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Division 56: Commissioner of Main Roads (except Service 7, Office of Road Safety), $972 641 000 — 

Ms A.R. Mitchell, Chairman. 

Mr T.R. Buswell, Minister for Transport. 

Mr M. Henneveld, Managing Director. 

Mr D. Snook, Executive Director, Road Network Services. 

Mr P. Woronzow, Executive Director, Finance and Commercial Services. 

Mr M. Cosson, Acting Director, Budget and Financial Planning. 

Mr R.A. Waldock, Director General, Department of Transport. 

[Witnesses introduced.] 

The CHAIRMAN: The member for Midland. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I refer to the road trauma trust fund under “Major Spending Changes” on page 662. The 
estimated actual is expected to be reduced from $16 million in 2010–11 to $12 million in 2011–12, $9 million in 
2012–13 and $7 million in 2013–14 and 2014–15. Footnote (a) at the very bottom of the page states — 

Expenditure from the Road Trauma Trust Fund has been reduced due to revising down estimated speed 
and red light camera infringement revenue over the forward estimates. 

Can the minister provide an explanation for that? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: For the revising down? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Yes. The minister just told us in the previous division that revenue would increase. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Yes; however, I did not point out earlier, because I was looking at the forward estimates, 
that the estimated actual for 2010–11 is significantly lower than was anticipated in 2010–11 by a large sum of 
money. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I am aware of that. That has been reported in the media and elsewhere. It appears to 
continue in the out years, which is what surprised me. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: That is because WA Police had anticipated receiving a certain amount in 2010–11, but it 
has not achieved that amount. I cannot recall the quantum. The revenue base for the forward estimates has 
decreased because WA Police did not achieve the quantum increase it had expected to achieve in 2010–11. I 
think I told the member for Midland that revenue would increase from $51 million to $91 million across three 
years before plateauing. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The minister said something of that order. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: We are working off a base of $51 million, whereas the police’s previous estimate, which 
would be the basis of the forward estimates that the member referred to, would have been higher. That is why the 
funding cops a hit in the out years. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The second dot point on page 664 states — 

A boost to road safety funding will occur with increased revenue flows into the Road Trauma Trust 
Fund (RTTF) in addition to existing Black Spot funding. 

Can the minister outline the revenue raised from the road trauma trust fund, including the black spot funding and 
anything else, and how much the government anticipates getting this financial year and in future years? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Is the member asking how much Main Roads will get to spend from the road trauma trust 
fund under the current regime and under the regime when it changes and additional funding flows through into 
the fund? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: That is right.  

Mr P. Woronzow: With regard to the extra amount Main Roads will get out of the changed regime, government 
and cabinet decided that any revenue in excess of the existing funding in the order of $211 million would be 
subject to a business case going to cabinet. The budget papers show that the $211 million is restricted cash and is 
subject to a business case being presented to cabinet on a case-by-case basis. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Where in the budget does it show there is $211 million in restricted cash? 
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Mr P. Woronzow: The $211 million in restricted cash can be found on the second line of page 675 of the 
Budget Statements. That is Treasury and WA Police’s estimate of the proceeds from red-light cameras and speed 
cameras that will go to the road trauma trust fund. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: As was explained, the flow of funds out of that back into Main Roads’ budget will be 
done on a case-by-case basis. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Currently, the Road Safety Council recommends the allocations. Is what is being 
proposed a different process whereby it will go to cabinet? Currently the council makes a recommendation to the 
minister and the minister signs off on that without any reference to cabinet. Is what is being proposed a new 
process? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: My understanding is that some changes to the process will involve amending legislation 
to support that. The member will have to ask the Minister for Road Safety about the detail of that. In the forward 
estimates there is predicted to be $211 million of restricted cash. Effectively, that is unallocated and, at this 
stage, unspent moneys that will be available in total to the road trauma trust fund to be spent as part of that 
process. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I am still waiting for the other part of my original question. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: What was that? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The current year’s funding relating to the black spot program and any other funding 
from the road trauma trust fund. 

