second 
reading debate whether any of the land in the ownership of the Public Transport Authority will end up being on-
sold to the private market or to LandCorp?  As I pointed out earlier, obviously a fair amount of the land will be 
used as part of the redevelopment project; we understand that.  However, I am trying to identify exactly how 
much land ultimately could be sold, and the revenue implications of that sale.  In other words, could the Public 
Transport Authority be looking at any or a significant source of income in the future as a result of the disposal or 
sale of any of this rail reserve land?  Before we go into that in more detail, which perhaps we could do in 
consideration in detail, it would be greatly appreciated if the minister could provide some advice on that.  I 
would also appreciate the minister’s advice as to why it was deemed necessary.  I understand that these sorts of 
legal proceedings are a standard arrangement; that is, the land would be transferred to the Public Transport 
Authority, and if it sold any of it, obviously the proceeds would go into its trust account.  Were any other options 
looked at?  That would be a standard administrative arrangement when selling land through an agency such as 
the PTA. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  I am having a few problems. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I know; the Treasurer is always a problem, is he not? 

The legislation provides for the proceeds of any sales by the PTA to go into the PTA’s trust account.  Were any 
other arrangements examined; in other words, did the government look at providing the proceeds of any sales for 
other purposes? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  I wasn’t going to donate it back to the Treasury! 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  There we are in agreement!  I do not think the Treasurer needs it.  Of course, 
the point I will make in consideration in detail is that one wonders whether the Public Transport Authority needs 
it either.  The Public Transport Authority has just had a $1.2 billion injection courtesy of Western Australian 
taxpayers. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  You didn’t complain last year when we had a $300 million injection to pay off the 
debt left over by your failed privatisation of Westrail.  We didn’t hear a bleat about that. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  If the minister wants a debate about her economic mismanagement, she can 
bring it on. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  I’ll tell you what: we’ll have a debate about the privatisation of Westrail if you like. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  One of the things that people in the audience undoubtedly do not appreciate 
about these sorts of forums is exactly this sort of bickering.   
Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  Come on! 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  The minister will find out more in a minute.  The opposition will make a 
very constructive suggestion, based on the minister’s advice, that may actually be significantly beneficial for the 
community of Geraldton.  It obviously all hinges on how much of this land is likely to be sold by the Public 
Transport Authority down the track: whether, for example, it would sell blocks of land to LandCorp or to any 
private purchasers.  To again use an example from my home town, when the railway that went through the 
central business district was closed and similar arrangements were made to those being made in Geraldton, the 
government of the day recouped quite a bit of money because it sold a fair amount of the land.  It used some of 
the land for community purposes, in a similar way to what is happening in Geraldton.  As I said, I think it made 
some mistakes, unfortunately, with what it did in Bunbury.  However, overall it was a big improvement.  It also 
made quite a lot of money out of the sale of some of the reserve.  If the minister would provide advice along 
those lines, we could proceed rapidly with this matter. 
MS K. HODSON-THOMAS (Carine) [4.25 pm]:  I also rise to speak to the Railway Discontinuance Bill 
(No. 2).  May I also say how nice it is to be in Geraldton.  I cannot say that I have ever lived here; however, it is 
a beautiful town and I am certainly enjoying being here. 

This is a short bill of six clauses, and it has a great significance for Geraldton.  As I understand it, this bill is 
designed to authorise the formal discontinuation of sections of the railway from the port of Geraldton to the 
marshalling yards.  It is clear that the railway was, and is, an eyesore, and as such prevented the city’s 
opportunities for redevelopment.  Certainly the removal of the railway has provided an opportunity for the 
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central business district to be revitalised and for the foreshore to be redeveloped.  The rail line has already been 
removed from that area.  I know that because I can see the area from my hotel room at the Ocean Centre Hotel. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  Are we staying at the same hotel? 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  We are indeed, Minister for Planning and Infrastructure.  It is a great outlook 
from there.  I must admit that I enjoyed looking out at the port last night and at the twinkling of the starboard and 
port markers.   
Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  I love it when you talk nautical! 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  People know that I have a great affinity with the ocean and for boating, which I 
love.  It is a great leisure activity, and Geraldton is renowned for it.  That revitalisation is very important to all in 
Geraldton.  Therefore, I support the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure.  I know members on the other side 
are surprised, because I am not often known to support her, but I have a high regard for the work she does. 
I also enjoy the outlook from what is a fantastic tribute initiated by Rotary, the HMAS Sydney memorial.  I 
walked up there with a couple of colleagues this morning; it is a beautiful walk. 

Mr J. McGrath:  We jogged up! 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  No, we did not jog up.  I am sure the member for South Perth would not have 
made the hill! 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Misleading the Parliament - tut-tut! 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Geraldton is certainly a great place to visit and it has huge potential for tourism.  
We should be doing everything to provide it with that opportunity. 
I have been able to view a few concept drawings for the redevelopment and revitalisation of that foreshore, 
which clearly will be a bonus for the local community.  As has already been referred to by the Minister for 
Tourism, and as I have mentioned, it will be great for tourism in Geraldton, so I will support the legislation 
before us.   
The redevelopment of this area will significantly increase the amenity and tourism appeal of the city.  The 
removal of the railway line will provide a link between the CBD and the foreshore, and will maximise the 
natural attraction of the beautiful beachfront.  I understand that under the legislation, the railway track can be 
used for the construction and maintenance of other railways, as is mentioned in clause 4(2), and can also be sold 
or disposed of.  I ask the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure in her summation of the second reading debate 
to provide members with further detail about what will happen with this material, and further detail on the value 
of the land, how the Public Transport Authority will dispose of or sell the land, and why the PTA should get the 
funds from the sale of the land.  The opposition’s lead speaker spoke on these matters in great detail, and I will 
not go into them further.  I am sure the Treasurer would like the money.  He certainly has invested a lot of 
money in the Perth-Mandurah railway. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  I invested a lot of money in Geraldton and the mid-west and will continue to do so. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Yes, and that is good to hear.  The member for Nedlands raised an important 
issue today in a matter of public interest, and it is a matter that should be given some consideration as well.  I 
will not go into that further, because I would be digressing from the legislation before us.  However, it would not 
be one of my speeches without mentioning the Perth-Mandurah railway. 
Mrs M.H. Roberts:  Don’t you like it? 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I love the notion of getting people in and out of our city, and we need public 
transport infrastructure.  I suppose I find it difficult to reconcile how we are here removing a railway from a 
foreshore because of a need to beautify that area because the railway has become an eyesore, with how we in the 
city are putting a railway on what I believe is a very important foreshore; that is, the foreshore of the CBD.   

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  There is a difference.  That foreshore has an eight-lane freeway either side of it.  
There is a difference.  It is unbelievable.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I still find it very difficult to reconcile.   
Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  The member for Kalgoorlie reckons we should be sinking the freeway.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  The discussion of sinking the railway is far too late.   

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  It is sinking the whole freeway.   
Mr J.N. Hyde:  It is a Liberal Party commitment for the next election.   
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Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  It is not a Liberal Party commitment.  I do have a problem with reconciling it.  I 
am happy to take interjections from members - 
Mr J. McGrath:  Just give us a railway station in South Perth. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  The member for South Perth desperately wants that train station.  Madam Deputy 
Speaker, I think we are digressing.  I am probably at fault for that.   
I support the legislation before us.  It is very important for Geraldton.  I do not want to make light of other 
matters.  I will listen intently to the minister’s second reading summation.  Perhaps she will be able to give us 
further details as requested by the lead speaker and by me. 

