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FORRESTFIELD–AIRPORT LINK — PATRONAGE 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Leader of the Opposition) [11.31 am] — without notice: I move — 

That standing orders be suspended so far as to enable the following motion to be debated forthwith — 

That this house condemns the Minister for Transport for misleading the house regarding 
patronage on the Forrestfield–Airport rail link. 

We have just given a bit of notice for this motion, but it is obviously an important issue and it has been running 
in the press today. This is about the figures that the Minister for Transport and the government have used as the 
justification for the Forrestfield–Airport Link. We think a full explanation is needed about why the government 
has used misleading figures in this Parliament in relation to this project. We seek an explanation from the 
government, and I am very keen, under matter of public interest rules, to tease this issue out appropriately. 
Considering it is the biggest capital project in the history of Western Australia, and that the minister has come 
into this house, as has the Premier, and misled the house in relation to the patronage figures, we think this debate 
deserves an hour of this house’s time to tease this issue out. 

Mr J.H.D. Day interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: That is too short. 

I have been advised by the Leader of the House that the government will agree to 15 minutes per side. We think 
this deserves a bit more time than that to get to the bottom of it. 

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: We will ask questions, Premier. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Fifteen minutes—take it or leave it! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: There he goes again—our arrogant and out-of-touch Premier. Did you hear that, 
Mr Acting Speaker—“take it or leave it”? It was dismissive and arrogant. 

Several members interjected. 

Withdrawal of Remark 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr I.M. Britza): Excuse me, member for Butler; you will have to retract that 
statement, please. You cannot say “lie”. 

Mr J.R. Quigley: I withdraw. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Thank you. 

Mr P.T. MILES: I always thought that it was customary that a member stand when addressing the house to 
make a withdrawal. The member for Butler did not give that courtesy. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! Member for Warnbro! 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: I do not need to be instructed about that issue. I take note of the point of order. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr M. McGOWAN: The Premier and the minister have been caught out being dodgy with the figures in 
relation to this rail line—dodgy, misleading and underhanded—and we think a full explanation needs to be given 
to this Parliament. We all know that the government broke the Ellenbrook rail line promise—a promise the 
Premier himself made to the people of Ellenbrook. We all know the government broke the promise to the people 
of Yanchep about their rail line. We all know the government broke its promise to the people of the northern 
suburbs with the Metro Area Express light rail. We all know the government broke its promise to the people of 
Ellenbrook on the bus rapid transit system. This government has an appalling record when it comes to ensuring 
decent public transport in this state, and we have the unedifying spectacle of seeing the Minister for Transport 
stand up there, in his dopey, nervous way, reading out answers in which he says what a mess the Mandurah rail 
line was. We all see that and what he does. I am sorry; I note, Mr Acting Speaker, that the Premier is yelling 
abuse at someone. He is good at that; it is his modus operandi. 
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Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Forrestfield, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: As I understand it, the government has agreed to 20 minutes for each side and the 
opposition is agreeable to that. 

Standing Orders Suspension — Amendment to Motion 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Leader of the House) [11.36 am]: It is with some reluctance that we agree to 
20 minutes for each side, which is probably more than is necessary. I therefore move — 

To insert after “forthwith” — 

, subject to the debate being limited to 20 minutes for government members and 20 minutes for 
non-government members 

Question put and passed. 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion, as Amended 

The SPEAKER: Members, as this is a motion without notice to suspend standing orders, it will need the support 
of an absolute majority for it to proceed. If I hear a dissentient voice, I will be required to divide the Assembly. 

Question put and passed with an absolute majority. 

Motion 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Leader of the Opposition) [11.37 am]: I move — 

That the house condemns the Minister for Transport for misleading the house regarding patronage on 
the Forrestfield–Airport rail link. 

The government has been tricky and misleading in relation to these patronage figures. It is a known fact that 
Labor announced an airport rail project during the course of the last election campaign. It is a known fact that the 
government then went out and announced its version of this project. It is a known fact that at the Liberal Party 
conference recently the government announced further details of this project, but it then transpired that there was 
a $300 million blowout before the project began. It then transpired that the project had not been costed by 
Treasury before the announcement was made at the Liberal Party conference. Why is this issue important and 
why are the patronage figures important? Because the government bodgied up the patronage figures in order to 
make the announcement sound better at the Liberal Party conference. That is what has gone on here and that is 
why this is important. When the government is spending more than $2 billion of taxpayers’ money, it has to be 
truthful, Premier; it has to be truthful, minister. 