Mr D. Snook: I do not have the exact figures for the amount of money that Main Roads gets. However, Main 
Roads submits projects to the Road Safety Council and generally gets a few hundred thousand dollars each year 
from the road trauma trust fund for projects that support road safety, such as an annual measurement of vehicle 
speeds around the metropolitan area and various other types of projects. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Including rumble strips on the side of roads and so forth? 

Mr D. Snook: This year we have not got any money for roadwork projects; it is for technical projects. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I still want to know whether there is a specific figure for black spot funding. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The government has allocated $10 million for black spot funding this year for 19 projects 
on state roads and $10 million for 134 projects on local roads. 

Mr D. Snook: Further to that answer: no money from the road trauma trust fund goes to the black spot program. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I refer to “New Works” on page 672. There is an allocation of $15 million over the next 
three years for the South Street and Murdoch Drive intersection upgrade. I assume this is to cater for the new 
Fiona Stanley Hospital that is being constructed there. Does the minister anticipate that there will be traffic 
difficulties as a consequence of the new hospital and all the additional traffic flow and so forth? I think there are 
some upgrades occurring to the private hospital as well. If there will be traffic difficulties, does the minister 
anticipate that $15 million will be enough to cater for those problems? If not, what additional money will need to 
be allocated, and what sort of traffic problems might occur as a consequence of the additional construction there?  

[11.50 am] 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: That is a very good question, member for Rockingham. If we do nothing, there is the 
potential for major traffic issues at that intersection. That area will turn into a major health precinct with the 
construction of the 600-plus bed Fiona Stanley Hospital, the expansion of St John of God Health Care and the 
addition of the rehabilitation hospital. The advice we have is that the $15 million at-grade upgrade to the 
intersection of South Street and Murdoch Drive will suffice in the short to medium term. I cannot give specific 
answers on what short to medium term is, because it really depends on other factors influencing the growth of 
traffic. It may well be that this intersection will ultimately need a grade separated outcome, similar to what we 
have delivered at the intersection of Alexander Drive and Reid Highway and which we are now doing at the 
intersection of Mirrabooka Avenue and Reid Highway. The advice is that in the short to medium term, the at-
grade upgrade will suffice. The at-grade upgrade will include lengthened left turn pockets on South Street, 
double right turn pockets on South Street, triple right turn pockets on Murdoch Drive, and some other works to 
assist with pedestrians moving through the intersection. I should also point out that we are doing some work as 
part of the widening of the Kwinana Freeway, which is a project from Leach Highway south to Roe Highway, to 
look at ways of putting in an exit from the freeway to Farrington Road for traffic travelling north along the 
Kwinana Freeway. For example, if someone from the member for Rockingham’s electorate was in a rush to get 
to hospital, they would obviously travel along the freeway, get off the off ramp at Farrington Road and then 
travel north up Murdoch Drive and to the hospital.  
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Mr M. McGOWAN: But that is not in this budget.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: That is being dealt with as part of the current contract for the widening of the freeway. 
There is some funding in the hospital budget from the Department of Health for roadworks. That may well be 
used to fund that, but it is not part of this funding. This is specifically a $15 million upgrade to the South Street–
Murdoch Drive intersection. We are aware of the issues that will be generated. The opportunity has arisen, 
because of the widening of the freeway, to look at an off ramp on Farrington Road to service northbound traffic. 
That is something we are looking at. I might get Mr Henneveld to add anything else that he considers 
appropriate.  

