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THE SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson) took the chair at 9.00 am, acknowledged country and read prayers. 

PAPERS TABLED 
Papers were tabled and ordered to lie upon the table of the house. 

McGOWAN GOVERNMENT — TRANSPARENCY 
MINISTER FOR CORRECTIVE SERVICES — PERFORMANCE 

McGOWAN GOVERNMENT — TOURISM INDUSTRY 
Removal of Notice — Statement by Speaker 

THE SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson) [9.03 am]: I advise members that private members’ business notices of 
motion 1, 2 and 3, notices of which were given on 27 November 2018 and renewed for 30 sitting days on 18 June 2019, 
will be removed and will not appear on the next notice paper. 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH — MEDICAL IMAGING AND STORAGE SYSTEM 
Statement by Minister for Health 

MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Minister for Health) [9.03 am]: I will update the house on how the WA health 
system will benefit from today’s announcement of a $47.2 million contract for an improved medical imaging and 
storage system. The contract is part of the McGowan government’s focus on putting patients first and was awarded 
to Canon Medical Systems ANZ Pty Ltd. The new medical imaging system will replace the existing picture archiving 
and communication system/radiology information system—PACS/RIS—which has reached its end-of-product life. 
Scheduled for implementation by 2022, the new system will provide WA public hospitals with a centralised platform 
for radiology reports and images for X-rays, CT scans, MRIs, ultrasounds and nuclear medicine. A key design 
feature will be the vendor neutral archive, which will provide a digital storage solution for all clinical images, 
photographs and videos that can be securely shared between clinicians at different hospitals. The VNA platform 
will enable access and sharing of time-critical diagnostic imaging and information in various digital formats 
regardless of their location, supporting safer and timely patient care. This digital storage solution will be a key 
enabler of the electronic medical record outlined in the “WA Health Digital Strategy 2020–2030”. Development 
of the new medical imaging system will commence immediately, and commissioning is planned for early 2021 
over a 12-month period. Investment in this initiative aligns with the sustainable health review recommendation to 
develop and implement innovative approaches to sharing patient-level data across public health service providers. 
This contract is part of a $127.7 million budgeted funding commitment to improve clinical imaging across the 
WA health system over the next decade. 

DEPARTMENT OF MINES, INDUSTRY REGULATION AND SAFETY — 
STATEWIDE CLADDING AUDIT 
Statement by Minister for Commerce 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Butler — Minister for Commerce) [9.05 am]: I rise to announce the findings of the statewide 
cladding audit. In July 2017, in response to London’s Grenfell Tower fire tragedy and an earlier tragedy at the 
Lacrosse building in Victoria, the McGowan government initiated a statewide cladding audit of privately owned 
buildings in Western Australia. I can confirm that of the 1 795 buildings that fell within the scope of the audit, only 
52 require remedial work. The 52 buildings have been referred to the local government permit authorities for 
enforcement actions. The local government authorities will oversee the remedial work. Of the 52 buildings, 38 were 
classified as moderate risk while another 14 were rated as high risk. I can confirm that to date 44 building orders have 
been issued for rectification works. As for the other eight buildings, four are owned by local government and are 
being rectified by the relevant local government authority, two have already been rectified, and the owners of the 
other two are in advanced discussions with the local government on proposed measures to rectify their buildings. 
Following the audit findings, Western Australians can be reassured that the vast majority of buildings audited were 
cleared and require no further action. The owners of the affected buildings have been kept informed about the 
findings of the audit. We are continuing to work closely with local government permit authorities to monitor the 
progress of remediation work. I have personally written to all local governments and can confirm that they are 
committed to this process. I have also asked the Department of Mines, Industry Regulation and Safety to engage 
with affected building owners and provide support and guidance throughout regarding the processes. 
I also advise the chamber that we will not release the identity of any of the buildings. Only a few have not been 
remediated. We will not release the details of those buildings for fear of inciting an arson attack by some crazy in 
the community, which would put property and life at risk. In the interests of transparency, I have put the figures 
before Parliament. 
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STATE ECONOMY — STAMP DUTY REBATE 
Statement by Minister for Seniors and Ageing 

MR M.P. MURRAY (Collie–Preston — Minister for Seniors and Ageing) [9.08 am]: Today I rise to welcome 
the stamp duty rebate introduced yesterday by the McGowan government. Following retirement, or due to changes 
in personal circumstances, many seniors are keen to look at opportunities to move into accommodation that is 
smaller and easier to manage, closer to hospitals and other health services, or closer to family and support networks. 
Often, older Western Australians are living in houses that were once family homes that accommodated children 
and other family members. As their children have grown older and moved out, the big family home is no longer 
needed. Unfortunately, the financial burden that comes with downsizing from their family home to a smaller, more 
manageable dwelling, is often too much for them to consider. The McGowan Government’s stamp duty rebate 
allows seniors who sign pre-construction contracts to purchase a new residential unit or apartment in a multi-tiered 
development to be eligible for a 75 per cent transfer duty rebate of up to $50 000. 