Mr P.T. Miles interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Wanneroo, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Exhibit 1 is the document released by the government, which is the  
“Forrestfield–Airport Link: Project Definition Plan–Summary: August 2014”. This is the document with the 
patronage figures that the government released. On page 9 of this document is the catchment map which contains 
the patronage figures for the rail link. The residents in each of those suburbs live directly adjacent to the Midland 
railway. Some of them live north of the Midland railway. Some of them will be driving past the Midland, 
Guildford and East Guildford train stations in order to join the Belmont or airport stations. Can members 
imagine something more ridiculous? Can anyone imagine something more ridiculous? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Yes; you! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I am not listening to the Premier. Your nastiness — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Joondalup, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: According to the government, all these people will be driving past their own train station, 
even some who live in the same street as an existing train station, to go to another train station five kilometres 
away. That is how the government has constructed its patronage figures. It is clearly a construction, a subterfuge, 
a bodgying of figures in order to support the Premier and the Minister for Transport and to bolster their 
announcement. That is clearly what has gone on here, and this map I referred to proves it in absolute terms, in 
black and white. That is the first point. I expect an explanation on this from this minister. He cannot come up 
with a map with these catchment figures that show people driving past a station that they can actually walk to, in 
order to go to another station five kilometres away! What is more, the catchment figures show that some people, 
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allegedly, will drive nearly 20 kilometres to go to the station that the government is claiming they will use. 
People from Pickering Brook will be driving 20 kilometres to get to the so-called Forrestfield station, which is in 
Kalamunda or High Wycombe. How can that be? That is point one. I am saying here, and I believe it is 
irrefutable, that there is a bodgying of the figures based upon the document the government has released. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: By whom? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: By you, Premier—the captured Premier over here! We all know that he is captured by an 
oil company, because the Leader of the National Party said it today. We all know now that he bodgies up figures 
to make his announcement sound better than it actually is. That is what this demonstrates. 

The second point is this: the Premier has deliberately confused and inflated the number of passenger boardings to 
make them sound better. I will explain this to the house. Ordinarily, when the patronage figures of a railway are 
worked out, the term “daily passenger boardings” is used. It is the accepted phrase. In working out the number of 
people catching the train at a certain station or a certain line, one person getting on the train in the morning is 
counted as one person catching the train for that day. That is the way it is ordinarily calculated. The reason it is 
calculated in that way, even if that person might go home on the same train, is quite simple. It is because one 
person getting on the train in the morning means one vehicle ordinarily is removed from the roads for that day—
one person, one vehicle, one boarding. Even if the person goes home on the same line, it is counted as one daily 
passenger boarding, and it removes a vehicle from the roads. 

Suddenly, in the Liberal Party’s announcement, that phraseology is changed and it becomes “daily trips 
generated”. In coming up with daily trips generated, bingo, the patronage figure is doubled! That is because that 
single person getting on the train in the morning and going home in the evening counts for two. When all the 
calculations are done for rail lines, ordinarily one person getting on the train in the morning and going home in 
the evening is counted as one daily passenger boarding. However, the government suddenly changed the 
terminology and doubled the patronage as a consequence. It was therefore able to announce at the Liberal Party 
conference figures of 20 000 for 2021 and 30 000 for 2031. The government then, as part of this piece of 
trickery, came into the house and misled members about this, because it compared the figures on the 
Forrestfield–Airport Link and pooh-poohed other rail links. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I never said that. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Wait and hear! 

The government ran down other rail links by using the trips-generated figure on the Forrestfield link versus the 
daily passenger boardings on other links. In other words, the government compared apples with oranges to 
support its argument. When we are talking about $2.5 billion worth of taxpayers’ money, it was clearly improper 
for the government to have done that. I want to quote the minister and the Premier in this regard. I will start with 
what the Premier said on 13 August 2014. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: In where? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: In Hansard. The Premier needs to listen. He said — 

We have announced that construction will start in 2016 and it will be completed in 2020. On the latest 
estimates of patronage numbers, there will be 20 000 patrons using the rail line every day as of 2020, 
and 30 000 patrons using it by 2030. That is compared with the much-debated Ellenbrook rail line, 
which would have 10 000 patrons. 

The Premier used the daily boarding figure for Ellenbrook and the other methodology, the trips-generated figure, 
for his Forrestfield–Airport Link. The Premier has basically confused and misled people about the figures in 
order to support his argument in this Parliament. For that he should be condemned. He should withdraw those 
figures and he should apologise, because he compared apples with oranges in this Parliament to defend his 
argument at the time when this issue was debated after his announcement at the Liberal Party conference. 