Mr M. Henneveld: There is also design work being done on the South Street off take from the freeway. This is 
not just an individual project; it is a network view of what will happen when Fiona Stanley Hospital opens. All 
the projects we are designing at the moment will cater for the requirements and beyond for the opening of the 
hospital in the second quarter of 2014. As well as the Farrington Road off take the minister referred to, there is 
the work at the intersection of South Street and Murdoch Drive, and the off take from South Street. There are a 
lot of public transport requirements, which will involve bus lanes and so on at that intersection. That work can be 
done as provisional works for the third-lane project.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: I have two further questions. I am still unclear as to whether the Farrington Road exit will 
be concluded in conjunction with these works to ensure that the option for people heading north along Kwinana 
Freeway will be available in time for the opening of the hospital. Secondly, is the minister confident that these 
measures will prevent traffic chaos in the vicinity of the hospital? If not, what other options are available?  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Yes, I am confident that they will deal with the traffic issues at the hospital in the short to 
medium term. The northbound Farrington Road off ramp will be completed in time for the opening of the 
hospital. It will not be dealt with as part of this contract, which is specifically for the South Street–Murdoch 
Drive intersection; it will be done as a variation, as I understand it, to the contract that was just awarded for the 
widening of the Kwinana Freeway to three lanes from Leach Highway south to Roe Highway, which is logical.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: I drive north most mornings. Unlike most people I do not use the freeway, because it is far 
slower than using back roads. I never use the freeway. I use it of an evening, coming home. It is okay late at 
night, but in the morning I never, ever use the freeway. Providing that advice to people will probably mean that I 
will now be stuck in traffic on the back roads as well!  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Either that or the member will have a very clear run!  

Mr M. McGOWAN: I am not that bad a driver! I do not drive that fast. I have lost my question.  

Mr J.E. McGRATH: How does the member for Rockingham get over the river? How does he get to Parliament 
House?  

The CHAIRMAN: Member for South Perth, we might just let the member concentrate on his question so that 
we can move on.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: It is very secret. If I tell everyone, well! What was my question? I did not quite catch what 
the options are for Murdoch Drive. Murdoch Drive abuts residential areas at both its northern and southern ends. 
What will the options be for people who live immediately to the north west and to the south of Murdoch Drive? 
Is the minister saying that there will be additional traffic measures in those areas as part of this?  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Murdoch Drive runs adjacent to Fiona Stanley Hospital. The northern intersection is with 
South Street and the southern intersection is with Farrington Road, which I understand is currently serviced by a 
roundabout.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: That is right. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: That is obviously part of the way people will come in. The member is familiar with that 
area. We will get to the bottom of this by the end of estimates! At this stage there is no plan to upgrade the 
southern entrance to Murdoch Drive, which is the roundabout off Farrington Road. My understanding is that this 
is a two-lane roundabout. It seems to work pretty well when I have had the opportunity to travel through it. Work 
will be done at the northern end of Murdoch Drive where it intersects with South Street—that is the $15 million 
at-grade upgrade. Of course, Murdoch Drive then travels across South Street and terminates at Leach Highway. 
That is a snapshot of those works.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I refer to the line item “Roe Highway Extension — Project Development” on page 671 
of the Budget Statements. I have a couple of questions. Can the minister confirm that the $3.659 million that is 
proposed to be spent for 2011–12 is in fact for consultants to continue their public relations and consultation 
work, and that it is not for design work? I understand that the designs are now complete; I have seen them 
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advertised in the local media. Second, is it true that the estimated cost of the project is now between $700 million 
and $750 million? Third, could I get an explanation of why the government has cancelled the construction of the 
project?  

[12.00 noon] 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I will start with the third part of the question and work back. We have not cancelled the 
construction of the project. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: It has previously been in the budget papers and it is not in there any more. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I think the member will find that for as long as we have been in government, the amount 
in the budget papers for Roe Highway stage 8, as it is euphemistically termed, is $20 million. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: No; it has been shown as a $550 million project. 

[Ms L.L. Baker took the chair.] 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Be that as it may, there is $20 million in the forward estimates for Roe stage 8. We have 
spent about $16 million and a bit—that is my reading of those figures. We have about $3.659 million to go, as 
the member pointed out. I am pretty sure that project has been submitted to the environmental authorities to work 
through the proper process. My understanding is that that will be a public environmental review—PER—so it is 
the highest level of environmental assessment. Clearly, there are environmental challenges with Roe 8 and the 
wetland. There are also some challenges around some Aboriginal heritage sensitivities. They will be teased out 
as part of the environmental assessment process, which I understand will be completed in December this year. 
So, that is where we are at. The $3 million–plus that is left is basically to help fund the remainder of that 
community engagement program. I am not sure whether any of that community engagement program will flow 
out of the environmental process, although I suspect that it will. It is all sort of linked in together.  

