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RAILWAY (JANDAKOT TO PERTH) BILL 2002 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the Opposition) [3.07 pm]:  This Bill is an enabling piece of 
legislation to progress the construction of the south west metropolitan railway.  This is a significant expenditure 
of public moneys.  It is a very important project in terms of extending the public rail transport system throughout 
the south metropolitan area.  This project has its origins in the time of the coalition Government.  I will retrace 
some of the history of this project and raise some of the related key issues. 

Under the coalition Government there was a detailed two-year study leading ultimately to the release of the 1999 
south west metropolitan railway master plan.  That was the level of time and detailed planning that was 
necessary - 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.P.D. Edwards):  Members, there is much conversation taking place in the aisles 
and among members in their seats.  I cannot hear the speaker and I am sure Hansard cannot either. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  A two-year detailed master plan is necessary for projects like this to be executed correctly 
and to serve the public to the best possible level.  As part of that planning process in 1996, the option for a so-
called direct route to Perth was examined in great detail.  There were a number of reasons the coalition 
Government did not go down the path of having a direct route.  The decision was based on advice, some of 
which included the fact that a Jandakot via Kenwick route would involve, through the connections to the city, 
around $170 million of expenditure, whereas the route from Jandakot down the freeway would cost some 
$700 million - a substantial cost differential.  A direct route also had all sorts of environmental and amenity 
effects in terms of the Kwinana Freeway and the residents of South Perth, Como and other suburbs to the south.  
The coalition decided on an access route through Kenwick and a loop directly into Rockingham to service its 
central business district and its residents and it also put in place a plan that would have seen that railway running 
through to the heart of Rockingham by 2005.  The coalition Government also put in place plans for an extension 
of the northern line to Clarkson to be completed by 2003, which is only four months away.  What has happened 
to that proposal?  The planning included detailed costings.  The figures released in October 2000 revealed that 
the total cost of the project, in 1999 dollars, would be $1.1 billion.  Of that $1.1 billion; $300 million was to 
come from the sale of AlintaGas, while $398 million was to be funded by an operating lease to the private sector 
for both the supply and the maintenance of the railcars, including any related infrastructure.  The remaining 
$449 million was to be funded through public borrowing.  Things changed with the election of the Gallop 
Government, and they changed in a most erratic manner.  A unilateral decision was made by the Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure soon after her party was elected to government.  The Labor Party made no reference 
to changing the route of the railway prior to the election.  It did not tell the voters of Southern River, Riverton 
and other areas around Armadale and Gosnells that it would change the route of the railway.  The Labor Party 
made its decision, which, ironically, was concealed from voters in its Labor electorates.   

The Government’s decision to change the route was not supported by professional advice or consumer travel 
studies, which are usually the basis for decisions of this type.  Indeed, there was a complete lack of empirical 
evidence supporting the change from the Kenwick route to the so-called direct route.  That is quite damning.   

I refer to the March 2002 report of the Perth City Rail Advisory Committee, which, at the request of the Minister 
for Planning and Infrastructure and her Government, was established to consider some of the issues involved.  I 
refer to some of the conclusions, particularly with respect to the planning involved in the decision to re-route the 
railway.  The report states -  

The Committee reviewed the rail planning for Perth city and related decisions that preceded the 
Committee’s appointment.   

In the view of the Committee, this planning was inhibited by a number of factors . . .  

Some of the factors were as follows -  

The planning made insufficient use of any analysis of likely passenger movement patterns, of where 
passengers might wish to travel to and from, and in what numbers.   

The minister’s own committee stated that the Government made a decision without any analysis of passenger 
movement.  It continues -  

Options were not apparently evaluated on consistent and transparent criteria. . .  

There was insufficient consultation on a preferred option before its announcement.   
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This Government made a unilateral decision - I am not sure whether it was made before the election and 
concealed from voters - and it announced that decision after the election.  The decision was made without 
empirical studies of passenger movements and without planning and consultation.  These are not my words but 
the words of the minister’s own Perth City Rail Advisory Committee.  That is a damning indictment of the 
minister.   