MR S.R. HILL (Geraldton) [4.31 pm]:  It gives me great pleasure to support the Railway Discontinuance Bill 
(No. 2) 2006.  Geraldtonians have had the railway line on the foreshore since 1876.  We can now claim our 
waterfront back.  We can redevelop the city CBD and we can walk down to the foreshore area and enjoy it 
without the railway line isolating us from the beachfront.  In removing the railway line, we will have the 
opportunity to see investors come into the community and into the CBD.  Many of the shop owners in Marine 
Terrace are now looking at redeveloping their shopfronts and businesses.   
It gives me great pleasure to support the bill.  I look forward to the opportunities that will now be provided in the 
CBD.  I will not hold up the progress of the bill any longer.  The railway line has been there since 1876.  The 
people of Geraldton are pleased to see it go.  Let us move forward so we can redevelop the foreshore.  I look 
forward to supporting the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure on the final phases of removing this 
impediment to the people of Geraldton and the mid-west.   

MR G. WOODHAMS (Greenough) [4.32 pm]:  In rising to support the Railway Discontinuance Bill (No. 2) 
2006, I will make a few comments about what we now have on the foreshore of Geraldton where the railway line 
used to be.  Observant members will have noticed on the foreshore that parts of the railway line still exist as it 
crosses some of the roads in Geraldton.  There is still a line where the railway line has been removed from the 
foreshore.  It is quite evident.  I have a couple of questions about the use of that land.   

One of the elements of the bill concerns me.  I hope that property values along Chapman Road are not enhanced 
following the removal of the railway line.  I do not believe that that is the government’s intent.  The community 
of Geraldton and the mid-west would not want that to be the only development that occurs.  That land along the 
foreshore of Geraldton at Champion Bay, as the member for Geraldton pointed out, has had a railway line on it 
since 1876.  The railway was critical to the development of the settlement of Champion Bay and critical to the 
further development of Geraldton as we know it now. 
We need railway lines into this community to enhance the resources of the mid-west hinterland.  They need to be 
brought to the port in one fashion or another.  It is not a matter of just disposing of a railway line.  We are 
presented with an opportunity to use the land between the foreshore development and Bluff Point for the benefit 
of the local community of Geraldton.  There is quite a strip of land there, probably about two kilometres in 
length, which was part of the railway line and which is no longer a hazard.  I propose that we use that land for 
another railway line, say, a light rail, that could be used either for tourism or perhaps for urban transportation.  I 
see the potential use of that land as enhancing the people of Geraldton.  I propose it under the Railway 
Discontinuance Bill (No. 2) 2006 not purely for some people to make a profit from it, but for that land to be 
returned to the occupants of Champion Bay and for this community to make a decision about whether it might be 
able to use that land in future, perhaps even to deliver people to the Geraldton railway station. 

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont - Treasurer) [4.36 pm]:  I support the Railway Discontinuance Bill (No. 2) 2006 
because of what it symbolises.  I support this bill because it provides the legal foundation for the CBD foreshore 
redevelopment project, to which the state government has contributed more than $13 million.  What a wonderful 
result it will be for Geraldton when the CBD is reoriented and when the city faces the ocean and has access to 
the beach.  I also support the bill because the discontinuance of the railway is symbolic of the economic 
development that has occurred in Geraldton.   
I do not normally quote The West Australian, as it is not a newspaper that provides much substance worth 
quoting in Parliament.  However, an article written by Gareth Parker on page 9 of today’s paper is an 
uncommonly good article for The West Australian.  He begins his article by saying -  

A decade ago Geraldton was in terminal decline and in danger of losing city status as people moved 
away. 

We have seen phenomenal economic development in the past five years and that is noted by Gareth Parker, who 
goes on to say - 
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Match these anecdotal impressions with some hard data - housing prices growing at 30 per cent a year, 
regional unemployment at its lowest level in a decade and billions of dollars worth of projects on the 
drawing board - and a clear picture emerges. 

Geraldton is on the way up . . . 
That is Gareth Parker’s conclusion in The West Australian this morning.  This bill and the removal of the railway 
are symbolic of that economic development.  They are also symbolic of a change in the outlook of Geraldton.  
There is a physical change - Geraldton will face the ocean - but there is also a psychological change: the 
pessimism and the dismay seen in Geraldton in the late 1990s have been replaced with confidence, optimism and 
an outward-looking city preparing for much better times in the future.  This government has contributed to that 
progress in Geraldton in a very big way.   
I remind the house of the circumstances that the government faced when it came to office.  When it came to 
office, the Western Australian economy was in contraction.  The economy was actually getting smaller.  That 
affected the state’s finances. The previous government had run five budget deficits out of eight.  Not only had it 
run those five budget deficits out of eight, demonstrating its financial incompetence, but also it had left the 
incoming government with $500 million worth of unfunded commitments.  It promised every teacher a laptop 
but it did not put any money in the financial plan for those laptops to be purchased.  There was instance after 
instance of unfunded commitments that had to be met by the incoming Labor government.  In 2001, dealing with 
a contracting economy and the inheritance of those unfunded commitments, we had to make some tough 
decisions.  In the face of those very difficult circumstances, we had very strong advocacy from the new member 
for Geraldton, the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure and the then Premier.  Despite the difficult financial 
circumstances, we put $88 million into the Geraldton southern transport corridor project and $103 million 
borrowing capacity into the Geraldton port enhancement project.  I do not want anyone to think -  

Several members interjected. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The people who scoffed at the term “borrowing capacity” are the same people who raised 
the question of the level of state debt when they dared to criticise the budget.  They cannot have it both ways.  
They cannot say that I am responsible for the level of state debt and then scoff when that debt is used to promote 
the economic development of Geraldton.  We made those difficult decisions, which had not been made by the 
previous government.  They were not easy decisions.  Had it not been for the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure, the member for Geraldton and the former Premier, it is quite possible that those decisions would 
not have been made, because they were tough ones.  If they were so easy to make, how come they had not been 
made by the previous government?  The previous government sat on its hands and let Geraldton and the rest of 
the Western Australian economy stagnate.  It put all its eggs into the Kingstream basket.  Does anyone remember 
the name Kingstream?  That was the failed project that, together with the Oakajee port, was supposed to 
revitalise Geraldton.  Because the previous government put all its eggs in the Kingstream basket, it would not 
fund the Geraldton southern transport corridor or improvements for Geraldton port. 

That all came to nothing and it took this government, with the urging of the member for Geraldton, to provide 
the foundation for the marvellous period of economic growth that has occurred.  I have news for the opposition.  
On the foundation of the growth that we have already promoted, we will now make Oakajee happen as well.  
Western Australia, Geraldton and the mid-west will go ahead as a result.  The investments have paid off.  We 
have growth now and we have the foundation for future growth in the mid-west and Geraldton. 

I want to say to the people of Geraldton and to the Parliament that more investment is coming.  Every year we 
run a budget surplus and every single dollar of that surplus is put into new infrastructure or debt repayment.  The 
mid-west will be a very important locus for that new infrastructure investment in future years, driven by the state 
of our economy and by the budget surpluses we have been able to achieve under our financial management.  We 
have a state infrastructure strategy development process for the expenditure of $650 billion worth of 
infrastructure over the next 20 years.  That will be a combination of private sector and public sector investment.  
It is very important that all of us have a good understanding of priorities for infrastructure investment in 
Australia.  We need to develop those plans in consultation with the private sector and the community. 