Western Australia’s population is ageing. Nearly 500 000 people are now aged 60 or over. With most seniors’ 
equity tied to their property, this rebate allows seniors to make better, affordable and more appropriate housing 
choices. Instead of paying more than $17 000 in stamp duty, a senior downsizing from a $500 000 property will 
now pay under $4 500—a saving of more than $13 000. The increase in the number of seniors downsizing will 
have the added benefit of increasing the availability of larger homes for younger, growing families. Research has 
shown that people’s housing needs continue to change as they age. The rebate supports the state government’s 
objectives, as outlined in its “Ageing with Choice” directions paper, to provide Western Australian seniors with 
more housing choices, as well as access to affordable, manageable and stable homes in their community of choice. 

I commend the government for introducing this generous measure that will support seniors to access more affordable 
and suitable housing options. 

BUILDINGS — FLAMMABLE CLADDING 
Grievance 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [9.10 am]: My grievance is to the 
Minister for Commerce, and I thank him for taking my grievance. I gave his office a little notice about what I was 
going to talk about today. The minister has almost pre-empted my grievance with his ministerial statement. I was 
listening intently to the last part of it. It is actually pleasing to know that the Building Commission is doing a lot 
of work in this regard, which I was aware of. I might add that some of the things mentioned by the Minister for 
Commerce in his ministerial statement were about the location of these properties. I will put on the record that one of 
those properties is located in my electorate. 

Mr J.R. Quigley: One? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Yes, one. I will not mention where it is, of course, because the debate is out on whether 
one should do that. Interestingly enough, a gentleman who is the chair of Engineers Australia’s Society of Fire Safety 
has promulgated the idea that this information should be released. Apparently Queensland has done that and it 
released a paper only yesterday, which is very timely. But the minister commented that the Western Australian 
government is not planning to release the location of these buildings and during my grievance I do not want to mention 
the location of this particular building in my electorate. 

Mr J.R. Quigley: You know it, don’t you? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I do know it. I know it very well. I have been in it. 

Mr J.R. Quigley: Is it a hospital? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: No, I am talking about another building—not that one. There is another commercial 
building, but I do know that one. 

I want to make the minister aware of a private building in my electorate that is cladded in flammable aluminium 
material. It is a tricky situation because the building is about 15 years old. It has some commercial aspects to it, 
but it also has some residential properties at the top. The average age of the people living in the residential 
component of the building is about 65 years. They have downsized and retired and some of them have been living 
there for about 15 years. The building is about four storeys high, and this height can be a risk when a building is 
analysed in terms of safety. It may not be a high-risk building; it may be in the low-risk category. Nevertheless, 
the residents have been told, I assume by the body corporate, that they need to replace the cladding. A component 
of the cost will be commercial and a component will be residential. It is a case of “Who is liable?” This is probably 
decided by law, and I suppose the Building Commission knows all about it. I know that one state has a problem with 
buildings that are higher—I think it might be Victoria—and it is creating a fund. We are lucky in Western Australia 
in that we do not have as many buildings and the ones we have are not of such a high scale, so perhaps the risk is 
quite low. One of the issues when the building is on fire is the time it takes to get out of the building. If the building 
is only a few storeys high, the cladding may not need to be replaced. 
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The residents in this particular building that I am talking about have been told that they have to replace the 
cladding. They have received a quote and I think it will cost them about $500 000 to replace the building’s 
cladding. That cost will obviously be split up between the various owners. In fact, the quote is $513 000 to remove 
and replace the cladding, excluding any extra costs involved in doing that exercise. The residential component of 
the cost will be 35 per cent and the commercial component will be 65 per cent. The residents do not have to pay 
the entire bill. Nevertheless, it is a cost that they had not planned for. These people have bought a house and retired 
and worked out how much money they need for their retirement. All of a sudden they are faced with an added cost 
because of the type of cladding installed on this building by the builder. I know that the Building Commission has 
had a preliminary look at the building. The body corporate has carried out a greater assessment of the building and 
that is why it knows that the cost to replace the cladding is $513 000. The residents have told me that the cladding 
material is Alucobond PE cladding, which is 100 per cent combustible. 