Who, if anyone, will benefit from the Government’s unilateral decision to change the route of the railway?  The 
minister has emphasised the fact that 12 minutes will be saved on the trip from Mandurah to Perth.  I am sure 
that is true.  However, who really benefits from saving 12 minutes?  It has been estimated that 1 600 passengers 
will travel from Jandakot, and they will benefit.  The cost of the extra work required is possibly in the order of 
$500 million.  The minister herself has stated that the shortest distance between two points is a straight line, and 
that she will pursue the freeway option rather than take the railway to the North Pole.  By suggesting that people 
who live in Southern River, Riverton and Armadale are at the North Pole, the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure has denigrated the constituents of some government backbenchers.  That is the disparaging way in 
which she referred to the valid aspirations for public rail transport in some of the populous and rapidly growing 
southern suburbs.  That is why there is outrage from the City of Gosnells and the City of Canning.  They were 
promised a railway to serve their rapidly growing populations.  Under this minister, that will not happen.   
I now refer to the residents of Rockingham.  The Government’s route might be quicker for them once they get on 
the train, but the rail service will not go into the heart of Rockingham.  Therefore, they will have to commute 
from Rockingham to the station on the outskirts of Rockingham in order to travel to Perth.  The total time taken 
to travel to work will not be less.  There will be only four stations south of Thomsons Lake.  Yes, it will take less 
time for passengers who jump on the train at Rockingham.  However, there will be less access to stations than 
was previously planned, and, particularly in the case of Rockingham residents, people will have to travel greater 
distances to get to the nearest station.  Their journey will be split.  What is the point of saving 12 minutes?  Areas 
such as Canning Vale, Southern River, Riverton and the like, which are rapidly growing commuter suburbs, will 
now not have a rail service.  Some people might get on the train and arrive at their destination a bit quicker, but 
what will be the effect on the greatest number of current and potential travellers?  That is the point raised by the 
minister’s own committee.  Passenger impact studies and travel patterns were not analysed before the minister 
and the Premier made their unilateral decision.   
Some of the southern suburbs closer to the city currently enjoy an efficient and competitive bus service.  
However, much of the express bus service will be lost, so residents in these areas will be worse off.  Some of the 
residents in the member for South Perth’s electorate will lose bus services, and they will see a train speeding past 
but will not have access to a railway station.  What a fantastic delivery of public transport! 
Mr P.G. Pendal:  In defence of the proposal, the Premier stated that I should be grateful because of what it will 
do for my electorate.  However, he was shocked to learn that there was no station.  That is how much he knew.   
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Yes.   
The proposed crossovers at stations on the Armadale line, which would have stopped some of the interaction at 
the potentially dangerous level crossings and the like, have also been removed.   
The Government must come clean on the patronage figures.  The Government has forecast that 28 000 people 
will use the direct route.  The minister claimed that this was 10 000 more than the Kenwick route.  Will the 
Government admit that that figure comprises the people who are currently travelling by bus in the express bus 
lane?  The Government will shift people from one form of express public transport - the express bus service - to 
another, and it has used the numbers to support its proposed rail route.  Bus passengers will not have a bus 
service so they will have no alternative but to catch the train.  The Government is double counting; it is not 
accurately or validly comparing total public transport movements.  The coalition’s plan would have served more 
people on the rail route and continued to provide the express bus lane and service along the freeway.  This 
Government’s planned public transport will not service Western Australia’s rapidly growing suburbs.  Further, it 
has cancelled the bus service - which means that the bus passengers have to catch the train - and it is saying how 
good it is because there will be 10 000 extra passengers.  The Government cannot get away with that type of 
weak analysis.   
There is also the issue of the entry into the city of Perth, which is absolutely unresolved.  There are a host of 
issues to be resolved - as was demonstrated to the media last week by the Leader of the National Party - 
including tunnelling, engineering, insurance, property acquisition, compensation, and legal damages, all of 
which are complicated.  I imagine they will take at least two years to resolve.  They are not insurmountable and 
yet they have not been resolved.  Do property owners in Perth know what is happening?  No, they do not have a 
clue.  The minister’s own committee made all types of findings about some of the limitations of the William 
Street route, which, effectively, is being imposed upon the community and the committee.  There are issues 
relating to the city river foreshore and it is possible that extending the tunnel will help to resolve some of those 
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issues.  There will be enormous disruption to the central business district, which will affect retail businesses, 
offices and commuters and workers travelling around the city.  There will be issues relating to high-rise 
buildings and potential heritage buildings.  Buildings are anchored because of the building conditions in Perth; 
they do not sit on bedrock as in many cities.  Underground building ties, therefore, literally extend from 
buildings.  All of those issues must be accommodated if we are to put a tunnel through some of these areas.  
Probably no-one knows where those building ties are located. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You can build tunnels under the Sydney Harbour Bridge.  You couldn’t build one through 
Subi Centro actually. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The minister can build tunnels but what she does not understand is that to plan and do that 
properly would take about two years of engineering work and testing.  That is what it takes and that is why today 
the minister still cannot tell this Parliament exactly what it will cost and exactly how she will do it in the central 
business district.  It will probably take two years of work to get those answers. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  If you show me figures that your Government released that were more detailed than any 
figures that we have released, I will ensure that you get comparable figures. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The minister does not have them. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  We do have them. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The project that was undertaken by the previous coalition Government was, in an 
engineering and technical sense, far simpler. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Show us the documents. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  It was costed in detail at one point at $1.1 billion in 1999 dollar values.  It was a simpler 
project that did not have any of the technical, financial, insurance or property risks attached to tunnelling under 
the CBD.  Yes, it can be done.  There are underground stations all over the world but it takes years and years to 
plan, cost, acquire property, compensate property owners and execute those plans.  They are not the sorts of 
projects that can be done in six months to a year. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Why are you criticising us for taking a year to do the master plan? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The minister will get her chance to speak.  We will be debating this issue for several days 
and she will have many opportunities to respond.   