The infrastructure needs of the mid-west were a very important driver for the establishment of the state 
infrastructure strategy.  We will be consulting, as we have in the past two days, business and the community in 
Geraldton and the mid-west as we develop our infrastructure plans and priorities for this region.  Most 
importantly, we will be consulting the member for Geraldton, who has been a very important adviser to us on 
infrastructure issues in Geraldton and the mid-west. 

This bill is symbolic of Geraldton’s new outlook and economic development.  There will be more symbols in the 
future because there will be more growth and more development to symbolise.  Geraldton is on the way up; it is 
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moving forward.  The mid-west is also moving forward.  We will be making our contribution through massive 
investment in infrastructure.  This bill symbolises what we have been able to do in the past five years, and there 
will be more to come.  I support the bill. 

MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon) [4.45 pm]:  Madam Deputy Speaker -  

Ms M.M. Quirk:  They should never have abolished the superphosphate bounty. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  That is a beautiful line with which to begin.  I think the phosphate bounty was 
discontinued 40 years ago.  That is where the Minister for Justice and other members of the ALP are stuck in 
relation to the regions.  They have not visited for 40 years.  Phosphate bounty!  Not only that - I hate to tell 
members opposite this because they will not understand - but the phosphate bounty was actually a federal 
bounty.   

Ms M.M. Quirk:  I am aware of that. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Does the member know what it was used for?  I doubt it. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Are you going to be a new Liberal? 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I thought I was.  I have been accused of many things.   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Perhaps the member would like to address the bill. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  I think you might be a new Liberal, you know. 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler:  I think you’re an old National, really. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I think I am an old National, too.  I think the member for Murchison-Eyre got it 
right.  I have been encouraged to speak on this bill because of the Paul Reynolds of the ALP, the member for 
Belmont, the person who rewrites Australian history.  Paul Reynolds has been written about a fair bit recently.  
He was the author of the Mabo case in the High Court, which a lot of academics are now tearing to pieces. 

A government member:  Henry Reynolds. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I am sorry, Henry Reynolds. 
Mr E.S. Ripper:  Get your history right! 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I was not going to use it -  
A government member:  Paul is his brother.  He plays off a three handicap at Coolangatta golf course! 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Who, Henry Reynolds? 
A government member:  Paul. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  This process is a total rewriting of history.  Most of the issues we have talked about 
today were started by Eric Charlton, the best transport minister by far this state has ever seen.  He was very fast.  
The member has told only some of the stories about Eric Charlton’s speeding problems, but that is not the point. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  The story about him doing 160 in his super truck is a good one. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I doubt that he did that.  If the Premier had ever seen Eric Charlton’s super truck, he 
would know that it would not have been doing 160.  I know the truck. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  No, he wasn’t.  He was a good man. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I was not going to let this process go by with everyone claiming victory.  Eric 
Charlton put an enormous amount of time and effort into the Geraldton port, the southern bypass and the 
question of railway lines.  He was very passionate about the issue.  He and I came to many meetings here about 
discontinuing the railway line along the foreshore.  It was not universally supported.  I do not know where the 
member for Geraldton has gone, but quite a few people at the time were not heavily in favour of removing that 
railway line.  Eric Charlton was strongly in favour of it, as was I.  I am staying at the Ocean Centre Hotel, and 
being able to look out at the foreshore without the railway line being there is significant.  I think it is a great step 
forward for Geraldton. 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman:  You can get a full night’s sleep without that train going past. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  That is true.  The point is, Geraldton will move on.  I am not too sure about the 
amendment proposed to this bill.  The Railway Discontinuance Bill (No. 2) 2006 is obviously going to bring in 
the closure of the seven railway lines in the wheatbelt that the minister has planned.  Those closures must be 
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coming in in an amendment, because I have flipped through the bill and they are just not there.  The minister 
plans to close seven lines in the wheatbelt.  Why is she doing that?  It is because they are not economical. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  Who owns those lines? 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The state does. 
Mr A.J. Carpenter:  I thought they had been sold off. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  No.  They have exactly the same ownership as the roads, Premier.  It is great of the 
Premier to say that.  Road and rail ownership is identical.  They are owned by the state.  We cannot have these 
seven lines in the wheatbelt because they are uneconomical, but we can put a railway line down to Mandurah at a 
cost, on the government’s own figures, of $62.343 million a year.  That is not uneconomical at all, but lines 
through the wheatbelt are, and they must be closed! 
Mr A.J. Carpenter:  Half a million people travel on it. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  There is still $62 million a year lost. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  Half a million people. 
Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  What about the wealth that is coming out of those central wheatbelt areas on those 
railway lines? 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  Are you saying that the rail line to Mandurah should not be built? 
Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I am saying that it should be built for $1 billion less.  The Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure is fantastic; every project she touches doubles in price.  She has an absolute skill.  She should be 
taking over the Treasurer’s job.  The Treasurer’s fantastic surplus of $2 billion would be $4 billion if the 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure had hold of it.  Everything she touches magically blows out. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The point is that the Premier and I do not have a lot of arguments with each other.  I 
actually supported him becoming Premier. 

Mr A.D. McRae:  You voted for him! 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  No, I did not vote for him, obviously, but I support him being Premier.  However, I 
will not support him in this process of closing down seven rail lines in the wheatbelt.  The member should not 
shake his head; it is happening right now. 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler:  You sold them off. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  They are owned by the state.  The Great Eastern Highway and the state railway line 
are under exactly the same ownership. 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler:  Your mate sold them off! 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  They have not been sold off at all. 

Mr T.G. Stephens:  You shut the train line to Meekatharra! 

Mr P.B. Watson:  You shut Westrail freight!  

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  That is a furphy. 

Mr J.N. Hyde:  You closed the Mullewa line. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I just heard someone say I closed the Fremantle line. 

Mr T.G. Stephens:  No, the Mullewa line. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  We closed the Mullewa line?  That is absolutely not true.   

There are a couple of things I want to put on the record.  Firstly, the great contribution to Geraldton and these 
projects that have been talked about today were, in fact, most definitely originated by Eric Charlton, particularly 
the port.  No-one can deny the effort that Eric Charlton put into the Geraldton port.  It was a sensational effort.  
Why is the minister shaking her head? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  It was a sensational effort, but it was a National Party port.  You have a Liberal Party 
port and a National Party port, and unfortunately the Liberal Party wouldn’t allow their port to be developed.  
Certainly, the National Party supported it, but - 
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Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  We actually put state money into it, something the minister has not done.  The only 
money that the minister has put into it has come from industry - industry supporting boangs.  The minister has 
not put a zack into the Geraldton port.   

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan interjected. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The whole process that the minister has been beating her breast about today was 
actually started by the National Party. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order! 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I am happy to stand here all week. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  I thought you might be! 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman:  You might be, but the clock won’t let you. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  That might be true, but it says 13 minutes, so I can go for another 13 minutes. 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman:  That’s a pretty unlucky number for us, isn’t it? 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Yes, it is a pretty unlucky number for the minister.   
I would like to hear a bit of consistency from this government.  The closure of this railway line is a very good 
thing, in my view.  It has had National Party support all the way through the process.  The railway line to 
Mandurah is $1 billion overspent, and that over-expenditure will continue.  When it gets to the stage that finally, 
when I am a very old man, the first passenger hops on that train, it will be $62 million overspent each year, 
according to the figures the minister supplied to me this week in answer to a question on notice.  I do not think 
these figures are anywhere near true.  I do not think they represent anything like the real cost of the subsidy that 
will have to be put into that line. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  Tell us about the AvonLink.  It is $11 billion to date. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I am happy to.  I have another 12 minutes.  I was not going to mention the 
AvonLink.  However, in the estimates hearings the other day - 
Mr T.G. Stephens:  Is that the line that costs $350 per passenger? 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order! 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  At least the minister admitted that the cost per head for trips on the Mandurah 
railway line will be three times the cost of that for the AvonLink.  Her own figures are putting it at three times - 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The minister answered the question in the estimates hearings with her own figures - 
the Mandurah line will be three times the cost per passenger.  The only cost that has gone into the AvonLink is 
the cost of the carriage and nothing else. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  There is $2 billion going into the Mandurah line, plus it will cost $62 million in 
running costs per year, minimum.   