In relation to cost, I think it would be premature of me to speculate on cost at this stage, for the simple reason 
that the environmental approvals process may impose other conditions on the Roe project that we have not 
picked up in the design phase—I would like to think that we have done a good job with the design phase, but it 
may—and they may have an impact on the final cost. So, once the environmental process is complete and we can 
cost the conditions associated with the road going ahead, we will be in a position to accurately determine the 
cost. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I have a further question. On page 431 of last year’s budget papers, the Roe Highway 
extension was costed at $551 388 000. That figure was included in the budget papers last year and the year 
before. In the past two budgets there was a specific cost, and now the minister is saying that he is not prepared to 
speculate. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Correct. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: What happened? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I am very cautious! 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: What decision was made so that the minister no longer knows how much the Roe 
project will cost? He has spent $16 million, apparently, on public relations and engineering works, but, after 
spending $16 million, he is less informed than he was two years ago. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I did not say that I had no idea of what it may cost. I said that I am not going to speculate 
on what that is. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am not asking the minister to speculate. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: A number of factors may still impact on the final cost that will flow out of the approvals 
process, and I am not going to speculate on a cost until I know what the final cost is. I understand the point the 
member is making, but I am not going to speculate on that cost. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: It will be even higher! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I believe that there is a probability that some of the conditions that may be imposed on the 
project as a result of the environmental approvals process will impact on the cost. That is a legitimate statement. 
When that is known, we will go forward to government and seek funding for that project, and no doubt at that 
time the costing will be known. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I have one final question. In respect of that $16 million–plus that the minister has spent 
on the project, is the minister saying that there is no cost estimate falling out of that $16 million? 
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Mr T.R. BUSWELL: No. We have been provided with some preliminary cost estimates.  I am not going to 
speculate on what the final cost will be until the cost impacts of any of the approval conditions are known, 
because they could be quite dramatic, and I do not think that would be in the best interests of good governance. 

Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: On page 670 of the budget papers under “Works in Progress” there is a line item for the 
Coalfields highway. Can the minister provide an outline of the work that has been done and will be done on this 
important route, please? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I most certainly can. Very pleasingly, the extra $10 million that is allocated to the 
Coalfields highway in 2012–13 means that the government will have met its election commitment of—I think it 
was—$25 million to the Collie Coalfields highway. So far, stage 1A is underway. Stage 1A is a $7 million 
investment in the widening of Collie Coalfields highway from Allanson through to Collie, which is about 
7.4 kilometres. Stage 1B, which is another $7 million, is the two kilometres to the west of Allanson. That is as 
far as we could get with the $14 million that we had. The next $11 million, which will take us up to the 
$25 million, will upgrade the 2.5 kilometre Hamilton River section and a 2.7 kilometre section west of 
Wellington Dam turn-off, which will be collectively known as stage 1C. I need to point out for the information 
of the member for Collie–Preston, who is not present in the chamber—but I know that he reads Hansard 
diligently, provided we use small words—that that is subject to state forest and national park acquisition. A 
number of road projects in the South West—Collie Coalfields highway, Bussell Highway through the Bramley 
state forest in my electorate, and some work on South Western Highway—will require various excisions of roads 
from state forests and national parks. Ironically, getting a road reserve out of a state forest is harder than getting 
it out of a national park. However, we will work through that. In addition, there is another $1 million–plus in the 
Safer Roads component of the state budget this year, which will be spent on the western end of the Collie 
Coalfields highway at Roelands Hill. That road will receive a significant and much-needed upgrade. Of course, 
there are other roads in the state, including some in the member for Geraldton’s electorate, that we need to talk 
about soon as well. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: My question relates to the Gateway WA road project. I refer to page 664 and all the 
infrastructure work being undertaken by Main Roads. What is the expected total cost of the Gateway road 
project? Does the minister have a figure on that? If so, has the minister requested sufficient funding from the 
commonwealth to cover the cost of the Gateway project? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: We have requested funding from the commonwealth. I might just step back on Gateway. 
Gateway is an important and exciting road project. I have asked Main Roads to do some additional work around 
Gateway so that we can look at how we move motorists from the city to the airport. That is called an addendum 
to Gateway. That is happening as well, so there has been a slight change in the scope of the project. In terms of 
funding, there are currently two funding sources in the forward estimates under Gateway. There is 
$168.9 million, loosely termed the Tonkin Highway upgrade package, and a $16 million Abernethy Road on-
ramp package. The Abernethy Road on-ramp is part of the Gateway master plan. We have taken that out and we 
are moving that forward as an independent project, simply because it is a much-needed piece of road 
infrastructure. The total current forward estimate approval for Gateway is effectively $177 million. If we add up 
$168.9 million and $16.3 million, it comes to more than $177 million; it is about $185 million. Also, way out in 
2014–15 there is an allocation of $8 million that the state has made to Gateway. That is effectively the start of 
our contribution to the second funding tranche of Gateway.  