At the time their building was built, some buildings used cladding that was an approved material. Those builders 
can claim that they were complying with the Building Code of Australia when they installed the approved cladding. 
Following the two disasters at Grenfell Tower in London and the Lacrosse building fire in Melbourne, there 
has been more exposure and concern about the risk posed by these combustible materials. I have been advised, 
Attorney General, that a complication with this particular building is that the cladding used was not approved at 
the time. This is a 15-year-old building—the issue is only 10 years old—but the building material used may not 
have been an approved material at the time, which poses another complication. The Building Commission has now 
said that flammable material cannot be used to clad buildings, but retrospectively some of that material was used 
so the building sort of fits across two areas. 

I am interested to know whether the Minister for Commerce can add anything to his ministerial statement. I thank 
the minister for taking my grievance. 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Butler — Minister for Commerce) [9.17 am]: I thank the member for Nedlands for raising 
this important issue in the Legislative Assembly today. I am able to report on the update of cladding generally. In 
relation to the member’s last comment in particular, the problem was with an ambiguity in the building regulations. 
Prior to the recent amendment to the legislation, a builder was allowed to fix on the outside of the building signage 
and other materials that were of a flammable nature but which did not form part of the structure. Building 
construction developments saw buildings being made of concrete edifices and then the installation of what was 
approved as signage, almost, on the outside as cladding. That has been rectified. 

I will go to a few speaking points that I would like to raise with the Assembly today. The member referred to 
high-risk buildings. As I mentioned, 1 795 of those buildings were included in the audit, 52 of which required 
further action. Of those 52 buildings, 14 were regarded as a high risk and 38 as a moderate risk—there is the 52. 
How many of those were public buildings? There were 1 914 public buildings, including government and 
university buildings, 26 of which required further action and included a number of buildings in education and 
health. But, as I said, the department and the Building Commission are right on top of this with local government. 
Building codes have been amended, and I have written to every local government authority and received assurances 
from all of them that they have committed to the process of making buildings with cladding safe. Local governments 
have already issued 44 building orders; two buildings have progressed to remediation prior to enforcement; 
four buildings are owned by permit authorities, so no enforcement action is necessary; and two buildings have not 
been issued with a building order but there has been notification by and contact with the permit authority. Once 
a building order is issued, the building owner must comply with this. The time frame for remedial works will vary 
from building to building. The cost of remediation work was raised by the member earlier on. The cost of remediation 
work is the responsibility of the building owner. Once the order is issued, the building owner must comply with 
this order. More than half of the 52 buildings are within the statutory six-year warranty period. This means the 
owners can lodge a building service complaint against the builder and surveyor involved. Civil matters can be 
pursued through the courts when the buildings are more than six years old and a latent defect has only just come 
to notice. It will then still not be barred by the statute of limitations. 

We were referred by the member to the situation in Victoria, where the government has created some sort of fund. 
We have looked at the different options in Western Australia and, given the limited number of buildings and the 
sorts of buildings they are, those responsible for the buildings should bear the cost and not the taxpayer. As I said, 
the problem was that there was ambiguity in the building code, which meant that the cladding could be approved 
for one purpose on the building, almost decorative, but because it was not forming part of the structure but was 
only affixed to the outside of it, the architects and engineers called it non-combustible and not barred by law. That 
ambiguity has now been most clearly resolved. As I said, although other states have taken the step of naming these 
buildings, for the reasons given, we accept responsibility—I personally accept responsibility as the relevant minister—
not to name the buildings, because I still harbour the fear that an arsonist might attack those buildings. The building 
owners and the bodies corporate know which buildings they are, so the occupants of the buildings well know. 

The scope of the audit we are doing is consistent with the national approach. We believe that the government and 
the department are well across this issue. 
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Tabling of Paper 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Under standing order 157, I think it is, the Attorney General appears to be quoting from an 
official document. I was wondering whether he could table it, please. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Seeing the opposition has called upon me to table a document, the notes that I am reading 
from, which have been prepared by the department, I am compelled by standing orders to table them. 

[See paper 2962.] 

Grievance Resumed 
Mr W.R. Marmion: It appears that a few private properties will fall through the cracks, and I think the one that 
I am talking about this morning will be one of those. The builders have changed their name, so they will not be — 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: They have phoenixed. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: Yes, they have phoenixed. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: We will be on top of it. 

But no order has been issued. Even though every local government authority has been notified, I note that no order 
has been issued by the responsible authority, the City of Nedlands. I thought one building had been identified in 
the audit as having a risk, and that was a hospital that we will not name. 