Mr T.G. Stephens:  But it will have passengers! 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The AvonLink can only take 55 people, because there are only 55 seats in the 
carriage.  I know it is hard for members opposite to comprehend, but on the minister’s own figures, the cost per 
head on the AvonLink is a third of the cost per passenger on the Mandurah railway line. 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman:  What does it cost per passenger? 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Cost per passenger on the Mandurah railway line is going to be three times the same 
cost on the AvonLink.  When I asked the question, I got a great answer.  One thing we do not get from the 
minister is answers. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  You didn’t even ask a question! 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I have pages and pages here, but I quote from the minister’s own publication to me.  
It reads - 
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The Public Transport Authority measures overall system costs and revenue and it is not practicable to 
isolate sections to provide cost comparisons between different parts of the railway or bus networks. 

I cannot find out the cost of the railway line to Mandurah.  I can find out about the AvonLink; I can find that out 
in three seconds.  The government can isolate the cost of the AvonLink, but it cannot isolate the cost of the 
Mandurah railway line.  It cannot be done.  This highly accountable government cannot tell me the cost of the 
Mandurah railway line, but it can tell me the cost of the AvonLink.  It can tell me the cost of the AvonLink until 
the cows come home, because this government is about closing down the AvonLink.  This government is about 
closing down seven lines in the wheatbelt.  It can hardly be said that the government has a particularly good 
record on rail. 

MR J.J.M. BOWLER (Murchison-Eyre - Minister for Resources and Assisting the Minister for State 
Development) [4.56 pm]:  This really is a classic case of the Field of Dreams - the Kevin Costner and James 
Earl Jones movie in which they built a playing field in a cornfield, and the players came.  Our field of dreams 
has been the port of Geraldton.  We built the field of dreams, and they came.  Who came?  The mining 
companies came. 

Mr T. Buswell:  You built it, did you? 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  Well, it is not just my opinion.  The member should go down there - three million 
tonnes per year.  The member will not miss it.  Three million tonnes at the beginning of this year; by the end of 
this year there will be 3.5 million tonnes of iron ore coming out of the Geraldton port. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order! 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  What a fantastic field of dreams.  I came here in 2002 as a backbencher, with Country 
Labor (WA) and with the member for Geraldton.  In 2002 my hometown, Kalgoorlie, was going through a bit of 
a flat spot, and I expected to come to Geraldton and see a different town - a town that was booming.  It has to be 
said that Geraldton was undergoing an even worse time than Kalgoorlie.  Four-by-two houses in Kalgoorlie that 
would have sold for about $170 000 back then were on the market in Geraldton for $130 000 to $140 000.  I 
asked Shane Hill why he did not snap them up, since they were bargains, and he said that the place was pretty 
flat.  There were not many jobs in early 2002.  Shane Hill has now been the local member for five years, and 
three years later the same houses have doubled in price, and house prices are still going north.  Fantastic!  Not 
only is Geraldton going well, but every region in the state is going well.   

Why is Geraldton going well?  I will tell members why.  Unlike having a field of failed dreams - in other words, 
the Kingsmill plans for Oakajee - we had a program of steady development, one of helping the Geraldton port so 
that it could encourage iron ore producers in the mid-west and the hinterland to produce the wealth and get the 
cash flow.  Now we are starting on the proper planning for the next stage, which is the port at Oakajee.  Rather 
than doing the big port first and the small one second, we did it in the right order.  We put the planning into 
Geraldton and we got the cash flow through Geraldton.  The mining companies are making the money now, and 
they are talking to us about doing Oakajee.  It has been a fantastic success, not only for the resource sector but 
also for the beautification of the area.  When I came here in 2002, as the new minister, the member for Riverton, 
has already pointed out, it was not unusual to be woken up at three o’clock in the morning by a train being 
shunted passed one’s hotel room.  Now the view of the Geraldton port is absolutely beautiful.  No wonder the 
people of Geraldton are so proud of their town.  The southern transport corridor, along with the work in 
Geraldton, has made it all happen.  As I mentioned earlier, 3.5 million tonnes of iron ore are now being 
transported annually through Geraldton.  By the end of next year, that figure will be up to six million tonnes, and 
by 2010 it will be 13 million tonnes.  By that time, Oakajee should be coming on stream.  The tonnage going 
through Geraldton will not diminish, but the new haematite ores should be coming out of Jack Hills and the area 
north west of Cue.   

This morning I spoke to the Geraldton Port Authority and was told that the capacity of the port is believed to be 
between 18 million and 20 million tonnes, and that that capacity will be reached in about 2011.  After meeting 
with the Geraldton Port Authority, I visited the Oakajee site.  I did not know that there was a river called 
Oakajee, but I went down to the river mouth and saw where the port will be built.  I do not knock people for 
having a vision or a dream, but the Liberal Party just got things in the wrong order.  The government has them in 
the right order.  The previous government tried to do the big thing first, but it was impractical and fell over.  Our 
project has provided the mining companies with a cash flow.  Most of the transport into Geraldton will initially 
be by truck, but that will gradually be converted to rail.  In the next stage, Oakajee will be developed.  It is a 
staged and commonsense progression that will see the mid-west continue to grow and prosper. 
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At the same time, the government is planning to bring in the world’s biggest telescope.  Hopefully, Western 
Australia will get the nod over South Africa.  It is a $2 billion project that will bring more jobs into this 
wonderful part of Western Australia.  This is a classic case of making it happen.  The development of Geraldton 
reflects the Treasurer’s budget, in that it looks after not only today but also tomorrow.  In Geraldton we are 
looking after tomorrow; we are making it happen, and we will continue to make it happen.  One of the main 
reasons we are making it happen is that Geraldton has the best member of Parliament in the state, Shane Hill.  

MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [5.03 pm]:  I did not intend to speak on this bill.  

Mr F.M. Logan:  Well, don’t disappoint us. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I will disappoint the minister shortly.  I will speak on this bill because I think it is a great 
thing for Geraldton.  I did not realise until I came up here that the railway was to be removed from the foreshore.  
It is a brilliant thing that the government has done.  The reason I felt I should speak is that I used to use this town 
a lot, from about 1973 onwards.  Last night, I was at the community forum and I was approached by the 
President of the Country Women’s Association.  The member for Geraldton probably knows her, but I did not.  
She said that I would not remember her and I said that I did not, and she asked me whether the date 1 February 
1977 meant anything to me.  She said that was the day that her family bought our sheep station, Mooloo Downs, 
and came to take it over.  The woman’s name was Lesley Robinson.  It was of significance because we moved to 
Hamelin station and we used to use Geraldton a lot.  Geraldton was a mecca to me in those days.  When I went 
to Mooloo Downs, I used to go via Mullewa.  I was 22 and had a small baby, and had to travel about 
300 kilometres up the dirt road on my own.  I used to come and stay here, and the fact that the railway line is 
being removed is a great thing.   