Then the minister, on exactly the same day, used the terminology “daily boardings”, but when he announced the 
passenger numbers for daily boardings, he used the trips-generated figure. In other words, he doubled the figures 
in his commentary to Parliament in question time on 13 August 2014. Both of them have been caught out 
misleading the house, and they have done it for the basest terms. They have done it to generate arguments in 
support of their project, and they have done it to run down the Ellenbrook project, which of course was an earlier 
Labor announcement. I might add that it was also a government announcement. 

The government has been caught out misleading the Parliament on the biggest capital works program. I know 
that the Premier will stand and puff himself up, and he will say, “You don’t support rail.” 
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Mr C.J. Barnett: You don’t. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: We built the airport rail, we extended the rail north. We built the railway to Joondalup. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You built the airport rail—when did you build that one? 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! Right, thank you. I do not want the wall of noise from the government side. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I am sorry. Has the Premier never had a slip of the tongue? 

We built the Mandurah rail line, the Joondalup line, the Thornlie extension, and the northern extension on the 
Joondalup line; we doubled the rail rolling stock. 

Mr A. Krsticevic interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Carine, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Our record is strong. The Premier will stand up and say, “You don’t support rail.” What 
a preposterous thing for a Premier to say. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I haven’t said it. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I can read the Premier’s mind. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Can you? Mind reader! You watch too much television. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I can read the Premier’s mind. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members!  

Mr M. McGOWAN: I knew the Premier was captured by oil companies; I knew it, and the 
Leader of the National Party — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Willagee, I call you to order for the first and second time. 
Member for Forrestfield! 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Mr Speaker, I do not mind robust debate; I am not thin-skinned about that, but — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Willagee, I call you to order for the third time. Member for Forrestfield, I call you 
to order for the first time. I want the Premier’s point of order heard in silence. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: As I said, I am not thin-skinned. I do not mind robust debate and being called names and 
the like, but to use the phrase “captured by oil companies” and the Leader of the Opposition’s previous 
comments to me implies corruption, and I ask him to withdraw. 

The SPEAKER: Carry on, Leader of the Opposition. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I will conclude there, but if those comments imply corruption, then the 
Leader of the National Party has accused the Premier of just that. 

The SPEAKER: Before we carry on, I understand from the records that the member for Forrestfield has been 
called to order twice. 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [11.50 am]: This is a pretty clear-cut case of the Minister for Transport having 
misled the house. Let us go through the key facts. Last week he stood in this place and said that there would be 
20 000 passengers using the Forrestfield–Airport Link and that there would be 9 800 daily boardings at the 
Forrestfield train station. That is wrong. He also said that there would be 6 100 passengers boarding at the 
consolidated airport station—that is wrong—and 4 100 at the Belmont station, which is also wrong. The minister 
got confused; his glossy brochures used daily trips across the network and came up with the figure of 20 000. 
When we compare that with the analysis that we have used on all other major train projects, 20 000 refers to 
daily trips across the network. The minister came into this place and said that 20 000 were boarding, so he got it 
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wrong—plain and simple. The right thing for the minister to do would be to apologise for his mistake. The 
minister’s glossy brochure refers to daily trips across the network, but in relation to boardings the figure is only 
10 000, which was confirmed yesterday in the upper house. The minister clearly got it wrong, and the right thing 
for him to do would be to apologise to the house. 

I want to talk about comparisons, because I saw the Minister for Transport sitting there thinking, “They’ve got it 
wrong on comparisons.” No, we have not. If we go through information provided to this Parliament in 2011, the 
government said that there were 11 000 boardings for the Yanchep line; 6 000 to 8 000 boardings for the 
Ellenbrook line, which the Premier adjusted to 10 000 last week; and 15 000 to 20 000 for the 
Metro Area Express project. The minister stood up and compared 10 000 for the airport line to the other projects. 