The train to Perth will be 12 minutes quicker for people who board it in Mandurah.  However, what is the real 
impact?  In July 2001, the current Government announced the direct route to Mandurah.  It said that it would 
delay the project by one year because of the changes.  The public largely accepted a year’s delay because of the 
change to the route.  The Government declared in early May 2002 that the Clarkson rail extension to the north 
would also be delayed, this time by 18 months.  That was a bit of a shock to the people in the northern suburbs.  I 
wonder if the members for Joondalup and Wanneroo had anything to say about that at the time.  I would be 
willing to bet that they did nothing and that they did not stand up for their constituents when the Clarkson rail 
extension was delayed by 18 months.  Then, on 16 May 2002, as part of the budget, the minister announced that 
the project would be delayed for a further 12 months.  That now takes it out to a two-year delay in just 15 
months.  The delays to the railway are longer than the period that this Government has been in power.  It has 
been in power for a little more than 18 months, but in 15 months, it delayed the rail project by two years.  The 
current plan is to complete the project by December 2007; that is, almost three-quarters into the term of the next 
Government.  People living near the railway station in Mandurah who get on the train and come straight to Perth 
will get to Perth 12 minutes sooner, but two years late.  People living in Rockingham who will have to undertake 
a double journey to work will be late daily and overall by two years.  Another aspect is the cost of this project. 

[Leave granted for the member’s time to be extended.] 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The former coalition Government costed this project carefully, which indicated that the 
coalition’s route through Kenwick was a lot easier.  The cost in October 2000 was $1.1 billion based on 1998 
cost data.  With the change of decision by this Government, perhaps up to $80 million has already been spent, 
including substantial engineering works at the Kenwick interchange.  It must be recorded that the coalition 
Government started construction of this project in 2000, not just by putting up the odd sign.  Substantial 
engineering works had been undertaken on the connection at Kenwick to get those services quickly out into 
some of the now Labor electorates in that rapidly growing south east corridor of Perth.  Construction was, 
therefore, under way and that expenditure is now wasted.  In July 2001 the Labor Government’s revised cost of 
the project was $1.217 billion.  It did not include all of the additional infrastructure costs attributed to the direct 
route.  A press release was issued on 16 July by the minister and the Premier, which states - 
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Importantly, the cost of the direct route will be contained within existing budget estimates. 

That press release was issued just over a year ago.  I remember seeing the Premier on television in this House 
saying that the Government would deliver this rail on time and on budget.  It is at least two years late, after only 
18 months of a Labor Government.  As to the budget of $1.2 billion - come in spinner!  How long do we have to 
wait on that?  That was the cost in July 2001.  The Labor Government has done some interesting things, and we 
did not have to wait long for another one, because in another nine months or so, in May 2002, it again revised the 
budget.  It had revised the time schedule three times and was then revising the budget upwards - surprise, 
surprise.  The budget was then $1.4 billion.  It went from $1.1 billion under the coalition to $1.2 billion etched in 
stone.  Now it is up to $1.4 billion and it will continue to go up and up. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Will you take an interjection? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  No, I have only a few minutes left and we have lots of time for debate on this.  

