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PERTH WATERFRONT PROJECT — TRAFFIC MODELLING
Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM to the minister representing the Minister for Transport:

Has the government done any traffic modelling on the proposed changes to Riverside Drive contained
in the Perth waterfront plan?

If yes to (1), will the government table all traffic modelling done on the traffic changes necessitated by
the waterfront, including modelling until 2031?

Is the traffic modelling predicated on the government’s intention to close the emergency lanes on
Graham Farmer Freeway?

Which other options did the government consider to deal with the 30 000 motorists a day that currently
use Riverside Drive and what were the reasons for their rejection?

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN replied:

I thank the honourable member for notice of this question.
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Yes.
No.

Graham Farmer Freeway was designed to have three lanes of traffic in each direction. The traffic
modelling undertaken for the waterfront project considered that the metropolitan road network has
capacity to handle additional through traffic and that this upgrade should be a response to future growth
of the city.

During the consideration of the waterfront project, the government assessed bridging and tunnelling
options to carry Riverside Drive traffic under or over the waterfront cove. The bridging option was not
supported. The option of tunnelling under the waterfront development was not supported for reasons
including cost.

Further traffic modelling is now being undertaken by the Department of Transport to build on the work
undertaken for the waterfront project.
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