I think I have already addressed the estimated remediation costs satisfactorily. Regarding the role of government 
and the Department of Mines, Industry Regulation and Safety in the audit—because I know that the member for 
Nedlands was the responsible minister before me—as I said, DMIRS has audited 1 795 buildings and, through 
a detailed risk-assessment methodology, eliminated 1 743 buildings from further assessment, which, as I said 
earlier in my response, left only 52 buildings. I do not have the document in front of me, because I have tabled it 
in compliance with the call, but we know that there is a very limited number of buildings now to be dealt with, and 
that has been put on the official record of this Parliament this morning. Although there have been tragedies in other 
states, we have been very, very lucky that none of these flammable materials have ignited in Western Australia. 
I think the community should have confidence because such a limited number of buildings were identified, and 
we are right on top of the remediation program. I thank the member for Nedlands for raising this grievance. 

KIMBERLEY SUICIDES 
Grievance 

MS J. FARRER (Kimberley) [9.25 am]: My grievance today is to the Minister for Mental Health and concerns 
the number of suicides that have occurred and continue to occur in the Kimberley. I would like to ask the following 
questions: Over the years, how many people have committed suicide in the Kimberley? How many were male? 
How many were female? How many were children? How many were Indigenous? How many were non-Indigenous? 
Coroners’ reports have been done into the rate of suicide in the Kimberley, but despite these reports, what has 
changed? The latest report released in February this year was the “Inquest into the 13 Deaths of Children and 
Young Persons in the Kimberley Region”. Many of the interviews with the persons mentioned in that report took 
place in a courthouse—a place where many of those people were not comfortable and which did not hold good 
memories. This was the place that they attended to hear the finding that their loved one’s death had been ruled as 
suicide. To have to sit in that same courtroom and relive the trauma of losing their loved one was emotionally 
distressing. 