In June 2002, the Government announced it would sink the rail along Perth’s river foreshore at an apparent 
overall additional cost of $15 million.  I understand that sinking the rail along the foreshore will cost upwards of 
$110 million.  I would be interested in the Government’s exact figure on that.  Apparently, it will cost only 
another $15 million overall because there will be other savings; in other words, savings to the project, reduced 
access to commuters and whatever else.  Again the figure is being manipulated.  All we hear is that the cost is a 
best estimate.  Hang on; if the Government is starting a project that is now costing $1.4 billion and it has been in 
government for 18 months, a best estimate is not good enough by a long shot. 

Within hours of the 2002-03 budget being delivered, the minister conceded that another $200 million had gone 
into the project.  The Opposition challenged the Premier about the figure of $1.2 billion and within a couple of 
hours of the budget’s presentation the minister conceded that there was another $200 million of expenditure. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You are a joke! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  We will see who is a joke before this debate is over; the minister should not worry about 
that. 
Some of the costings on the CBD connection have either not been costed accurately, have been underestimated 
or have not been costed at all.  The Opposition will be interested in getting all of the details.  The minister has 
created the impression that she has detailed figures.  Her chance in this debate is coming up to go through every 
single aspect of this rail line. 
There is the cost of resuming CBD land on the corner of Murray and William Streets.  The cost of rail 
maintenance will be $150 million.  Hang on, I recall that the private sector contract under the coalition costing 
was for railcar supply and maintenance.  Now there is a maintenance figure floating out there.  I recall the 
minister standing in this Parliament and saying, “We only cost capital items, not maintenance; don’t you 
understand?”  We do understand; we costed it exactly, including the maintenance.  Now the minister is spinning 
maintenance off to somewhere else.  There is a cost for building future rail stations.  The number of rail stations 
has been reduced; therefore, the cost of those has been taken off the total cost of the project.  Apparently the cost 
of sinking the line between Perth and Northbridge will increase by only $39 million.  Give me a break!  We will 
want to know exactly the cost of each of those aspects of the project.  The cost of rebuilding the William Street 
freeway off ramp has not been included and I understand that will be at least $12 million.  Has the Government 
allowed for that?  That is not shown at all. 
Mr R.C. Kucera:  Have you actually read the master plan? 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  There it is.  The member for South Perth might be interested in the detail of the funding.  It 
is interesting.  The coalition Government realised that there was a demand for a south metropolitan railway.  We 
knew it was right to extend our metropolitan rail service.  One of the factors contributing to the decision to 
privatise AlintaGas was that it would generate proceeds that we could put towards the south metropolitan 
railway to make it affordable, manageable and deliverable for the State of Western Australia.  It was a clear, 
conscious decision.  It was not the sole reason for privatising AlintaGas, but it was one of the factors that were 
taken into account.  This Government has delayed the project by two years.  Most of the capital expenditure of 
$1.4 billion will occur after the next election.  The Government is funding the capital expenditure that will take 
place before the next election with the $300 million from the AlintaGas sale.  It is hoping that it will not show up 
in its budget figures as a major cost blow-out.  After the election, another $800 million will need to be spent.  
That will be financed entirely by debt.  The blow-out in debt will happen after the election.  That is in part how 
the Government has been misleading about the funding of this project.  Other members, particularly the member 
for Kingsley, will say more about the planning aspect.  This minister is making a change to the metropolitan 
region scheme that will allow the construction of a railway down the centre of the Kwinana Freeway and new 
bridges alongside the Narrows and Mt Henry Bridges.  This minister has suggested that it is not a major change 
to the metropolitan region scheme.  
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Ms A.J. MacTiernan interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I have only six minutes remaining and a lot of material to get through.  The suggestion is 
that this can be done by way of a minor amendment.  The minor amendment process contains provision for 
public submissions.  However, the time for public comment is shorter than that available for major amendments.  
The Western Australian Planning Commission does not hold public hearings about minor amendments.  Through 
this process, there will be a reduced period for public comments, no public hearings and no parliamentary 
scrutiny.  If anything is important enough to come before this Parliament, it is this change to the metropolitan 
region scheme.  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  What are we debating now?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  If anything should be debated, it is the construction of two new bridges and a railway down 
the freeway.  This minister does not think that should come before this Parliament.  

Several members interjected. 

Withdrawal of Remark 
Mr A.D. McRAE:  I just heard the member for South Perth, who so often pontificates about standards, utter a 
phrase that a member was required to withdraw less than an hour ago.  He referred to the Minister for Planning 
and Infrastructure in a way that is unparliamentary.  I ask that you, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr J.P.D. Edwards) 
require him to withdraw.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  What did he say? 