However, there are some aspects of the bill that are pretty disturbing, and people in Geraldton need to know what 
they are.  Clause 5 is headed “Disposition of land” and clause 6 is headed “Power of Authority to deal with 
land”.  With the removal of the railway line, the bill gives the minister the power to transfer to the Public 
Transport Authority, under the Land Administration Act 1997, any land dedicated for the scheduled railway that 
becomes crown land.  My question is: what will happen to that land when it is sold?  Also, the people of 
Geraldton need to know that the minister said in the second reading speech - 

The Heritage Council has identified two areas of the railways to be discontinued as having cultural 
heritage significance.  Those areas are from Bluff Point to Narngulu on the Geraldton to Walkaway 
railway, and from Geraldton to Bluff Point on the Geraldton to Northampton railway.  Negotiations 
between the Heritage Council and the Public Transport Authority in regard to those areas is ongoing, 
and the Public Transport Authority has engaged the services of a heritage consultant who is familiar 
with the type of heritage items under consideration. 

That is supposed to give members of the Geraldton community some sort of reassurance that that land will be 
dealt with safely and that areas that are of heritage significance will be looked after, because the Heritage 
Council will have a say.  In the case of my electorate, the Parliament has before it a bill about the Sunset 
Hospital site.  

Several members interjected. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I am worried about that site because it is an A-class reserve, and the government is selling 
it off.  It is selling the land off through the Sunset Hospital Site Bill 2006.  The Minister for Housing and Works, 
the member for Midland, who has recently been demoted in the ministry, is selling off crown land in my 
electorate.  She is selling of 11 per cent of the Sunset site to a developer.  Let us get it right.  She is selling off 
the land, with the approval of the Heritage Council, apparently.  The second reading speech for the Sunset 
Hospital Site Bill 2006 states - 

Development on these sites will be subject to a heritage agreement between the Heritage Council of 
Western Australia -  

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr S.C. Thomas):  Order!  I have no intention of allowing this debate to degenerate 
into a slanging match.  I ask the member for Nedlands to address the Chair rather than the audience.  I require 
members on both my left and my right to maintain some decorum, otherwise the debate will not be able to 
continue.  

Ms S.E. WALKER:  The point I am making is that according to the second reading speech of the Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure for the bill now before the house, we are expected to be reassured that the Heritage 
Council has identified two areas of the railway to be discontinued as having cultural or heritage significance yet, 
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in my electorate of Nedlands, another minister, the Minister for Housing and Works, is saying that the 
development of the Sunset Hospital site will be subject to a heritage agreement between the Heritage Council of 
Western Australia and other bodies.  How can this government say this to the people of Geraldton when it has 
brought in a bill to sell off A-class reserve land in my electorate? 

Mr F.M. Logan:  How much land? 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  How much of Kings Park would the member want to sell off?  How much of the heritage 
land will the government sell off in Geraldton?  Before being elected to government in 2001, the Labor Party 
stood with the Greens at the Sunset site and said it would never sell any part of that land.   

Mr F.M. Logan:  No we didn’t.  

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Yes it did; I have the newspaper photographs.  The government comes up here with this 
bill and tries to say to the community that it will protect that heritage land.  I have news for the City of Geraldton 
and the member for Geraldton: the government is selling off heritage-listed A-class reserve land at the Sunset 
Hospital site in my electorate.  I would not trust this government as far as I could throw it.  

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [5.09 pm]:  Many members from both sides of politics are in the latté set, and all they 
are thinking about is the foreshore.  

Several members interjected.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr S.C. Thomas):  Order, members!  

Mr J.N. HYDE:  Yes, they are getting an advantage from the atmospherics and getting their sea views.  Those 
without a sea view who live in Wonthella and Utakarra and other places in Geraldton experience the train line 
passing through their suburb.  Some of those very important intersections have been the sites of major road 
accidents.  Dismantling of that line will be an incredible boon to the community.  This issue is not just about the 
sea views that the latté drinkers are focusing on.  It will bring a real community dividend.  More importantly, 
when a Labor government does something, it is done properly, unlike the mob opposite who closed down the 
Fremantle line, and cut the passenger services to Mullewa and regional towns such as Northampton and so on.  
One of the first train lines opened in this state was to the lead mines at Northampton.  We have gone through all 
these phases.  I was talking with the Premier last week during the estimates committee hearings.  In 1930 during 
the big mining boom in Cue, the Governor travelled there via Geraldton in the Governor’s railway carriage.  I 
thought that surely the silvertails with respect for heritage would have kept the Governor’s train.   

Ms S.E. Walker:  You’ve got no respect for heritage. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, member for Nedlands. 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  No.  It was put in storage 40 years ago under a conservative government.  
Mr T. Buswell:  Who put it in storage?  You know that it wasn’t even discussed during the estimates committee. 
Several members interjected.  
The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members!  
Mr J.N. HYDE:  If members want to talk about the way a Labor government operates they should bear in mind 
that, firstly, it gets the new line working, then it gets rid of the old line.  A number of benefits will arise.  One of 
the places through which the old line passed was Utakarra, near the Rover’s footy ground at Utakarra oval.  The 
Premier insisted that I remind people of one fateful day near that railway line on Utakarra oval during a game of 
Rovers versus Brigades - Hyde in the ruck kicked nine goals out of 11.  That is the only good game of footy I 
have played in this state between Halls Creek, Fitzroy Crossing, Derby and the south.  
Mr A.J. Carpenter:  What happened the next week?   
Mr J.N. HYDE:  I thank the Premier.  I was then 21, and the following week I went to Mullewa where there was 
a great football player named Gus Mourish, who, of course, had played in the WAFL.  He was about 17 feet tall 
and weighed about 87 stone!  He was at the end of his career in Perth and at 21, I thought I was very good 
having kicked nine goals the week before.  However, at Mullewa oval, which the train line also went past, in the 
very first minute, Gus gave me a little tap on the back of the head!   
I digressed, but the Premier forced me to tell that story.  I am a little puzzled at the opposition’s support of the 
bill while it is focussing on what will happen to the land.  Those of us with a history in Geraldton know what 
happened at Ledge Point during the Court government’s term.  It was rezoned for a nuclear reactor.  I am very 
suspicious.  The nuclear industry in America has never been viable.  No reactors have been built for 20 years 
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because massive government subsidies are required to build them.  If a nuclear reactor is to be built in Western 
Australia, it will be accompanied by a massive subsidy from a government in the form of big land grant 
somewhere.  If members opposite have an agenda to transport nuclear waste by disused railway line out to the 
new port of Oakajee, they must be up front about it with the people of Western Australia.  
I acknowledge the member for Nedlands’ concern about heritage and her contribution to Geraldton.  I only regret 
that I did not run into her 25 years ago!  The member for Kingsley was a barmaid at the Tarcoola Tavern during 
the year and a half that she lived here.  She was a wonderful member of that community then too.  
Some heritage stations are situated along the route going out to the new change line at Narngulu.  Old stations 
such as those that exist in Geraldton should be preserved.  I have never heard of bare land being called heritage 
land but I am sure that a building or two along the railway line needs heritage assessment, the Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure will ensure that it is preserved.  
The member for Avon referred to the superphosphate bounty.  If the member had lugged bags of superphosphate 
on his back as I did in the wheatbelt, he would remember -  
Several members interjected.  
The ACTING SPEAKER:  Thank you, members.  
Mr J.N. HYDE:  The rabbit proof fence, still upkept, runs through our properties east of Dumbleyung.  That is 
when the state government operated a viable freight line and freight company.  There are a number of little 
sidings such as Moulyinning and  Dongolocking.  The member for Wagin knows Dongolocking well; he and I 
have both promoted that town.  However, the coalition government sold off the freight business, and the state is 
still paying debt on that great privatisation.  That coalition government cut down all the sidings in regional 
Western Australia and closed that great criss-crossing passenger line from Mullewa to Northampton.  What 
could we do now with that line in a town like Big Bell, near Cue, the population of which was 20 000 people?  It 
was a magnificent city around 1912 and again in 1930.  The lot opposite got rid of that infrastructure.  This 
government is about building infrastructure.  That commitment to infrastructure in railway lines, hospitals and 
schools will breathe life into not only Geraldton but more and more towns throughout regional WA.  That is 
what we want.  I do not want 76 per cent of the population living in Perth.  This is the most metropolised place 
on earth.  In the sixties, when the mob opposite had its chance, it centralised.  
This government, which really cares about the regions, is putting something back into regional WA, and regional 
WA is flourishing.  I urge all members to wholesomely support this bill.  
MR B.J. GRYLLS (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [5.17 pm]:  I thank you, Mr Acting Speaker, 
for the opportunity to support the Railway Discontinuance Bill (No.2) 2006.  Much of this development has been 
covered in speeches by other members.  I also acknowledge the contribution of Hon Eric Charlton and Hon 
Murray Criddle to some of the planning.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Can you confirm that Eric Charlton privatised Westrail?   