I want to go through another key thing. Last week we asked the Minister for Transport to give us a breakdown of 
the $2.2 billion costing. What did he say? He said that over the next 12 months the government would be going 
through a tender process, during which it had committed to extracting the most favourable deal it could for the 
people of Western Australia. He said that the government was a prudent and responsible government but that it 
would not provide a breakdown of the $2.2 billion. That is what the minister said, so I thought we should go and 
look at some other projects, such as the transport plan for the Perth Stadium, to see whether the government had 
provided a breakdown for it—and it had. It had provided a breakdown for environmental approvals, site works, 
railway and stations—all of the components that we asked the minister about. The minister came in and said that 
he could not give us a breakdown for the $2.2 billion. He said he did not do breakdowns because it would flag 
potential prices to the private sector, yet these other documents provide breakdowns. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: The contracts have been signed. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No, they had not when this information was provided. The Premier just makes it up—yet 
again, the end justifies the means for the Premier! He makes it up every day, and look at the little group 
following him, nodding blindly, and ripping train lines from other members. Where is the member for Morley, 
and where is the MAX light rail that was to be delivered to everybody by 2018? The member for Morley 
apparently does not count—nor does the member for Swan Hills. Instead, the government makes announcements 
and tries to justify the fact afterwards. Why is it that the government could provide a cost breakdown for one 
project and not for another? It is because it does not know the breakdown of the $2.2 billion, and we established 
that last week. 

I turn now to the catchment issue, which has been one of my favourite topics over the past few years, and what 
the government has done to try to discredit the Ellenbrook rail line. The government claimed that there were only 
60 000 people in the entire catchment for the Ellenbrook rail line, but if we go to the City of Swan forecasts, 
more than 100 000 people will live in the catchment of the Ellenbrook rail line. When the government calculated 
the catchment for the Ellenbrook rail line, it ignored suburbs only two kilometres away from the proposed 
station—yet for the Forrestfield station they go out to Pickering Brook, which is 20 kilometres away! How can 
the government justify that? A question was asked yesterday about the catchment for the Forrestfield train line 
and the minister replied that Pickering Brook would be in the catchment for that station. That is 20 kilometres 
away, yet people in Ballajura, two kilometres away from the proposed Ellenbrook train station, were not 
included in that catchment. This is yet another demonstration that the government makes decisions and then tries 
to retrofit its arguments. It is now talking about the Forrestfield–Airport Link being a great project; the end 
justifies the means. The government thinks it can say and do whatever it likes. 

The Minister for Transport’s handling of this has been terrible; let us face it. He has misled the house, and the 
right thing for him to do would be to stand up and apologise for misleading the house. It is here in black and 
white. He claimed “boardings” when in fact he meant “daily trips generated” across the network; he said 20 000 
when it was really only 10 000. When we tried to ask for details, the minister provided us with nothing. I want to 
compare that standard with the standard that the current Premier expected of a former Minister for Transport 
back in 2002. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: That is 12 years ago! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I know the Premier has trouble maintaining consistency from day to day, so I am not 
surprised that going back some years will be a problem for him. He cannot be consistent from hour to hour, but 
let us go back to 2002. On 7 May 2002, the Premier stated — 

If the minister cannot give us that information, she deserves to be sacked. If she cannot give us that 
information after 12 months, she is clearly incompetent. 

That is what the Premier said about a former transport minister. 

Another key point — 
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Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! I want to hear the member for West Swan. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: He continued — 

After 12 months, we rightfully expect the minister to be able to tell us — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! Leader of the Opposition and Premier, I want to hear the member for West Swan. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: He continued — 

After 12 months, we rightfully expect the minister to be able to tell us exactly what will happen to every 
kilometre of rail built down that route … 

The current Minister for Transport cannot give us a breakdown of the $2.2 billion, and comes in here and gets 
the boardings completely wrong. He has been caught out. Last week he showed that he did not know how to cost 
it; this week, he has the patronage figures wrong. He should stand up and apologise. 

MR D.C. NALDER (Alfred Cove — Minister for Transport) [11.58 am]: I am absolutely fascinated by this 
and I really look forward to sharing some important information with the opposition. I am struggling to 
understand why it is attacking this project. It is a fantastic project, and we really look forward to delivering it for 
the people of Western Australia. The first point that the Leader of the Opposition talked about was people 
coming from Midland and north of Midland. The fact is that people going to the airport are going to come from 
all over the metropolitan area, so there is no question about where they are coming from; they will be coming 
from north of Midland and travelling to the airport by rail. The methodology used on boarding numbers is the 
same methodology we have been using for years. Let me talk a bit about that because I will focus on some of the 
facts around the methodology. I will explain to the opposition the level of confidence that I believe the 
department has in determining the numbers and in providing that information to me. Historically, the 
Department of Planning has driven this methodology through what is called the strategic transport evaluation 
model. It has been based on the previous Australian Bureau of Statistics census. Some of that information is 
potentially shortcoming. We have attempted to improve the methodology that is adopted by using things such as 
SmartRider and other means to look at movements of people from activity centre to activity centre. We believe 
that this has improved the information and the quality of the data that we receive. 