The first funding tranche of the Gateway project—the $177 million I referred to earlier, of which $16 million has 
now been taken out to do the Abernethy Road on-ramp—is funded pretty much 50–50 commonwealth–state; 
$88 million from the commonwealth and $89 million from the state. We currently have $8 million in our forward 
estimates for the second tranche, and it is my understanding that the commonwealth is showing $179 million for 
it in its forward estimates. So far we have $177 million, and on top of that we have $187 million, of which 
$8 million is state and $179 million is commonwealth. We need more than that to finish Gateway. The advice 
from the commonwealth is that the balance of the commonwealth’s contribution to that second tranche will 
materialise subject to the passage of one of these new taxes through the commonwealth—the minerals resource 
rent tax. The current status is that the forward estimates show $171 million, which really rolled out of NB1—
tranche A—for Gateway, and there is $187 million for the initial start-up of tranche 2, comprising $8 million 
from the state in 2014–15, and $179 million as shown in the commonwealth’s budget. Subsequent funding is 
subject to the resource rent tax.  

[12.10 pm]  

Mr M. McGOWAN: Has there been advice from Treasury that the cost is far more than the minister has just 
stated, and that it might be in the vicinity of $950 million to complete this project? 
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Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The cost is still being finalised. As I outlined earlier, I have asked Main Roads Western 
Australia to re-scope the project to include the necessary road improvements to assist the citizens of Perth to get 
from the city to the airport. That is still being finalised, and that will effectively be rolled in as a component of 
the Gateway project.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: Is the minister denying that Treasury has said that the cost might be in the vicinity of 
$950 million? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I do not know what Treasury has said. I know that the cost is more than is currently in the 
forward estimates. Until we have finalised the nature of that link between the city and the airport for the 
residents of Perth and the associated cost, that will impact on the total cost of the project. We are still working 
through those options.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I have a further question on this issue. Is there a cost estimate for the Tonkin Highway–
Leach Highway interchange? I attended a presentation by Main Roads, and Westralia Airports Corporation says 
it is critical to its development that there are separate access routes into the airport for passengers and freight. As 
I understand, both Westralia Airports Corporation and Main Roads say that Horrie Miller Drive should become a 
freight entrance to the airport precinct, and Leach Highway should become the passenger entrance. As I 
understand, it cannot be done by way of a flyover; there will have to be a “flyunder”, as it was described by 
Main Roads. Is there a cost estimate for that very complex interchange?  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The member is exactly right. I wish the member had not raised that, because Main Roads 
gets very excited about the prospect of that interchange! The only interchange that excites them more is the 
potential interchange between Roe Highway and the freeway, which will be quite possibly the biggest road 
interchange outside of Los Angeles.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am glad it is never going to be built then! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Do not tell Main Roads that. That is the member’s view, not mine. 