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  It is amazing how the Labor Party likes to take credit for everything that has happened in 
Western Australia since the very beginning of time.  However, it has not outlined that this project caused some 
concern in the Geraldton community.  The community was divided about whether the plan to open the town to 
the foreshore should be supported.  Eric Charlton and Murray Criddle did the work in the previous government 
to facilitate that so that the government of today could continue that plan.   
Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  This is absolutely preposterous.  
Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  Well, minister we are once again rewriting history.  I have all the information here.  I can 
read it out if members want.  Members opposite know that previous National Party ministers played a key role in 
this.  It is a project that has the support of every member in this Parliament.   

Mr J.N. Hyde:  Show us the budget commitments. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I can show members the budget commitment.  The National Party is very happy to support 
it.  

It is very important that this boom, which everyone in Parliament has been talking about, is extended into the 
hinterlands of Western Australia to ensure that communities such as Morawa, Mingenew, Perenjori and Three 
Springs can benefit from the very strong economy that Western Australia is currently experiencing.  For that to 
happen, the community of Geraldton, which is riding the crest of that wave and is seeing the benefits already, 
will have to make some adjustments to this process.  At the moment, only a small amount of iron ore is moving 
through the rail network and through the port.  As these projects grow, there will be more trains, and it will be a 
great challenge for the Geraldton community in allowing this to happen.  Proponents of the iron ore projects 
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have some concern with the community accepting the number of trains and train movements through the new 
corridor. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  Do you think it would be better to have trucks? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  No, we are supporting that development.  I am just saying that there will be a challenge.  
The member for Geraldton and the member for Greenough will have to play a role in ensuring the community 
accepts that it cannot just take the benefits of the boom and then complain about the number of trains that come 
through town.  It will be difficult.  I ask the community of Geraldton to look at what Esperance has managed to 
do.  The railway at Esperance goes right through the centre of town.  It has up to nine train movements a day.  
About eight million tonnes of iron ore from Koolyanobbing now moves through the Esperance port.  Although it 
has been difficult and there are challenges, and although those trains are regarded by many in the community as 
causing visual and noise disturbance to the community, that project has helped drive the expansion of the 
Esperance port and has seen Esperance grow and develop and become stronger. 

The great challenge for Geraldton is to embrace that development as well.  The member for Geraldton will have 
to play a role working with his community, as it has been outlined to us that he does, to ensure these projects 
reach their full potential.  We are not talking about just eight million tonnes, as moves through the Esperance 
port, but a massive expansion.  Hopefully we can bring Oakajee online and move some of that activity out of the 
central area of Geraldton.  If those inland hinterland communities are to benefit, Geraldton will need to play its 
part in allowing the movement of those minerals through the port.  Only when that happens can all of the mid-
west rather than just Geraldton benefit from this economic boom.  The Nationals look forward to playing our 
role in ensuring that happens. 
MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland - Minister for Housing and Works) [5.22 pm]:  May I say too how 
delighted I am to be in Geraldton and the wider mid-west region.  It is great to be here with my very good 
colleague the member for Geraldton on this great occasion of the regional sitting of Parliament.  The now 
member for Geraldton and I had a lot of meetings in Geraldton in the lead-up to the 2001 election.  As the then 
spokesperson on police and emergency services for the Labor Party, I had many meetings in this town and talked 
to people about the needs for Geraldton at that time, canvassing not only law and order issues but a range of 
other issues as well.  I can certainly attest that Geraldton today, some five years later - thanks not only to the 
member for Geraldton, but to our former Premier, Geoff Gallop - is in much better shape than it was.  Indeed, as 
some said earlier today, more has been done for Geraldton in the past five years than was done in the previous 
50.   
The Railway Discontinuance Bill (No. 2) is indicative of the great things that have happened in Geraldton.  Great 
things have happened on many fronts.  We now have a town that is turning around and facing itself towards its 
greatest asset: the ocean and the marina area, which is simply beautiful.  It is a colossal asset to this regional 
centre.  In my housing and works role I have spoken to many people about public works and housing throughout 
the regions and in the metropolitan area.  People representing CityVision commented to me only last week what 
a fabulous job was being done by the government in regional centres such as Geraldton and Albany.  As they 
saw it - these are people with backgrounds in architecture, city planning and the like - what was occurring in 
Geraldton, Albany and other regional centres was sensational and a model that could be followed in many other 
towns.  I express my congratulations to the member for Geraldton; he has achieved a lot.  Having someone like 
our former Premier Geoff Gallop has meant that the needs of Geraldton have been put first and foremost.  Many 
of us have contacts and family members in this region.  However, obviously for the former Premier, growing up 
and attending school here and having his parents living here for all this time meant that it was a place he knew 
exceptionally well. 
Along with the railway discontinuance and the great things that have been happening here there are challenges.  
One of the challenges for the government is to provide affordable housing and to develop housing and works for 
the benefit of Geraldton.  In this area, too, the government is making a significant investment.  It is investing 
more than $14 million in 2006-07 to boost public and affordable housing in Geraldton and the mid-west.  That is 
a significant injection.  This year more than $10 million will be invested in building an extra 65 Homeswest 
homes and units in the mid-west and Gascoyne areas, including Carnarvon, and in Geraldton in the suburbs of 
Beachlands, Sunset Beach, Wonthella, Beresford, Spalding and the Greenough suburb of Wandina.  
Refurbishments under the New Living program will total some $3.7 million.  The government will modernise 
more than 44 Homeswest homes, with more than 40 affordable homes becoming available for purchase.  Under 
an extensive joint venture program, a further 200 lots will be released on top of the 450 that have already been 
released as part of the $100 million Seacrest estate.  That will boost the opportunities for many first home 
buyers, and hopefully they will be able to realise their dreams with these additional lots becoming available.   
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As was mentioned earlier today, the fact is that housing in Geraldton is booming.  Why is it booming?  It is 
because Geraldton is now a town where people want to live, where there are job opportunities and where it is a 
great environment to raise a family.  I do not go with all the doom and gloom and all the knockers opposite.  One 
would think they were not supporting this bill, and one would think they were not supporting Geraldton.  
Geraldton is a great place to raise families.  
Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr S.C. Thomas):  Thank you, members. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  It is a safe place and it is a community that people want to come to.  People are voting 
with their feet and coming to Geraldton.  That is why there is a high demand for housing and that is why as a 
government we are responding to that need, making sure that homes are available for those in the community 
who need them, making sure that public housing is available and making sure we are bringing housing lots on 
stream so that people in the wider community can realise their dream of owning a home. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER:  Members! 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Only yesterday the member for Geraldton and I announced one of the more innovative 
projects for housing in Geraldton in the city centre in Lester Avenue.  It will mean the construction of nine new 
homes and the refurbishment of six three-bedroom homes for local families.  It is a great project right in the 
centre of town.  Housing will be provided here for seniors and also families.  I take this opportunity to table an 
artist’s impression of the police barracks redevelopment.   
[See paper 1544.] 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The old police barracks, as people in the Geraldton community would be aware, was 
used from about 1912, when it was first constructed to house police families in the town of Geraldton.  It 
continued for that purpose until 1999, and the units have been used for other rental purposes since then.  The 
government is giving a commitment to refurbish the old police barracks homes and provide a great alternative in 
public housing.  Utilising property holdings around that site, nine new units will be constructed, some of which 
will be provided for seniors.  It will be a great opportunity for seniors who want to live close to facilities such as 
shops and medical services to live right in the heart of Geraldton.  They will be able to walk straight down to the 
water without the railway in the way.  Local Geraldton architects have been used for this project.  Eastman 
Poletti Sherwood Architects have done a fantastic job to date, and it has come up with a great functional design 
that not only recognises the heritage value of the housing, but also will provide modern functionality. 
These homes will, no doubt, be a very welcomed boost to Geraldton.  They are just part of the Carpenter 
government’s commitment to affordable public housing in Geraldton.  I was delighted that yesterday the member 
for Geraldton was able to be with me to launch this great project.  Geraldton really has come of age.  I know that 
many people have made positive comments about Geraldton.  Geraldton, once the forgotten cousin, is now 
becoming the envy of many other regions in this state.  That has been the result of proper coordination of 
projects; it has not been one part of government working alone, and it is an excellent example of many 
government departments actually working together in a coordinated way.  One may ask: how has it been 
coordinated?  It has been coordinated by the member for Geraldton.  He has individually liaised with every state 
government minister and their officers and kept us on task.  He has made sure that the coordinated outcome will 
mean that Geraldton is now a thriving place.  Well done.   