Mr A.D. McRAE:  If the member is man enough, he will admit it.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.P.D. Edwards):  I did not hear the comment.  If the member for South Perth 
deems it appropriate to withdraw, I will ask him to withdraw.  However, I will leave it to his discretion.   

Mr P.G. PENDAL:  I called the minister a stupid woman.  I withdraw unreservedly.  However, the member 
should also have demanded that the minister withdraw the comments that the Leader of the Opposition is both a 
dill and mung bean.  I withdraw unreservedly.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I thank the member for South Perth.  I heard that comment and let it go.  I appreciate 
the member’s discretion in withdrawing that remark.  I remind the Parliament and the minister that those sorts of 
comments are unparliamentary.  I understand that there is a fair amount of robustness in the debate; however, 
some of those remarks are not parliamentary.  

Debate Resumed 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  If anything should be treated as a major amendment, it is the construction of a major 
railway, the construction of two new bridges across the river and, in particular, the change in the usage of a 
controlled-access freeway.  That is clearly a major amendment.  The scale of the project and its expenditure is 
major.  The construction work in the city centre will entail tunnelling under the city of Perth.  This minister does 
not consider that that requires a major amendment to the metropolitan region scheme!  This minister will not 
allow public hearings to take place, as should happen.  She will not allow this Parliament to decide whether this 
should occur.  She might be surprised, because this Parliament might vote to decide those issues.  This minister 
is running away from parliamentary scrutiny.  When this minister was the opposition spokesperson, she said -  

The Opposition supports the Government’s policy of putting forward minor amendment proposals as 
part of an omnibus instrument.  This policy ensures that otherwise minor, non-contentious amendments 
are tabled in Parliament.  Members on this side will continue to support this policy to ensure that all 
amendments to the MRS are brought before the Parliament to undergo parliamentary scrutiny.   

The minister is not going anywhere near that commitment.  She will not even allow the amendment to come 
before Parliament as a major amendment.  She is breaking the commitment she made as the opposition 
spokesperson.   

I make one final point about an important issue.  The plans for the work through the city include a particular 
extension of access to allow the construction of the tunnels and interchange.  This issue was taken up by the City 
of Perth, which last night passed this resolution - 

That the Council requests the State Government and Opposition to amend the Railway (Jandakot to 
Perth) Bill 2002 to:   

1. reposition to the west the termination point of the line described in Schedule 1, sufficient to 
allow an underground connection of the proposed William Street tunnel and the existing Roe 
Street tunnel on the Joondalup line;  
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2. include authorisation for undergrounding of the Fremantle line, at least between the Horseshoe 
Bridge and the Mitchell Freeway.  

The Bill may be flawed.  It does not give the right coordinates for the underground work to connect between the 
two rail systems.  That is the advice I have received.  The minister shakes her head, but what will she do if the 
engineers and the City of Perth are correct and her piece of legislation, which she wants to rush through this 
Parliament, does not provide the correct coordinates for the construction work?  She will have to amend this Bill 
or bring in another piece of legislation to deal with it.  Is this a minister who is in any sense across this project?  
We have had time delays, cost blow-outs, inaccuracies and hysterical, erratic comments from this minister.  She 
abuses anyone who queries what she is doing.  Can she tell us whether the coordinates are right?  Has she got it 
right?  Does she even know about that issue?  Does she know that there is a problem? 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Will you let me respond? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The minister can respond in her reply.  I do not think she even knows that her Bill is 
flawed.  The minister will come in here and abuse members.  She will engage in personal attacks and scream, 
rant and rave.  However, the truth is that the minister is not competent to handle this project.  She is denying the 
public the right to consult.  She is denying a rail service to thousands of potential commuters in Labor 
electorates.  I wonder whether the members for Southern River and Riverton will have the courage to stand and 
represent their constituents and argue for what is being taken away from their electorates.  They certainly did not 
argue for their constituents in Caucus.  Will they now have the courage to argue in the Parliament?  

MR A.D. MARSHALL (Dawesville) [3.38 pm]:  I oppose this legislation.  I have repeatedly told the House that 
I disagree with the change to the Mandurah to Perth route, which was first thought of in 1992.  In fact, I have 
been persistent in my speeches in Parliament on this subject.  Calvin Coolidge, a former American President, 
said -  

Nothing in the world can take the place of persistence.  Talent will not; nothing is more common than 
unsuccessful men with talent.  Genius will not; unrewarded genius is almost a proverb.  Education will 
not; the world is full of educated derelicts.  Persistence and determination alone are omnipotent.  The 
slogan “press on”, has solved and will always solve the problems of the human race.  