This is a seriously distressing issue. For too long alcohol and drugs have been blamed as the perpetrators causing 
these people to commit suicide. As we know, alcohol restrictions are not the answer. Many issues need to be dealt 
with and collaboration between departments is paramount. Police who are called out to domestic violence situations 
need to take into consideration the effect it has on the children in that household. I would like to make it very clear 
that family violence can have a long-lasting effect on children who finally suicide. What happens in homes is often 
behind closed doors and no-one sees it. Money may build infrastructure and set up services, but it is how these services 
are implemented and how they integrate and collaborate with other services and departments that can make the 
difference. The exchange of information between departments is vital so that children and young persons who 
are victims, in many cases not physically but psychologically, of domestic violence in their family or environment 
get the support they need. It is only through this collaborative approach that many children can then get the 
psychological support that they need to ensure that they know there is a better life, someone does care, there is 
help and a safe place, and, most importantly, that suicide is not the answer. It seems that not much has changed as 
a result of the findings of any of these reports, and the rate of suicide in the Kimberley remains one of the highest 
in the country. Are departments collaborating and exchanging information that enables children, and children at 
risk, to be protected and supported? What new services have been implemented to help avert the problem instead 
of trying to treat it? How much funding is being put in for the prevention of suicide? How much is from the state 
government and how much is from the federal government? As we say, there does not seem to have been any 
changes that I know of. I would like to put this on the record, because these are the concerns that my people have.  
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MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Minister for Mental Health) [9.30 am]: I thank the member for Kimberley for 
bringing forward this grievance today and I acknowledge the work the member has done to raise the issue of 
suicide prevention in her community. She spearheaded the work done by this Parliament through the report 
“Learnings from the message stick: The report of the Inquiry into Aboriginal youth suicide in remote areas”. 
Subsequent to that report was the coroner’s report, which she observed was brought down early this year. Both 
reports were very instructive and the government is obviously resolute, but also morally bound, to respond to those 
reports fully, and we are attempting to do so. 
I will endeavour to provide more written information to the member in the future to answer her specific questions, 
but today I will provide a sense of what is going on in the community. In 2018, Western Australia had the third 
highest rate of suicide across Australian states, with 14.7 deaths per 100 000, which was higher than the national 
average of 12.1 deaths per 100 000. There was a decrease in the number of registered suicides to 383—285 males 
and 98 females—compared with 409 in 2017. The rate of suicide deaths per 100 000 people has decreased to 
14.7 deaths per 100 000 compared with 15.8 deaths in 2017. 
Western Australia had the highest age-standardised rate of suicide among Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 
people of 37.9 deaths per 100 000 people. This was considerably higher than the national average of 23.7 deaths 
per 100 000 people. The state also has the second highest age-standardised rate of suicide among children aged 
five to 17, at the rate of 3.1 deaths per 100 000 people. This was higher than the national average for children aged 
five to 17 over that period, which was 2.4 deaths per 100 000. 
The significant number of suicides in the Kimberley region gave the coroner cause to raise this issue. As the member 
for Dawesville rightly pointed out, recently the midwest also had high suicide rates among the Yamatji community, 
so we have much work to do. Indeed, we are attempting to respond to the coroner and the message stick report in an 
appropriate way. In doing so, in May this year we brought down our statement of intent on Aboriginal youth suicide. 
This is a significant issue and I probably will not do it justice in the seven minutes I have available to me today. 
I want to assure the member that the Premier is absolutely focused on this issue and his department is leading the 
cross-departmental agency final response, which is a follow-up to our statement of intent. We look forward to 
producing that response later this year. That will be informed by a range of things, including the two workshops 
that were held this year, in the Kimberley in August and in Kununurra in October. Although the reports from those 
workshops are still being compiled, overall the message from the community has been emphatic: first, to stress 
that the situation is urgent, but also that fundamental changes are needed in how the government works with and 
for Aboriginal people in the Kimberley and across the state. As I have said in the past, we are determined to make 
sure that this is not simply an exercise in co-design but in co-production and co-delivery of services. 
I have been greatly encouraged by the work of the federal government in the trial sites that are currently running 
in conjunction with Kimberley Aboriginal Medical Services. These are the national suicide prevention trials. 
I think the member would agree that the work that KAMS is doing with the WA Primary Health Alliance has been 
impressive. The member and I recently attended that workshop in Broome—I forget when it was; it might have 
been in September—at which a number of people working out in the field gave detailed descriptions of what they 
are doing in the communities now, particularly in the engagement of social and cultural wellbeing officers, who 
are able to anticipate and observe changes in community behaviour which may of themselves be a precursor or 
indication that things may not be all right and that we need to be proactive in stepping in. 
I have worked closely with Hon Ken Wyatt on this issue. As the member for Kimberley has observed on a number 
of occasions, this goes beyond political parties and political governance. This is something that we need to work 
on. We need to work on it with a sense of urgency but we also need to ensure that what we do does not get in the 
way of the good work that has already been done. Let us not kid ourselves: this will be a long-term project. 
The member asked about a range of initiatives that the government is taking on. I draw her attention to one in 
particular: under the Suicide Prevention 2020 plan, the Mental Health Commission funds the Aboriginal Health 
Council of Western Australia to deliver the Aboriginal family wellbeing project, which focuses on addressing the 
social and emotional wellbeing of Aboriginal people to prevent suicides. Importantly, it involves the delivery of 
an adapted accredited six-month certificate II in family wellbeing to Aboriginal medical services across the state, 
which will then co-facilitate with AHCWA individualised family wellbeing workshops for communities, based on 
community need and local priorities. Delivery of the family wellbeing program commenced in the Kimberley in 
July 2019. The member would be aware that we also have suicide prevention coordinators working throughout the 
state, including one who is based in Kununurra. As I said, I cannot do justice to this issue in the time I have available. 
I will endeavour to provide written material to the member to answer more fulsomely the important questions she 
has raised today. 

COLLIE MOTORPLEX 
Grievance 

MR P.J. RUNDLE (Roe) [9.36 am]: My grievance on Collie Motorplex is to the Minister for Sport and Recreation. 
As some members may know, Collie Motorplex, run by the not-for-profit group Motoring South West, recently 
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hosted the Historic Road Racing National Championships. The four-day event drew motorcycle enthusiasts from 
all over Australia to watch the finest historic motorcycle racers battle it out for the honour of becoming Australian 
champions. The national championships in September drew 4 000 to 5 000 people to Collie, all spending money 
on accommodation, meals and businesses in Collie. In fact, Collie accommodation was completely booked out. 
Upgrades to the Collie Motorplex track have increased its track length from 1.6 to 2.55 kilometres, resulting in 
it now being recognised as of a national standard. The track has also been sanctioned for racing by the 
Confederation of Australian Motorsport and Motorcycling Australia, arguably making it Western Australia’s 
premier track for motorsport. However, Collie motorsport is being stymied by the lack of investment that is holding 
back this key driver to the local economy. We might say that this economic driver is being left on the starting grid! 

