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APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (NO. 3) 2002 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR A.D. MARSHALL (Dawesville) [3.00 pm]:  The Peel deviation is the number one priority project in the 
Peel region, with some people arguing that it is more important than the Perth to Mandurah rail link.  However, 
for some stubborn reason the Gallop Government refuses to take any action on this project.  Such is the 
frustration of local residents with the traffic congestion and the noise, especially from heavy haulage vehicles 24 
hours a day, that a petition has been circulated signed by hundreds of people.  I would like that petition recorded 
as follows - 

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western 
Australia in Parliament assembled. 

We, the undersigned, wish to complain about the increased traffic noise along the Old Coast Rd on the 
Bypass entrance to Mandurah past Greenfields and Waterside, and the Old Coast Rd from the Estuary 
Bridge all the way through to White Hills Rd including Halls Head, Falcon, Wannanup and Dawesville.  
Over 30,000 vehicles a day use this road and we, the local residents believe it is high time the 
Government made the much touted Peel Deviation become a reality.   

Now we ask that the Legislative Assembly ask if the Peel Deviation is to be delayed will the 
Government resurface the roads with the new integrated bitumen that reduces traffic noise.   

That reflects the emotions of the people in the region.  To compound the situation, the traffic to and from the 
south west is growing due to urban development between the Estuary Bridge and Lake Clifton along the Old 
Coast Road.  My Dawesville electorate is the largest country electorate in Western Australia with 19 000 
constituents.  That means that even more traffic now travels along the coastal road to the south west.  The Peel 
deviation must be commenced immediately to take pressure off the Old Coast Road.  Believe it or not, the 
Premier agrees with me.  He issued a media statement on Wednesday, 6 December 2000 when he was the leader 
of the state parliamentary Labor Party in Opposition.  He said - 

The Labor Party is committed to the Peel Deviation road, according to Opposition Leader, Dr Geoff 
Gallop. 

What a statement!  He has been in government now for just over two years and nothing has happened; yet he 
believes in the project.  He also said - 

It’s a disgrace that the Government -  
He was referring to the then coalition Government - 

has drawn up a $1 billion 10-year road program without including either the Peel Deviation or the 
freeway extension beyond Safety Bay Road. 

He forgot to mention that that Government extended the Kwinana Freeway to Thomas Road and then, at great 
expense, to Safety Bay Road, which links the road between Safety Bay and Mandurah on a dual highway.  He 
forgot to mention the positive achievements that were part of the program prior to the last election.  He also 
forgot to say that the Dawesville deviation was completed.  Although a small achievement, the Dawesville 
deviation contributes to saving lives and was a very important improvement in transportation in that neck of the 
woods.  He also forgot to say that the former Minister for Transport, Hon Eric Charlton, had a plan called the N3 
plan, which showed the Peel deviation to be built in the appropriate place, but which has been shelved.  The 
Premier’s media statement continues - 

The freeway extension to Mandurah will cost $150 million, while the Peel deviation will cost 
$136 million.  

While the Government has been procrastinating for two years, that figure has blown out and, as a result of the 
Premier’s inaction, the taxpayers will have to pick up that additional amount.  The press statement states further - 

These are roads of national importance that should be substantially funded from the Commonwealth . . .  
He then says that Mr Howard has totally ignored them.  He is both right and wrong.  He is right that, federally, 
this road should be classified as a road of national importance and should be funded.  That will happen.  He is 
wrong in saying that the Prime Minister of Australia has ignored it.  I have correspondence from the federal 
Minister for Transport and Regional Services, John Anderson, and the federal member for Canning, Don 
Randall, assuring us that when the right applications come in from the state minister, they will be considered.  Dr 
Gallop continued - 
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Both Mr Court and Mr Howard have failed to give Peel roads the priority they deserve. 
However, he forgot to say that in that eight-year period the Court Government, in coalition, built a brand new 
150-bed hospital to replace the doll’s house of 30 beds that the previous Government administered; built a 
performing arts centre that is second to none in regional areas; provided extra buses to cope with the increased 
population in the area, which has been a great success; provided additional police officers; provided tertiary 
education in the Peel region for the first time in the history of that region; established a marina that will create 
fabulous tourism opportunities; and built five new schools and introduced a new style of education to house 
under one roof years 11 and 12 and TAFE.  That arrangement won a national competition the other day.  I hope 
the Minister for Education will copy that format in other areas of Western Australia and give accolades to the 
coalition Government, led by former Premier Court, for what it initiated in the area.  The coalition Government 
extended the freeway from Thomas Road to Safety Bay Road.  Those achievements do not represent a bad effort 
over eight years.  In fact during those eight years of the coalition Government, more money was spent in the Peel 
region than at any other time in its history.  
I acknowledge that when in opposition, members like to fire shots, but Dr Gallop’s arrogance showed in his 
press release when he said that the coalition Government had failed to give Peel the priority it deserved.  He said 
further - 