In relation to Leach and Tonkin Highways, an engineering consultancy has been awarded to GHD out of this 
project worth around $8 million, and it is working that up. The member is right; it is a complicated engineering 
solution because it is in close proximity to the end of the runway. But if we were to rank the priority of roads that 
will make up the Gateway project, that has to be the first one, although we have taken Abernethy on. The Leach–
Tonkin interchange needs to be done at grade so that we can get into the airport. It is important for the long-term 
growth of the airport and it is important for traffic movement. It is entirely consistent with what I said earlier 
about re-scoping it to help the good citizens of Perth get from the city to the airport a lot quicker. Ultimately, if 
we acknowledge that Tonkin–Leach will be the main entry point, Orrong–Leach would have to be the route from 
the city to the airport.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Indeed, minister, it would be very important for the residents of Queens Park and 
Cannington and East Cannington to get to the northern suburbs, which is why I am particularly interested. The 
minister might be interested for other reasons. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: No, no. That upgrade will service not only the airport, but also a whole lot of people who 
want to move around. I want to pick that up because it is a very interesting point: a lot of people underestimate 
the significance of Tonkin Highway as a major arterial route for Perth residents to get to the north. One of the 
reasons we are now putting the money into Reid Highway is so that Tonkin Highway and Reid Highway can be 
used a lot more easily than they currently can. That inner route of Orrong–Graham Farmer Freeway–freeway 
occasionally experiences traffic issues! 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Orrong Road does not work.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: No, it is hopeless.  

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yet the government’s plan for Riverside Drive is to push all the traffic onto Orrong 
Road, which currently does not work. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: My friend, we are working on some options for Orrong Road that will form part of 
Gateway. One of the reasons I am not going to speak on that is that I have not got the final total cost. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: Just for clarification, minister, and as a former resident of Belmont, the minister talked 
about how people get to the airport — 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I have seen the member at Belmont quite a bit. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: That is the racetrack! 
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The member has talked about how Perth people will get to the airport in future years and has indicated that it 
might be up Leach Highway. Where does the minister see the future for Great Eastern Highway—the upgrading 
work of which has already begun—if the airport is redesigned and we have this new entrance, with the domestic 
terminal possibly being moved to another site? Where do the minister’s advisers see the future for Great Eastern 
Highway, which has traditionally been the major link into the city? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The member is right; Great Eastern Highway is being significantly upgraded at the 
moment between Kooyong Road—which is the first set of lights off Graham Farmer Freeway, heading to the 
airport—through to Tonkin Highway. That is a massive project that will cost $320 million; it is our single 
biggest road project at the moment. In the long run, that will not service the airport. It may provide some 
ancillary service to the airport; I think that is yet to be worked through. Notwithstanding that, it still needs to be 
upgraded because it is no good and it still plays a major role in moving people around Perth.  

In terms of the airport, my view is that the major road linkage into the airport will be Orrong Road and Leach 
Highway. The engineering challenge for Main Roads is how to get off the end of Graham Farmer Freeway and 
into the airport with no traffic lights. That is the engineering challenge I have set for Main Roads. We will be 
going out soon to have a look at what that means on the ground, and that will provide an outcome for the people 
of Perth in that they will be able to get in or out via Orrong Road without intersections. I think there are currently 
four or six intersections down Orrong Road that are T-junctions and all sorts of things.  

Mr J.E. McGRATH: Overpasses or underpasses are needed on Orrong Road. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: It is not a suitable road for the volume of traffic that it currently carries, and it will grow 
in significance so we have to do something. I have asked Main Roads to look at options for travelling from the 
city to the airport without traffic lights. That is causing Main Roads some challenges. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The Premier announced that. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I know he did, and then I instructed Main Roads. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: So is it going to happen? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: It will happen all right! On Orrong Road we can either go out, up or down, as I read, so 
that is what we will be looking at.  

Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: I refer to page 674 of the Budget Statements and the increase in 2011–12 in the total cost 
of services of $280 million on the previous year’s budget. Can the minister please explain to the committee the 
situation for capital investment in roads for 2011–12?  