We received two reports in 2009. One was about non–airport related trips, the “Perth Airport Transport Master 
Plan Strategic Modelling”, and the other one, “Perth Airport Transit Link Rail Patronage Forecasts”, 
Halcrow MWT did on behalf of Perth Airport. Since the above reports, the status outlook for Perth Airport and 
adjacent residential and employment catchments has changed significantly. Infrastructure and interchange 
facilities at the proposed stations have also changed from what was previously assumed, with greater 
Park ‘n’ Ride provision and integration of bus services at the Airport West and Forrestfield stations. All these 
things have driven a change in the methodology and the numbers that we have been looking at. Hence, in 2013 
Arup undertook a refresh of Transcore Pty Ltd’s STEM work, focusing on the origin and destination of trips. 
A number of data sources and benchmarked scenarios were also used. Arup estimated that the proposed station 
at Forrestfield would generate 9 800 — 

Point of Order 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: It would appear that the Minister for Transport is reading from a document. I would ask 
the Speaker to refer him to the standing orders. 
Mr D.C. Nalder: I have written some personal notes because I want to make sure that I get the facts right. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Mr Speaker, can I clarify my point of order? I was not actually calling upon the minister 
to table it, so he does not have to be so quick to point out that he has personal notes on there. It is not allowable 
for the minister to read his answer. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Midland, that is the second time this has come up in two days. Members read 
sometimes, on both sides of the house. I would ask the minister not to read and to just refer to his notes. 
Member for Midland, remember that what is good for the goose will be good for the gander. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr D.C. NALDER: Arup provided the government with information to suggest that 9 800 trips to Forrestfield 
would be generated on a daily basis. It also estimated that at Airport West, which is what we call the Belmont 
station, there will be 4 100 all-day trips. The Public Transport Authority further analysed the data and found the 
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figures were supported. Before it came back to me, the PTA confirmed and verified the numbers and the 
methodology that Arup had used. 
Mr M. McGowan: Why did the methodology change? It is a pertinent point. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: By way of interjection, the Leader of the Opposition asked why the methodology changed. 
If he had been listening a minute ago, he would have heard that I said a lot of the assumptions changed around 
the Park ‘n’ Ride and the bus services that we are providing. That is what we talk about every time when we plan 
public transport infrastructure; we include all aspects. We include the stations, the bus connections—the 
feeder—and the car parking. This is the data that is not included in the analysis. Why did the methodology 
change? One reason is that there were huge shortcomings in its data for the Mandurah line, particularly at 
Murdoch and Canning Bridge stations. The numbers for Mandurah train station ended up being a lot higher than 
the modelling work undertaken by the former Labor government. We tried to take lessons from that and ensure 
we made this methodology more robust. 

I am very comfortable with this. When we talk about the consolidated airport following 2009: in 2014, 
PricewaterhouseCoopers was engaged by the PTA to review Halcrow’s 2009 work. It went through the same 
process of looking at what the fly in, fly out workers’ movements would be and what the recent aviation 
forecasts were. It came up that 6 100 all-day trips would be from the consolidated terminal station by 2021. They 
are the same numbers that we have been using. If it has been misinterpreted, or if I have suggested that it is 
either one way or all day, I have tried to be consistent in approach. It is the same methodology that we have used 
all the time. 

Reference was made to Ellenbrook or other stations. We are using the same methodology when we look at 
Ellenbrook. I can tell members that that data changed for Ellenbrook as well. It has increased for Ellenbrook. 
When we were looking at Ellenbrook from the outset, its numbers — 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: There were no numbers for Ellenbrook for 2021, but we have numbers for 2031. 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, I call you to order for the second time. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: We have numbers for 2031 for Ellenbrook. It is predicted that a projected number for an 
Ellenbrook train is 10 000 daily boardings, using the same methodology. That is by 2031 — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: The methodology used to assess the Ellenbrook train station is the same methodology we 
are using for the Forrestfield–Airport Link. It will be three times the number at Ellenbrook train station. This is 
a great project — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: I am very comfortable that this has been robust. The analysis undertaken has been 
independently sourced. We are very confident that this will be a great project for Western Australia. The 
difficulty I have is why the opposition is criticising it. Its spiritual leader is out there saying that we should not be 
doing it. Members of the upper house have said we should not be doing this project, yet it was supposedly the 
Labor Party’s number one priority. I do not understand where the opposition is coming from, but I will leave it to 
other members to respond. 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe — Premier) [12.06 pm]: This is an incredibly important project for 
Western Australia. Any sophisticated, modern, growing city will have a railway connection to its airport. What 
distinguishes this is that it is not simply a railway to the airport; it serves both the Belmont and Forrestfield 
areas—the rapidly growing eastern suburbs. That is why this will be a better investment than other dedicated 
airport-only rails that have been built in Australia and elsewhere. 