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn - Minister for Energy) [5.31 pm]:  I congratulate the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure for introducing the Railway Discontinuance Bill (No 2) 2006 to the house and for the work that 
has gone into the provision of the railway infrastructure in Geraldton.  The collaboration between government 
agencies and the City of Geraldton will ensure benefits to Geraldton from the discontinuance of the railway, 
particularly along the foreshore.  As soon as the railway infrastructure has been removed, a beautification project 
of the foreshore will be undertaken by the City of Geraldton, Western Power (Networks) and the state 
government that will include putting the powerlines underground.  In 2004, a proposal was submitted by the City 
of Geraldton for the third round of the underground power program.  The proposal put forward by the City of 
Geraldton comprises two parts.  The first part was the enhancement along Marine Terrace between Forest and 
Durlacher Streets, and that commenced in March 2005 and was successfully completed in June 2005.  The 
second part, which has not yet commenced, is to put the powerlines underground in Foreshore Drive between 
Durlacher and Fitzgerald Streets.  That work will commence in late 2006 or early 2007 and will depend on the 
timing of City of Geraldton’s Foreshore Drive development.  Over the last couple of days I have seen the 
development that has taken place in that area, and I believe the undergrounding of power will occur earlier rather 
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than later.  The total cost of this project is $500 000 and it will attract a maximum level of $250 000 in funding 
for the City of Geraldton.  It is another great example of the way in which local governments such as the City of 
Geraldton can collaborate very well with agencies like the Department for Planning and Infrastructure in the 
removal of the railway, and also with agencies like Western Power (Networks) and the Office of Energy to 
ensure that work involved in the removal of the railway and the development of the foreshore is consistent with 
the efforts of those other agencies in undergrounding power and making the place more beautiful.   
The infrastructure that is contributing to the growth of the port and the increase in traffic along the new railway 
does not stop with iron ore mines.  I will give the house an example of the sorts of projects in the area of energy, 
both in the generation of energy and the demand for energy, that are proposed over the next few years.  It is 
staggering.  It involves investment not only in the iron ore mines, but also in power generation in the mid-west.  
For example, Aviva Corporation Limited recently commenced a prefeasibility study into an iron-making and co-
generation facility on the Central West coal deposit.  The projected output from this mine is two million tonnes 
of iron and 200 megawatts of generated power.  Eneabba Gas Limited, which members are well aware of, 
proposes to build and operate a 168 megawatt coal-seam-methane powered gas turbine station near Dongara.  
This development will mean an investment of more than $150 million into the Dongara area.  The Midwest 
Corporation Limited is evaluating and developing a number of iron and steel feedstock material projects.   
Of course, these companies are customers for energy.  The proposed Koolanooka magnetite project will require 
up to 91 megawatts of power and 23 terajoules a day of fuel for a beneficiation pellet plant, and the Weld Range 
direct shipping iron ore crush screen and stockpile outfit requires 15 megawatts of power.  It was announced 
yesterday that the Oakajee port will go ahead.  That port will have an initial output of 40 million tonnes per 
annum that will require 20 megawatts of power.  Its output capacity is expected to be 100 million tonnes of iron 
ore per annum and that will require 40 megawatts of power.  It is simply not only the iron ore mines around the 
Weld Range area that we can look at in terms of the infrastructure investment in the mid-west.  These are some 
of the other examples of investment that will be coming up over the next two to four years, both in energy 
generation and energy demand in and around Geraldton and the mid-west.  It is a fantastic time for people in the 
mid-west of Western Australia.   
I will highlight one other point concerning infrastructure in which there is a slight relationship to the Railway 
Discontinuance Bill (No 2).  It was referred to earlier by the Minister for Resources and Assisting the Minister 
for State Development; that is, the Square Kilometre Array project and the investment that is going into the 
Mileura Radio Astronomy Park.   
Mr C.J. Barnett:  Get it right.   
Mr F.M. LOGAN:  If the member for Cottesloe will wait, I will tell him all about it.  I know he is getting very 
excited about it, but if he can control his excitement for just one minute, I will give him all the facts and figures 
he needs to know.  The state government has intervened and purchased the lease for the Mileura station.  The 
Mileura station probably will be the most important radio astronomy facility in the world.  Already the 
Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation is working with the state government and the 
commonwealth government to identify sources of funding that over the next three to four years will inject 
$100 million worth of infrastructure into the radio astronomy park in Mileura.  It will be $100 million into the 
mid-west for a project just outside Geraldton.  The number of radio astronomers who will be located either in 
Geraldton or at Mileura will possibly run into the hundreds.  It will be the hub for radio astronomy for the whole 
of Australia.  The CSIRO would like to shift all of its operations from the eastern states to Geraldton.  It will 
watch to see whether we are successful with the Square Kilometre Array project, which is a consortium 
comprising 17 member countries that wish to build the world’s largest radio telescope facility.  To give members 
an idea of the scale of the project, it will involve radio astronomy farms.  A “radio astronomy farm” is the 
collective noun for 25 radio dishes.  Members may remember the film The Dish; these dishes are not quite as 
large as the dish in that film.  There are 25 radio antennae in a concentrated mass, which is actually called a 
farm, and the Square Kilometre Array project proposed 125 of these farms.  That is 125 times 25 radio dishes.  
They would be centred on Mileura station.  The greatest concentration of them would be in and around the mid-
west of Western Australia, in the Geraldton region.  They would then go out in a spiral across Western Australia 
and Australia, with even one in New Zealand.  They would be connected by 10 000 kilometres of high speed 
fibre optic cable, and the computer required to process all the information coming back from these radio 
astronomy antennae is so big that it has not yet been invented.  It is what they call 12 petaflops in size. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr S.C. Thomas):  Minister, I have given you a fair bit of leeway in diverging from 
the Railway Discontinuance Bill (No 2).  I hope you do not have a lot more of this to contribute before you 
return to the bill. 
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Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker.  I was encouraged by the member for Cottesloe to elaborate 
on the Square Kilometre Array.  He wanted the statistics so I thought I would provide them for him.  That is the 
size of the project.  It is absolutely phenomenal.  Four countries are still in the bidding for that project - 
Australia, Argentina, China and South Africa - and a decision will be made in September as to which two 
countries will go forward.  We believe it will be Australia and South Africa.  If we are able to make the grade 
and make Mileura, in the mid-west, the world centre for radio astronomy it will mean an injection of one billion 
euros to construct the infrastructure.  It will also mean Geraldton will become the centre for supercomputing on 
the planet.  It is an amazing piece of infrastructure. 
We have done some amazing things over the last five years.  The removal of the railway is obviously very 
important, but if we can win the SKA project, it would cap it all. 
Mr C.J. Barnett:  Is the supercomputer going to be connected internationally? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Yes, it would be ultimately. 
Mr C.J. Barnett:  How? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  By fibre-optic cable, which probably Optus is building right now between Singapore and 
here. 
MR T. BUSWELL (Vasse - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [5.42 pm]:  I want to make a brief contribution 
to this debate, more than anything to point out a matter of interest that the Treasurer raised when he was talking 
about the growth and expansion of the Geraldton port.  I have learned some interesting things in my time in 
Geraldton, and particularly about the port of Geraldton.  I also learned that the member for Perth almost single-
handedly was responsible for Western Australia’s expansion.  There is an issue - 
Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The  Minister for Resources! 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  Yes, it is the old empty vessel.   
Mr J.J.M. Bowler interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr S.C. Thomas):  I will call the Minister for Resources to order. 
Mr T. BUSWELL:  In the budget speech, the Treasurer talked a lot about the record $5.2 billion capital works 
program and went on to explain how the government will spend a lot of money on a variety of capital works 
around Western Australia.  Many of those projects are warranted and the expenditure is welcome.  He also talked 
about $88 million on port facilities and the government investment in port facilities.  Today we heard the 
Treasurer introduce a new component to investment strategy in Western Australia.  I refer to the component that 
I believe he termed “borrowing capacity” or “borrowing capability”.  What he did not say in the budget papers, 
and it has been brought to light recently, is that the $35 million being spent to upgrade the port of Geraldton to 
provide the dedicated iron ore loading facility is being funded by the port of Geraldton.  The Treasurer, of 
course, signed off on the borrowings, but it is the Geraldton Port Authority that bears the responsibility for that 
investment.  It is interesting to hear of this new thing called “borrowing capacity expansion”.  I think it is 
fantastic.  I was very interested yesterday when we met some of the users of the port of Geraldton and they 
explained to us the impact of a port improvement charge, I think it is called, on the competitiveness of the port.   
Mr A.J. Carpenter:  Are you saying they shouldn’t pay? 
Mr T. BUSWELL:  No, I am not saying that at all.  I am saying it is interesting that the government claims 
credit for an infrastructure investment program and today the Treasurer does not call it infrastructure investment 
or capital expenditure, but borrowing capacity expansion.  That is all I am saying.  They are not my words; they 
are his.  When we spoke yesterday to a range of port user groups, it was interesting to hear what they said about 
electricity supply.  We spoke to some mineral sands producers.  It was interesting earlier to listen to the minister 
talk about increases in electricity generation capacity, mostly privately generated, in this area.  The big issue the 
mineral sands producers raised with us is the transmission of electricity to the end users.  They see that as an 
enormous capacity constraint. 
Mr F.M. Logan:  Not at the moment. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  The minister should ask them.  They explained to us yesterday that they have regular power 
outages, which on average last about two hours.  A two-hour power outage results in another two hours of start-
up time, so half a shift is taken out of production capacity due to problems with power transmission.  I raise it as 
a point of interest. 
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Mr A.D. McRae:  What has this got to do with the railway line? 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  It has as much to do with the railway line as the matter the minister spoke about a minute 
ago. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr S.C. Thomas):  Order, members! 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  I was interested to read in the budget papers a section about the revenue to government 
from public corporations.  This is interesting because it talks about how much money is paid by the Geraldton 
Port Authority to the state government through income tax expenses and dividends.  Do members know which of 
the port authorities in Western Australia - Broome, Bunbury, Dampier, Esperance, Fremantle, Port Hedland and 
Geraldton - will by next year pay this state government the most money in dividends and income tax expenses?  
I wonder if it will be Geraldton.  I am interested to know why Geraldton will be paying the most.  I am interested 
to know why, when some of those ports are bigger - I refer to ports such as Bunbury or Esperance, which has 
had a dramatic expansion - Geraldton will be paying more than any other port authority.  The Treasurer has 
written about expenditure in these documents but I reckon he has introduced a new thing called borrowing 
capacity expansion and then taken the money back in dividends and taxation. 