As I said, Collie is recognised as Western Australia’s premier motorsport destination, but it desperately needs 
investment on infrastructure to improve the track and pit areas, as well as much-needed improvements to spectator 
amenities. Surely some of the $60 million earmarked for Collie in Labor’s failed biomass and solar energy projects 
could be diverted to a proven economic driver for the region. A revamped motorplex would benefit Collie by 
attracting major motorsport events, bringing thousands of motorsport enthusiasts and their families to stay in Collie 
and shop at local businesses. We are hearing loud and clear from people in Collie that they are frustrated that such 
an obvious, well-planned project with proven economic results for Collie and the south west is being ignored. The 
government seems happy to invest in planning and talkfests about diversifying the economy, but it baulks at actual 
investment that would set up Collie as a motorsport leader now and into the future. 

There has been enough talk from the minister: it is time to invest in Collie Motorplex. Labor committed to diversifying 
the economy and generating jobs in Collie. However, Hon Colin Holt’s recent questioning of Minister MacTiernan 
in the Legislative Council brought to light that not even one new job has been created yet—zero new jobs. Every 
weekend, the motorplex brings people to the town of Collie—people who stay in local accommodation, eat out, 
buy groceries, browse and buy from the local shops. It seems almost unbelievable that the local member, who is 
also the Minister for Sport and Recreation, is standing in the way of such an obvious boost to the Collie economy. 
This facility is clearly a significant economic driver and has the potential to become even more significant now 
that it is on the radar nationally. 

I am interested to know whether the minister will commit to funding the improvements detailed in the WA motorsport 
strategy. We now have a track with the potential to attract national, or even international, events. We need 
a commitment from the minister to support future upgrades of the facility. The amenities are not up to scratch. The 
old kitchen, canteen, toilet and ablution facilities were there 40 years ago, and bringing in more portaloos is only 
a bandaid solution. There needs to be a dedicated pit lane, and the pit area needs resurfacing. Significant power 
improvements are needed to ensure a safe, reliable source for competitors, and car parking is also needed. This has 
the potential to be a significant economic driver of the regional economy. This is exactly what we need to bring 
a new, diversified income stream to Collie, so why is it not happening? There are so many opportunities to continue 
to grow this fantastic regional asset if it is completed to a reasonable standard—superbikes, historic cars, motorsport 
tourism opportunities, training and even international events. It just needs to be finished. 

It was recently stated in the South Western Times that the government had generously provided the motorplex with 
$700 000 for the purpose of securing events like Gazzanats. It was discovered, from the answer to a question 
without notice in the upper house, that only $314 000 had been provided for track improvements by the government. 
Funding for the stage 1 upgrade was provided by the former state government, and the current stage 2 upgrade has 
been predominantly funded by Bendigo Bank and the commonwealth government, through the Building Better 
Regions fund. I think the minister might need to retract that statement, taking credit for the full $700 000. 

In summary, I would say that, with the local member for Collie–Preston also being the Minister for Sport and 
Recreation, the people at the Collie Motorplex would think that they had a reasonable chance of some good support. 
We have the $20 million Collie Futures Fund, and the $60 million renewables fund, but not one job has been 
provided. Where is the minister? I look forward to his response, telling the people of the Collie Motorplex where 
he is and how he is going to support them into the future and provide a great economic benefit for the people of 
Collie and the south west. 

MR M.P. MURRAY (Collie–Preston — Minister for Sport and Recreation) [9.43 am]: This is a classic case 
of an ill-informed member of Parliament who breezes through the south west once in a while, and will not travel 
to places such as Esperance because he is too frightened of those areas, coming up with a grievance that is totally 
out of order. It is obvious that National Party members do not talk to each other, because, in answer to questions 
without notice 626 and 982 in the upper house, I reminded the Nationals and Hon Colin Holt, and I now remind 
the member for Roe as well, that there have been no applications for funding from that group. For Christ’s sake, 
man, listen! Where has the member been? He has been wandering through like a drifter in the desert. 

For goodness sake, the real issue is that the group there is dysfunctional. All its members want to do is play political 
games, and not work with us. I offered the group the opportunity of having prisoners from Bunbury come up and 
do the work, but it said it would rather pay for it. Even though it was broke, the group did not want to take funding 
to bring up the prisoners to do the work. I then had to fight extremely hard to get an Aboriginal work group out 
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there for training. Fifteen people went out there with machinery and the whole lot for training, and the group out 
there did not want them there, saying that they might not turn up because they are Aboriginal. What a disgrace that 
group is! It is about time the members came out, stopped playing politics and put in a few grant applications, and 
then we will listen to them. The group has not acquitted the two grants it has received. The shire council is also 
holding back $50 000 of the grant, because the group cannot acquit it. It has not got the book work right. Right at 
this moment, an inquiry is taking place into the group’s book work, and the auditor is in all sorts of bother. 