This is a trite point—it really is—for the opposition to move a motion to suspend standing orders and demand 
such urgency on this. There are different ways to count passenger numbers and the like. The 
Minister for Transport spoke about the methodology, but at the end of the day it is the number that counts. It is 
a projection into the future. No-one finally knows until the railway is built—which it will be—and we see what 
the passenger numbers are. To restate what the minister said: on this railway to the airport and through to 
Forrestfield, by 2021 I think it is, there will be 20 000 boardings. It might be a person going in and coming back. 
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It might be a young person in Forrestfield going to Perth to do some shopping, coming back home and then 
going out for dinner at night. They might do four trips in a day. It does not mean that we do not count them. 
They are people getting on the train, whether they are going in or coming out, even the next day, or going to the 
airport. The figures are irrefutable—20 000 people; 20 000 boardings on this train. It is based on 20 000 daily 
boardings and rising to 30 000 by 2030. On the same basis of comparison, the Labor Party’s much-promoted 
Ellenbrook train would have only 10 000 daily boardings by 2030. That is the difference. On patronage, this is 
clearly a needed project and a vastly superior project to Ellenbrook. I think that one day a railway line will go to 
Ellenbrook but it is not at the top of the list. It is nowhere near it. This is a vastly superior project for people not 
only in those areas also using the airport. Bear in mind, we are unique in the world that we have 60 000 fly in, fly 
out workers going principally through that airport. No other jurisdiction in the world has anything like that. It is a 
unique feature of Western Australia. Why would we not support fly in, fly out workers, whether they live in the 
vicinity or not? Whether they come from Cockburn or Joondalup, they will now be able to catch a train to the 
airport. They will not have to buy a second car which sits in the carport for weeks on end. One of the major 
reasons for the Forrestfield rail link is the promotion of it by industry and for fly in, fly out workers, in addition 
to all the benefits it will bring. 

There have been two big political shifts over the last decade. The first big political shift was toward the 
Liberal Party and particularly the National Party in regional Western Australia because of disenchantment about 
what the previous Labor government had done; it had ignored country and regional Western Australia. There 
was a major political shift that way. Why do we have National members in the Pilbara and the north west? There 
has been a major shift. The Labor Party is virtually unrepresented in country and regional Western Australia. 

Mr M. McGowan interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Once Labor strongholds are now firmly held by members of the Liberal and 
National Parties. 

The other big shift happened in the metropolitan area. There has been a huge switch of sentiment by the people 
of the eastern suburbs of Perth away from the Labor Party and to the Liberal Party. Here we have members from 
the eastern suburbs, which we did not have a decade ago. There has been a massive shift. Why might that be? 

Mr M. McGowan: Arrogance—actually answer the question. 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The shift of political voting in the eastern suburbs of Perth has been dramatic. It has been 
the biggest gain the Liberal Party has made anywhere across the state. It has occurred because of disenchantment 
with Labor and because what the Liberal Party committed during the election campaign. 

I am going to conclude with this, because the government’s local members—by all means, produce a local 
member from the eastern suburbs if the opposition can find one—are going to have something to say. I want to 
read out a list for the sake of the record to give members an idea why people in the eastern suburbs are voting 
Liberal and not Labor. These are the projects, some completed, some to happen, some under construction, but it 
is worth noting some of them: this rail project, the Forrestfield-airport-Belmont rail link; the Perth Stadium 
project, about to begin construction; the Midland Health Campus, two-thirds built; 
Governor Stirling Senior High School, completed; the Great Eastern Highway, completed; the Gateway WA 
project, underway—yes, there was considerable commonwealth funding, but there was also considerable state 
funding for that—the Swan Valley bypass, the highest priority of the shire of Swan; Gnangara Road; the 
Lord Street underpass, underway; the university project; the construction of the much overdue  
Roe Highway–Great Eastern Highway interchange; and the list goes on and on. No wonder the people of the 
eastern suburbs support this government and have rejected the Labor Party. 

MR N.W. MORTON (Forrestfield) [12.13 pm]: The Labor Party’s contempt for the eastern suburbs knows no 
bounds. It is interesting to follow on from the comments of the Premier. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: You’ll be a oncer! 