I mention this because the minister and I have something in common: that quote from a former President of the 
United States.  Today is an appropriate day on which to quote a former President.  I believe I am persistent and 
that I have pressed on to be successful.  We all know that the minister has talent, but what scares me is that 
nothing is more common than an unsuccessful woman with talent.  She also has an education.  Unfortunately, the 
world is full of educated derelicts. 

In 1992, a pre-election promise was made by the Labor Government that there should be a rail link to Mandurah.  
That was way ahead of its time and it created an expectation.  In 1996, I did the same thing.  With growth in the 
area, people started to feel that it could happen.  I made the commitment in 1996 with a clear conscience.  In 
1992, it was just a gimmick.  By 1996, my electorate had expanded from 15 000 to 25 000 people.  The southern 
corridor is now the fastest-growing region in Western Australia.  In 2000, the previous Government said it would 
happen.  I cannot support this legislation because it is wrong; there was no need to change the route.  The change 
in the route is due to the sheer cussedness of this Labor Government.  The delay has cost the City of Mandurah 
thousands of dollars and it has been very costly to the retail trade.  All the expectations since 1992 have cost 
tourism, the building industry, employment opportunities and sport.  There is a great deal of sporting talent in the 
area, but athletes have to commute to the metropolitan area because that is where they need to compete if they 
have talent.  Parents in the Mandurah region are much like taxi drivers as they ferry their children to and from 
Perth as often as five times a week.  If the rail line had been available earlier, the athletes would have been able 
to commute by themselves.  Through incompetence, the delays have cost the City of Mandurah an enormous 
amount of money. 

The Kenwick route would have been completed by 2005.  The direct route may not be completed until 2008 - 
possibly!  Once again, this has cost taxpayers millions of dollars.  Why has this happened?  It is the ideology of 
this Labor Government.  For some reason it believes it owns the railways in this State; it has a vanity about this.  
The first thing it did when it came into government was to talk about “our” rail track.  Its rail track was just a 
change of the plan that was established by the coalition Government.  All of a sudden, it became this 
Government’s rail track.  The taxpayers of Western Australia should understand that.  The huge delay and cost to 
them is all due to ideology and vanity; it is an ego trip.  This Government asked whether the previous 
Government had ever laid a sleeper.  A detailed two-year study was commissioned by the previous Government 
and released in 1999.  The south west metropolitan railway master plan represented the largest urban 
infrastructure project in Western Australia.  The plan has been changed to save commuting time.  The route from 
Mandurah to Perth via Kenwick was to take 55 minutes and the new route will take 43 minutes.  A large amount 
of money is to be spent to save 12 minutes on the route.  What about all the stops between Perth and Mandurah?  
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A stop halfway between Perth and Mandurah would save five minutes.  Can the Government justify spending all 
this money?  The Government wants to change the route to get more people in the metropolitan area to use the 
rail service.  Any saving of time is minimal.  It is not an argument. 

In 1986, I was contacted by the late Warren Jones, who was then in Newport, Rhode Island, for the America’s 
Cup.  He rang me in New York and told me to come up to Newport for the yacht racing.  He booked me on an 
Amtrak train for the trip.  I had never been on one before; it was the best thing I ever did.  It was almost as good 
as the America’s Cup in Newport.  For the first time, I saw how American commuters fared.  They had the 
opportunity to take breakfast, read their newspapers and relax as they commuted between cities.  It was a 
fantastic experience.  I see the future of the Perth to Mandurah rail line being a great success - if I live long 
enough to see it!  The time difference is not as important as the Government says it is.  The people of Mandurah 
do not care about that.  They hope they live long enough to enjoy a train service.  They hope that the train is still 
coming.  They say that tongue-in-cheek because they do not trust this Government. 