That is the kind of rubbish the member is bringing in here. It is absolute rubbish, and the Nationals are trying to 
play politics in this region. It shows that the National Party is at a loss in country areas. Only the people who live 
in the towns know the issues, not the National Party—those pseudo-city people who wander around with country 
badges on their shoulders, not listening to the people of the community. Motorsport has never had so much 
attention from the sport and recreation portfolio as it has had since the Labor Party came into office. We have fixed 
up the Wanneroo problem, where the motorbikes could not race for two years. We made that facility safe. We have 
given money to Albany to purchase land for motorsport in that area. We have given money to Kalgoorlie to have 
a look at exactly what is going on there, and we have flown up there and had meetings with the motorsport group. 
Where is the Collie group? Its members are sitting on their bums and not applying for the grants they should be 
applying for. The funding is there—put in the grant applications, show us your bona fides, and tell us what you 
want to do. 

I must agree with some of what the member said. There is no argument that this is a great boost to the Collie economy, 
but only because races could not be held there until we put in the $314 000 to upgrade the safety of the facility. 
Otherwise it would not have received its licence. The motorsport group came in through the door, and within weeks 
it had that $314 000, with the help of Minister MacTiernan in the upper house, under the regional development 
portfolio. We gave that money straight away, but the group did not use it. It was put out there to try to get extra 
funding from the federal government. I was told absolute lies—I was going to use some other words—about the 
way forward. The group is dishonest in what it is representing to the National Party, and the member for Roe is 
being dishonest by bringing it into the Parliament. That is the member’s problem—he has listened only to the gossip 
and scuttlebutt that is out there. The motorsport group has split in two because of the member’s meddling. He can 
get out his National Party members; there are only three of them in Collie, so it is not hard to have a National Party 
meeting there. All three of them will come out, but they do not produce anything. They do not listen to what has 
already been put to Hon Colin Holt in the upper house. It is there in black and white. I have some glasses here, if 
the member wants to borrow them so he can read what is in Hansard, because it is obvious he has not done his 
homework on this issue. 

I am absolutely disgusted with the motorsport group itself. I have offered to go and meet with the group. The 
member mentioned the Gazzanats, but the motorsport group in Collie declined to have the Gazzanats there, because 
it did not want to have rubber on the track for when the motorbikes came out. We provided $15 000 to help promote 
the historic motorcycle races, but the group did not use it. I have seen one ad on television in Perth. We did not get 
the 4 000 the member is talking about—the numbers were inflated. I was there. Where was the member for Roe? 
He was probably down in Victoria Park or somewhere having a coffee, but I was down there. There were 200 bikes 
in the car park that had been ridden from Perth, but there should have been 500. They were not there, because half 
the people did not know about it. We provided another $100 000 for promotion of that area but it has not been used, 
and yet the member is in here saying we are not funding the group. The member should get his facts right, and get 
back to that group and tell its members to get off their bums and start working. 

GLYPHOSATE 

Grievance 

MS C.M. ROWE (Belmont) [9.49 am]: My grievance today is to the Minister for Health. It relates to the use 
of Roundup, a herbicide produced by Monsanto, the main ingredient of which is glyphosate. According to the 
Oregon State University National Pesticide Information Center, it is one of the most widely used weed controllers 
across the agricultural sector, and in metropolitan domestic and public sectors for use on gardens, lawns and in 
aquatic environments. In Australia, Roundup is also widely applied in the same areas and industries. According to 
research conducted by Kansas University in the US, resistance to Roundup is growing due to the persistent use of the 
product, which, in turn, requires more frequent use to have the same controlling effect on leafy weeds. A number 
of countries are now banning the use of Roundup. The Guardian reported last month that researchers are also now 
blaming glyphosate for wiping out whole populations of insects, which are critical to sustain ecosystems, plant 
and crop growth, and plant pollination. Germany has announced it will be phasing out the use of the chemical, as 
has France, with a ban to be put in place in both countries by 2023. The first phase of the ban will be to cease the 
use of the product in metropolitan areas. The first European Union member to ban its use was Austria, in July, and 
the Czech Republic, Italy and the Netherlands are now restricting its use. Although there is industry resistance to 
the restrictions, the science shows that a ban is necessary to prevent ecosystem collapse and maintain food 
production, noting that whole populations of bees and other insects that feed birds and animals and are, therefore, 
part of the food chain, have totally disappeared. 
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In the US in August 2018, Dewayne Johnson, a school groundskeeper, successfully sued Monsanto and was 
awarded almost $400 million, claiming his extensive use of Roundup and another similar product, Ranger Pro, in 
his work, had caused him to develop non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma. In July this year, Edwin Hardeman successfully 
sued Monsanto over the effects of Roundup, and was awarded a recently adjusted amount of approximately 
$200 million. In the US, more than 11 000 plaintiffs are now suing Monsanto on the grounds that Roundup causes 
non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma. 