Mr N.W. MORTON: You can pipe up, member for Midland, but you are in the political ICU ward. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Forrestfield, through the Chair. 

Mr N.W. MORTON: The member for Midland can pipe up, but she is in the political ICU ward. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I was invited, Mr Speaker. 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 21 August 2014] 

 p5750b-5760a 
Mr Mark McGowan; Acting Speaker; Mr Paul Miles; Mr John Day; Speaker; Mr Colin Barnett; Ms Rita Saffioti; 

Mr Dean Nalder; Mrs Michelle Roberts; Mr Nathan Morton; Mrs Glenys Godfrey 

 [9] 

The SPEAKER: Sit down, member for Midland. There has been some argy-bargy, member for Midland. Carry 
on through the Chair, member for Forrestfield. 

Mr N.W. MORTON: The member for Midland is only to be outdone perhaps by the member for  
Collie–Preston, but that is because when the Labor Party was in government last time, it spent no money in that 
electorate either. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr N.W. MORTON: If only you were that vocal when you were in government. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Mandurah! Member for Forrestfield, you have limited time so, please, address the 
matter that stands through the Chair. 

Mr N.W. MORTON: I will, Mr Speaker. We hear them squealing, but it is this Liberal–National government 
that is delivering for the eastern suburbs. The Labor Party took the electorate for granted—it ignored the east—
and now that this government is delivering for the east, the Labor Party cannot stand it. It is negative and it 
stands against it. The shadow Minister for Transport in the upper house is trying to disrupt the progress of this 
project. Alannah MacTiernan is saying that it should not be built. We all know the Labor Party position on this 
project. Here on this side — 

Mr J.M. Francis interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Jandakot, we do not need any election analysis here while the member for 
Forrestfield is speaking. I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr N.W. MORTON: I could go on with what this government is delivering for the eastern suburbs. In my 
electorate alone noise walls were neglected by Labor; Berkshire Road intersection was neglected by Labor — 

Point of Order 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The member for Forrestfield has just said that he can go on about the eastern suburbs, 
but there is a motion before the Chair. I call upon you, Mr Speaker, to draw his attention to the motion and ask 
him to speak to it. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The motion refers to patronage on the Forrestfield–Airport rail link. That has everything to 
do with economic development, both workforce and residential, in the eastern suburbs, and members opposite 
cannot stand it. 

Mr R.H. Cook: You’re so wet! 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I can think of 120 000 reasons. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Kwinana! Premier! Premier, I call you to order for the first time. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Premier, I call you to order for the first time. 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, I call you to order for the third time. 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen, I call you to order for the first time. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr N.W. MORTON: Thank you, Mr Speaker. 

Noise walls were neglected by Labor. The Berkshire Road intersection was neglected by Labor. Gateway WA 
was neglected by Labor Party. Now the government is investing $2 billion in a railway project that will connect 
Forrestfield and the surrounding eastern suburbs to the city in 20 minutes, like it never has before—although the 
Labor Party did not care. That is a fantastic outcome for the people of the east. It beggars belief that elected 
members of this Parliament would stand here and be negative about such a transformational project. I know the 
Labor Party does not care about the east, but I am passionate about my patch of the world and I am thoroughly 
thrilled. I stand here very proud to say that this Liberal–National government is delivering this project for the 
eastern suburbs. It will affect not only me; I am getting responses from the entire eastern region about the 
positive nature of this project. I think to some extent the people of the east have been neglected for so long that 
they are almost in shock that a government has finally listened to their concerns and is delivering real outcomes 
and real benefit for people in the eastern region and, in particular, my electorate of Forrestfield. It will take only 
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20 minutes to get to the CBD. Unfortunately—it is no fault of the airport—the airport is there as a big scar that 
stops direct routes of public transport entering from the east into the city. This tunnelled  
Forrestfield–Airport Link will change that. It will have a major bus interchange. The Labor Party carries on 
about catchment areas, but the bus interchange will allow the bus routes to filter into the train station and allow 
people to connect to the city in 20 minutes. 

I will not go on too much longer because I know my colleague the member for Belmont, the other person who 
strongly represents the eastern suburbs in this chamber, wants to say some things. I will finish with this: the 
Labor Party is negative about WA, negative about Perth and it is certainly negative about the eastern suburbs. 