Labor will start the process by allocating $5 million towards the acquisition of the land required and to 
compensate local land owners. 

We have just established that it will cost about $350 million.  The amount of $5 million is a pittance.  The Labor 
Government has been in power for two years and I cannot see where the money has been spent.  We have a 
problem.  As Leader of the Opposition, Dr Gallop, now the Premier, backed the Peel deviation as an important 
project.  As I said, it is recognised as the number one project in the Peel region and not one ounce of energy has 
gone into developing it at this stage.  So great is my concern that nothing is happening about the Peel deviation 
that on 22 October I asked a question without notice of the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, which I 
would like reflected in Hansard, as follows - 

I refer to the Peel deviation project, which will create a much-needed alternative route around 
Mandurah to the south west, and the minister’s insistence that the project cannot proceed without 
federal funding.  

(1) Can the minister confirm that, in a letter from the federal Minister for Transport and Regional 
Services dated 1 March 2002, she was advised that funding from the Commonwealth’s roads 
of national importance program is determined each year and that the State Government must 
undertake preliminary planning and design for the Peel deviation . . .  

The answer was that federal funding has been committed until 2006.  This information is incorrect; it has not 
been represented in the Hansard accurately.  I asked the minister, given that the money will be available in 2006-
07, why plans have not been submitted to the federal Government so that Western Australia can share in the pool 
of funding available for the Commonwealth’s roads of national importance program.  The answer was - 

We could go off tomorrow and spend $10 million or $20 million designing the Peel deviation up to 
tender specifications.  However, there is not one indication, unfortunately, that this project will attract 
federal assistance. 

That is absolutely incorrect information, because the federal minister has told me that once those plans and 
specifications are submitted, they will be considered immediately.  The member for Canning, Don Randall, will 
ensure that happens.  The minister said that $10 million or $20 million could be spent.  What a vague statement!  
I could say that I am going to have a bet on my favourite horse next week and I will make it between $500 and 
$1 000.  Ten million dollars or $20 million for specifications?  I was told that it should be around $250 000.  
What vagueness in an answer - $10 million or $20 million.  I believe that is incorrect and unprofessional.  We 
know that we must be in it to win it.  If we do not put in those specifications, how will we be considered for the 
federal money?  Even though the Premier of this State believes that it is a number one priority, the more we 
delay, the less likely it is to happen.  I suggest that the minister should get cracking and do something about it. 

There is a lot of emotion, passion and urgency about this Peel deviation.  It is not coming from just the 
Dawesville electorate; it is coming from the Labor members for Bunbury and Collie, and also the members for 
Murray-Wellington and Mitchell.  Collectively, we all realise how important this is.  I receive letters about this 
all the time.  I will quote from a letter from Tim Drake, who lives in Mandurah.  He states - 

Myself, fuelled by input from my Town Planning Father, could see that the benefits of directing traffic 
from a single lane wooden bridge to a new single lane concrete bridge would be short lived . . .  
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He is referring to the increased traffic on Old Coast Road that must travel over one bridge.  There was very poor 
planning by the Labor Government in the 1980s, and now we are stuck with it.  It is time we moved on the Peel 
deviation.  He also states - 

. . .  Mandurah residents are pretty well trapped in their own homes.   

They cannot get onto the highway, particularly if they live in the Falcon-Erskine area.  He continues - 

Efforts have been made to help locals and solve the traffic mayhem by the installation of traffic lights 
. . .  

He laughed at that, because once the traffic lights are installed, the traffic congestion gets worse.  The letter 
continues - 

That problem being that the current responsibility for the existing South West via Mandurah road 
system can no longer accommodate local, tourist and transient traffic. 

I am just quoting excerpts from this letter.  Further on he says - 

Personally, I even believe that the Deviation should even precede the rail link. 