[12.20 pm] 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Looking at the composition of that, the biggest contributing area is the line item “Supplies 
and services”, which goes from $637 million to $919 million. I will get more advice about what that line item 
refers to. The information I have is that it is all recurrent and capital expenditure for roads, bridges and road 
furniture. The term “road furniture” is somewhat new to me; it is guide posts, railings and the like. Therefore, 
this is really a reflection of increased expenditure on all the things that we expect Main Roads to do. In the next 
financial year we will have a bigger program than we had last year, which is good news. That is reflective of a 
whole range of projects that we have already discussed. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I will ask some questions about minor works and black spots. Towards the bottom of 
page 671 is the minor works line item, which includes black spot and urgent minor works, of $76.706 million. 
Can the minister provide a breakdown of how much of those minor works are for black spots? Under “New 
Works” on page 672 is another line item for minor works that again includes black spot and urgent minor works. 
The amount for minor works in 2011–12 is $67.667 million, which is about $10 million less. I want an 
explanation for that. I also want a breakdown of how much of that figure is for black spot works. I note that in 
the out years, which are listed in the table, it drops to $45.598 million, then $39.686 million and so forth. 
Basically, it looks as though expenditure on minor works will be cut further. What is the explanation for that? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I feel compelled to ask Mr Snook to provide a more detailed breakdown of that. 

Mr D. Snook: The minor works for 2010–11 on page 671 include the state black spot program for state roads. 
The way the state black spot program works is that there is $10 million for state roads and $10 million for local 
roads—a total of $20 million. Therefore, the $76.706 million figure on page 671 includes $10 million for the 
state black spot program for state roads. Similarly, on page 672, the minor works for 2011–12 represent the state 
roads component of the state black spot program, so that $67.667 million figure includes that $10 million. The 
balance of the funds in that line item covers many of the smaller types of works that we do—for example, 
intersection improvements and some signage work. The way we have worked our future funding estimates is that 
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we continue to predict that the state black spot program for state roads will be $10 million in each of the out 
years. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: My question is not fully answered. The amount of money spent on minor works is 
clearly down $10 million this year and will be down by $20 million and $30 million in future years. Why is that? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: As I give this information, I might ask for some more advice. Minor works basically 
comprise six major programs—namely, road system management, road efficiency improvements, infrastructure 
for community access, road safety, road network maintenance and infrastructure for state development. The 
2010–11 actual was some $9.5 million more than we had budgeted for at the start of 2010–11. I will get some 
more advice about why that was the case. It may well have been that there were some carry forwards or that 
some extra funding was made available. Most of that increase was in the areas of road network maintenance and 
road safety. The figure in the budget for 2011–12 at $67.6 million is actually similar to the amount that was 
budgeted for in 2010–11—that is, $67.2 million. Obviously, there are some changes to that composition in the 
out years. I do not have that level of breakdown with me, although, perhaps for the first time today, I will give an 
undertaking to obtain and provide that to the member as supplementary information. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Just a quick point of clarification. That figure of $76.706 million is repeated three times 
on page 671, so I do not know why the minister says that it is $10 million more than what he thought it would 
be. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I am running off the data from the department that I have before me. I am assuming that 
the estimated total cost for the budget was the estimated total cost either at the time of last year’s budget or at the 
time of the midyear review, but I am not sure, so I will have to check that. However, let us see how Mr Snook 
goes at explaining those compositional changes. If the member is not happy with his explanation, I am happy to 
provide a detailed breakdown by each of those categories across the out years. 

Mr D. Snook: I can say that there were carryovers from 2010–11 to 2011–12, which certainly represent part of 
the increase. I really do not have any other details. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I ask that the details be provided by way of supplementary information. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I am happy to provide that supplementary information. To make that clear, Madam Chair, 
because we have to do that, this supplementary information will give the breakdown of minor works funding by 
program for the 2010–11 budget, the 2010–11 estimated actual, the 2011–12 budget, the 2012–13 budget, the 
2013–14 budget and the 2014–15 budget. That will give the member the minor works broken into those 
six categories.  

[Supplementary Information No A41.] 

The appropriation was recommended. 

[12.30 pm] 
 