MRS G.J. GODFREY (Belmont) [12.18 pm]: The new train station is a very exciting project in Belmont and 
I am very pleased to stand and talk on it. However, if there is an error with the figures, why was Labor going to 
build it anyway? I cannot see the point of the discussion today. As I said, it is exciting for Belmont. It is in 
Redcliffe, but it is in the City of Belmont and the seat of Belmont. It will include a bus interchange and have 
parking for up to 1 000 cars. The population catchment is over 20 000 and growing. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro, maybe the house will get some advice on placenames another time. 
I will call you to order for the second time. 

Mrs G.J. GODFREY: It is a future business commercial hub and it is only 15 minutes from Perth. The future 
business commercial hub is located close to Perth Airport and the Kewdale freight marshalling yards, so it will 
make a Western Australian transport destination centre. The City of Belmont is ready for this; it has been waiting 
for a while. It has town planning scheme 15, which is pro-development and has a transport-oriented destination 
around the new Belmont train station. 

Ms J.M. Freeman: Which is not in Belmont, though. 

Mrs G.J. GODFREY: It is in Belmont. 

The SPEAKER: Through the Chair, member for Belmont. 

Mrs G.J. GODFREY: Development area 6, which is between Great Eastern Highway, Fauntleroy Avenue, 
Tonkin Highway and the airport, has been in place for some years. People within this area have been desperately 
waiting for development area 6 to come to fruition. It will create mixed-density housing, and those people will 
use this train station. It is very exciting for Belmont. I have heard positive things. People are waiting for this to 
be developed and for the revitalisation of the suburb of Redcliffe within the City of Belmont and the seat of 
Belmont. 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Leader of the Opposition) [12.20 pm] — in reply: Once again, the 
government did not answer the question that was posed to it. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Swan Hills, I call you to order for the first time. I do not want the wall of noise 
from the government side. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: We also heard the Minister for Transport confirm that the Premier misled the house, and 
he is too ill-informed to understand that that is exactly what he did. 

Point of Order 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: As I said before, I do not mind robust debate, but it is not acceptable in Parliament to 
fabricate material in that way. The minister did not say that. Just as the member opposite fabricated 
a parliamentary report, it is inappropriate. 

The SPEAKER: This is not the time to take that up. 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I ask the Premier to withdraw the allegation that people fabricate material that they bring 
into this house. I think it is unparliamentary. I am asking, as a point of order, that the Premier withdraw that 
allegation against both me and another member, the member for Girrawheen. 

The SPEAKER: Continue. I will not take that as a point of order. 

Debate Resumed 
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Mr M. McGOWAN: In any event, this minister confirmed the figure of 10 000 daily boardings, which is 20 000 
trips, and that means that the Premier misled the house on 13 August this year to justify his project—case closed; 
end of story. That is what happened. The government comes up with anything and it bodgies any figures to 
justify the argument. As I have said numerous times, we announced this project during the election campaign 
prior to the government announcing its project, but there is no way that we would announce bodgie figures and 
release bodgie maps to justify our case in the way that the government has. This minister could not even 
understand the map. 

Division 

Question put and a division taken with the following result — 

Ayes (17) 

Ms L.L. Baker Mr W.J. Johnston Mr P. Papalia Mr P.C. Tinley 
Dr A.D. Buti Mr F.M. Logan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr D.A. Templeman (Teller) 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr M. McGowan Mrs M.H. Roberts  
Ms J. Farrer Ms S.F. McGurk Ms R. Saffioti  
Ms J.M. Freeman Mr M.P. Murray Mr C.J. Tallentire  
 

Noes (30) 

Mr P. Abetz Ms W.M. Duncan Mr S.K. L’Estrange Mr J. Norberger 
Mr F.A. Alban Ms E. Evangel Mr R.S. Love Mr D.T. Redman 
Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.M. Francis Mr W.R. Marmion Mr A.J. Simpson 
Mr I.C. Blayney Mrs G.J. Godfrey Mr J.E. McGrath Mr M.H. Taylor 
Mr I.M. Britza Dr K.D. Hames Mr P.T. Miles Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Mr C.D. Hatton Ms A.R. Mitchell Mr A. Krsticevic (Teller) 
Mr V.A. Catania Mr A.P. Jacob Mr N.W. Morton  
Ms M.J. Davies Dr G.G. Jacobs Mr D.C. Nalder  

            
Pairs 

 Mr D.J. Kelly Mr M.J. Cowper 
 Mr P.B. Watson Mrs L.M. Harvey 
 Mr B.S. Wyatt Mr J.H.D. Day 
 Mr J.R. Quigley Mr R.F. Johnson 
Question thus negatived. 
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