Many people believe that.  It now looks as though the rail link will be delayed until 2007.  We are betting that it 
will be 2008.  Of course, the Peel deviation should be started before then because, under this present 
Government, the two main things for my area have been continually put off, even though the Premier of Western 
Australia, when Leader of the Opposition, said how important they are.  This gentleman states further - 

On a cynical note, we could always change Mandurah’s name to “Joondalup 2”, that way we would 
have a rail link, freeway, casino and international airport . . .  

It goes on.  Such is the way that people in my electorate think.   

The alignment for the Peel deviation, which was recently shown in the Peel region scheme, is also under fire, 
with issues not being properly assessed during the public consultation period.  The former Minister for 
Transport, Eric Charlton, presented a northern option 3.  This N3 highway, which skirted the farms and 
properties, was a good plan, but it was shelved.  That is why the action group of some of the experts and 
landowners has had a lot to say recently.  I will quote from the O’Brien report.  This person is a skilled planner.  
He makes four points - 

i) N3 reduces social and environmental impacts, for example, the impact on Nambeelup Pool, 
and the affect on Aboriginal heritage sites. 

ii) It has a better engineering design. 

iii) It reduces the severance of the properties owned by the Kelliher and MacKay families. 

iv) There are sufficient flaws in early reports favouring Northern Option 1 over Option 3. 

Of course, the landowners have their own worries.  The report from the Kelliher brothers states that they object 
to the proposed alignment for the following reasons - 

i) Effect on land holdings. 

ii) To continue with the proposed alignment would require the construction of an all weather road 
through the property. 

iii) The effect on the remnant vegetation which has been conserved on the property. 

iv) Potential environmental impacts on the coastal lakes system from possible chemical spills. 

v) Extra cost of construction due to drainage issues. 

vi) Potential devaluation of property; therefore, suggest the inclusion of the property within the 
Urban Deferred zone. 

Another farming gentleman who will be affected states - 

i) No evaluation has been undertaken on Northern Option 3. 

ii) No consultation with landowners most affected. 

iii) Option N3 follows the high country. 

iv) N3 reduces need to build a road through wetlands. 

v) Reduced cost of construction and maintenance. 

vi) It reduces environmental impact on Murray River. 
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vii) Better designed intersection on Pinjarra Road. 

viii) Reduced amount of potential claim for compensation. 

There is continual worry, and nothing is being done.  The consultation took place, but the people were not 
listened to.  That was an error.   

In summing up, I believe that the Premier should honour the promise he made on 6 December 2000 when Leader 
of the Opposition and get on with the Peel deviation.  The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure must prepare 
appropriate plans to be submitted to the federal Government in order that we can be considered for roads of 
national importance funding.  I would be willing to bet that if the minister does just that, we will get the funding.  
I challenge her to do it, and I will have a little side bet, as I did on the Perth-Mandurah rail link - a bottle of Moet 
champagne was exchanged when it was clear that the minister would not be able to finish the project by 2005.  I 
have made a double or nothing bet that it will not be finished by 2007, and I will win that too.  We must be more 
exact and professional when it comes to the issues that count for our local people.  I represent the people of 
Dawesville and Mandurah, and also those on the eastern side of the waterways, where it is even more important.  
The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure must also address those appeals that deal with the best place 
through which to put the Peel deviation.  I guess she must also consider the payment of appropriate land 
resumption moneys.  There has been a lack of action on this project. 

I know it is almost Christmas and this is one of the last speeches I will make this year.  I wish everybody a happy 
Christmas.  We work well together.  I know we spar inside the Chamber, but outside we have a fantastic 
relationship.  When I was sick in hospital, I received a magnificent card from the Government.  Everyone made a 
personal contribution, which I thoroughly appreciated.  It brought a tear to my eye, actually.  It is fantastic that 
we can all get on together so well.  I had not realised it.  However, in saying that, I indicate that government 
members must realise that when in government, it is like skidding along thin ice.  Good Oppositions are there to 
say, “Look out.  You’re going to fall and be destroyed.”  In passing, I say to my very good friends on the other 
side that if they are not careful, they will be on this side after the next election, because the lack of action by the 
Gallop Government on the Peel deviation project will see a backlash at the next election on that one project.   

Debate adjourned until a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr. J.C. Kobelke (Leader of the House). 

[See next page.]   
 