I want to pick up on one other point that we raised yesterday when we talked about competitiveness.  We talked 
about the important role that ports play and the need to minimise -  

Mr E.S. Ripper:  What was that? 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  I was on the bus yesterday when the Treasurer talked about “the need to take the dividend 
back because it is a return on our investment”.  It is not “your” investment.  It is an investment made by the 
Geraldton Port Authority. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Who owns the port? 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  Well, the argument is -  

Several members interjected. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  It is interesting the way in which these funds, when they are realised, are absorbed back 
into the coffers of the people of Western Australia.  I share some of the concerns raised by the member for 
Nedlands.  When the government has the capacity to sell crown land for commercial gain, local communities 
must be concerned about the ultimate use for which the land will be used.  There is a concern that the need to 
generate and maximise a return on that land will result in the use of land that is not in the best interests of the 
local community.  The residents of Geraldton must be well aware of that.  Treasurer - 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Keep on going. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  I am interested in the Treasurer’s approach to infrastructure expenditure.  Today I got a 
copy of the New South Wales government’s infrastructure strategy.  Infrastructure strategies are good.  I hope 
that the job that the Treasurer does with the state infrastructure strategy is better than the job he has done with 
the state tax review, which the Treasurer talked about today.  When the Treasurer reads the New South Wales 
government’s infrastructure strategy, he will not see in it moneys advanced to private individuals through 
Keystart loans counted as capital expenditure, which this Treasurer has done for a number of years. 

Debate interrupted until a later stage of the sitting, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 3207.] 
 