About five weeks ago I was in Alaska.  During the Alaskan gold rush in 1896 a railway was built from Stagway 
to Klondike, which is a distance of 100 miles.  It was built while battling cold and snow.  It was built with pick 
and shovel in only two years.  The plans for this rail line have been on the drawing board for four years.  This 
new Government comes into Parliament and talks about a change of plan.  I oppose this legislation.  This 
Government said that the coalition Government did not know anything about railways.  Under the previous 
Government the direct route option was considered and it was determined that the freeway option was not 
financially feasible in the short to medium term.  The cost of infrastructure for the route from the CBD to 
Jandakot via Kenwick was $170 million compared with $700 million for the direct route.  The freeway 
alignment was determined not to be the best direct route to Perth as it is flanked by the river and the space 
available for proper interchange is very limited.  This was discussed by engineers and consultants, most of whom 
are now advising this Government.  It makes one wonder.  They were excited about the previous plan but there 
has been a change of Government.  Who now holds the reins?  The new minister, of course.  The same 
consultants and engineers see an extension of their jobs for another three to four years.  Of course, the plan goes 
ahead. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  That is a very unfair imputation on those professional people.  It is unbecoming of the 
member. 

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  I agree.  I retract the comment.  It came in the heat of the moment. 

Point of Order 
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  This Bill will cost the community almost $1.5 billion. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.P.D. Edwards):  What is the point of order? 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I draw your attention to the state of the House. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  There is no point of order. 

Debate Resumed 
[Quorum formed.] 

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  I was just talking about the deletion of the route that was to go through Rockingham.  
The City of Rockingham spent a lot of money on bringing in consultants to lobby Governments to get a rail link 
through Rockingham.  I was originally against it, but, as I studied it, I changed my opinion. 

The coalition Government was committed to the Kenwick route.  The coalition also promised to extend the rail 
line to Clarkson by 2005.  In October 2000, after two years of consultation and planning, the coalition budgeted 
the cost of the project to be $1.1 billion.  That represented the cost at 2000 including GST.  The coalition had 
planned to fund the $1.1 billion project with $300 million from the proceeds of the sale of AlintaGas.  I do not 
know where that money has gone.  It seems to have been swamped and to have disappeared.  I hope the 
Government finds it.  The project would also have been funded with $398 million by way of an operating lease 
to the private sector for supply and maintenance of railcars, including necessary infrastructure; and the remaining 
$449 million would have been funded through public borrowing.  The previous Government was supposed to 
know nothing about rail links!  There is more.  Under the Kenwick route, less land resumption and acquisition 
would have been needed.  The cost to build it would have been less, and there would have been more job 
opportunities.  With the growth of the southern corridor, it was estimated that by 2010 Mandurah would have 
had the largest train terminal in Western Australia.  As I said, the engineers and consultants that did all that work 
have now suddenly switched tack and gone the other way.  It makes one wonder. 

The new proposed direct route will also affect people living in Gosnells. 

Mr M. McGowan interjected. 
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Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  I do not have time to take the interjection.  Wake up to yourself, son!  

The former Government’s plan to extend the rail line past Thornlie to Canning Vale has been scrapped, and this 
has disappointed the Gosnells council.  The Southern River-Canning Vale area has one of the fastest-growing 
residential and small business-light industrial populations in the metropolitan area.  Labor is ignoring the 
potential patronage along the Kenwick-Jandakot section.  It is much greater than along the freeway, which, 
incidentally, is being very well serviced at the moment by a specialist bus service. 

The direct route will not affect Mandurah residents, but what about Rockingham?  The coalition was committed 
to taking the rail link directly into the heart of Rockingham, which is a bigger city than Mandurah.  More people 
live in Rockingham and work in Mandurah, and vice versa, than live in Mandurah and work in the Perth central 
business district.  What about rail transport for these people?  What about the environmental impact of the rail 
link on the Perth foreshore?  What about the impact on traffic on the freeway?  Thirty-four million dollars worth 
of dedicated bus way infrastructure that serves the southern suburbs very well will need to be ripped up.  What 
about the delays?  The minister largely took the project back to square one when she announced the redirected 
route in May 2001.  An amount of $40 million-plus had already been spent on infrastructure, planning and 
consultation by the coalition Government, not to mention the $70 million on the express bus lanes.  The coalition 
had promised to deliver the Clarkson extension and rail line to Mandurah, and directly into Rockingham, by 
2005.  After hearing about all those positives, how could anyone support the Government’s legislation with all 
its negatives?  How can the Government justify ripping up $34 million worth of express bus lane works that have 
been carried out along the centre of the Kwinana Freeway?   

Labor announced on 16 July 2001 that, importantly, the cost of the direct route would be contained within 
existing budget estimates.  In the same press release, the Premier announced that the cost of the direct route 
would be $1.2 billion - already an additional $100 million.  In December 2001, the minister announced that the 
cost of 93 new railcars, including maintenance costs over 15 years, would be $300 million.  In May, the minister 
and the Premier announced that the cost would in fact be $437 million - the earlier figure was an underestimation 
by the minister of $137 million.  I told the House earlier that she is educated!  This component is not budgeted 
for in the supplementary master plan, by the way.   

On budget day, 16 May 2002, the minister confirmed that the revised escalated cost of the entire project had 
blown out to $1.4 billion - a confirmed $300 million more than the coalition’s November 2000 budget figure.  
Any escalated cost that should reasonably be factored into the total budget is entirely as a result of the delay 
caused by the Labor Government.  The final cost of the project is likely to be $1.5 billion or more, as the 
significant costs associated with sinking the rail line along the Perth river foreshore and under William Street 
have not yet been factored into the total budget. 

In summary, the Kenwick rail track was accepted as being community friendly.  In contrast, the new direct route 
has raised debate and disapproval among the local governments in Melville, South Perth, Perth, Rockingham and 
Gosnells.  A huge article headed “Mandurah-Perth rail plan a risk to environment: ECWA” was published 
recently in one of my local newspapers.  It states - 

THE Mandurah-Perth Rail plan is an ‘environmental disaster’ says the Environment Centre of Western 
Australia (ECWA). 

The agency claims the government has laid the foundations for WA’s worst greenhouse emissions. 

The ECWA says the Perth Urban Rail Development Supplementary Master Plan will lead to unbridled 
urban sprawl and dormitory infill as far south as Waroona. 

. . .  

“The Mandurah decision is possibly the worst environmental decision in WA’s history,” ECWA 
coordinator Gordon Edwards said. 

“It is comparable with the Burke Labor creation of CALM (Department of Conservation and Land 
Management) in 1983 and the MRPA Corridor Plan in the 1970s.” 

I would not like to embarrass those opposite by continuing to read that article.   

The change to the railway line has over half a dozen local governments - not just a couple - up in arms about the 
lack of consultation.  The environmental people are also up in arms about it, particularly because of the lack of 
consultation.  As I mentioned earlier, the delay has been deplorable.  When I talked to people in my electorate of 
Dawesville and to the people of Mandurah generally, they told me that they had an expectation about a future 
rail link in 1992.  It was a political ploy, because in 1992 the figures for the northern corridor just did not stack 
up.  In 1992, there was a 30 per cent likelihood that the rail line would pay its way.  In 1996, when I went to the 
polls and promised that I would work towards that goal, the figures still did not stack up, but there was about a 
60 per cent chance that the rail line would pay its way.  I went to the election asking, “Am I becoming a political 
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guru who is about to make a promise that I will do something that I know in my heart we are not ready for?”  I 
looked at the figures over and again, got all the estimates for the future of the Peel region, did a lot of homework 
on them and thought that if we got the rail line in 1996, and if we won government again and started working on 
the plans, by 2000 the plans would be in place.  In the three or four years it would have taken to build a rail link, 
the figures would have been pretty close.  Therefore, that part is right.  It was good to make a pre-election 
statement that a rail link would be designed and ready to go for the election of 2000.  It took the heat off 
everyone in Mandurah when they were told that it would be finished by 2005.  For the first time they believed 
that this dream would happen.  They had been putting up with the political palaver since 1992.  Suddenly, in 
2000, they all had a belief that it would happen, as did I.   

Even though the coalition lost government, I was absolutely astonished when the new Government immediately 
wanted to change all the planning and costings that had gone into four years of research, just because the 
ideology of government members is that they believe they are the only people who know anything about rail.  
When the coalition came into Government and it had to restore all the maintenance programs for schools and 
roads that had fallen by the wayside, someone said, “Well, that’s history.  Labor Governments always like to 
build trains, buses and cycle tracks.  They never do anything on roads.”  That has been proved, because the Peel 
deviation in my electorate has been scrapped.  Government members are vain and egotistical about this issue. 

I will finish how I started when I quoted the former American President Calvin Coolidge.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.P.D. Edwards):  Order!  Members on my right. 

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  He said -  

Nothing in the world can take the place of persistence.  Talent will not; nothing is more common than 
unsuccessful men with talent. 

When people ask me how the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure is going, I always say that she has a lot of 
talent and is highly educated.  She put herself through university and I am very proud of her, but education will 
not help someone to be successful, because the world is full of educated derelicts.  I am very worried about the 
way this project is going. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
 