Earlier this month, the ABC reported that Ross Wild, a 67-year-old farmer from New South Wales diagnosed with 
non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma, who used Roundup since it was introduced to Australian farming in 1976, is the first 
Australian farmer to sue Monsanto over Roundup. He believes his long-term use of Roundup caused his cancer. 
A 54-year-old gardener, Michael Ogliarolo, is also suing Monsanto for the same reason. Both men are suing the 
company on the grounds that the bottles and warnings to consumers are inadequate to protect users from the 
“claimed” cancer-causing effects of it. 

In response to the case being brought by Ross Wild, this month the National Farmers’ Federation denied the link 
between cancer and Roundup’s main ingredient, glyphosate, calling it a “myth”. The federal government also 
stated this month that it will not pursue changes to the regulation of glyphosate’s use, with the federal Minister for 
Agriculture, Bridget McKenzie, referring to the current science that points to glyphosate products such as Roundup 
being safe to use. Despite denials from Bayer and regulatory authorities, the Cancer Council Australia and the 
International Agency for Research on Cancer have both raised concerns that there is a cancer-causing link to the 
product, and came to the conclusion in 2015 after hundreds of studies that glyphosate is in fact a “probable human 
carcinogen”. The US state of California has now listed glyphosate as a known cancer-causing chemical. 

In August 2016, the ABC reported that local governments across Australia were concerned about the use of 
Roundup by staff on both safety and environmental grounds, and many have begun to reduce or stop using the 
product to control weeds in their areas. I believe that, as a government, we should consider banning the use of 
Roundup for weed control by local councils in our state. Although regulators deny the evidence that glyphosate 
probably causes cancer, I believe our government should take the lead in Australia, and take the advice of the 
Cancer Council Australia and ban Roundup’s widespread use in WA, particularly in metropolitan areas. 

I believe that this government should not rely on the advice of the company Monsanto, which is protecting itself when 
it says that Roundup is safe for human use. As Robert Kennedy Jr, one of the lawyers involved in Dewayne Johnson 
case, said — 

“The jury found Monsanto acted with malice and oppression because they knew what they were doing 
was wrong and doing it with reckless regard for human life,” … 

My question to the minister is: is Roundup the asbestos of our time? In light of, arguably, an avalanche of cases 
again Monsanto and its product Roundup, many of which have been successful, should we as a government be 
taking a safer than sorry route by taking Roundup out of the system in WA, particularly when exposure to so 
many—that is, in metropolitan areas—is not just possible, but likely? For the sake of human safety and to protect 
the local ecosystems and food production on which we rely so strongly to feed our growing population, should 
Western Australian follow the lead of European governments and phase-out the use of Roundup or glyphosate in 
our state as soon as possible? 

MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Minister for Health) [9.55 am]: I thank the member for bringing this grievance 
to us today. This is an issue around which many people hold concerns, and I am sure that those in her community 
do also. There has been an emerging range of literature and publicity in particular to glyphosate and the court case 
that involved Dewayne Johnson in the US, so I understand that it is an issue that will be raised with local members 
fairly frequently. For the information of the member, the Australian Pesticides and Veterinary Medicines Authority 
is the national regulating body for pesticides in Australia. The APVMA considered the evidence presented in that 
Californian case in October 2018 and found no grounds for taking regulatory action in Australia. The APVMA 
regularly reviews and updates advice on the safety of pesticide and takes appropriate action to restrict or ban the 
use of products for which new scientific evidence indicates a potential for human health or environmental impacts, 
such as was the case recently with the domestic formulations of products containing the insecticide chlorpyrifos. 
We continue to monitor the evidence raised from time to time and make sure that we take account of that. 

There is a lot of discussion in the media that does not get the facts quite right in relation to the science. The 
International Agency for Research on Cancer’s classification of “probably carcinogenic to humans” is often cited. 
The IARC’s conclusion was arrived at on the strength of some animal studies and limited human studies. The 
Agricultural Health Study 2018, which followed 50 000 people in the USA for at least 10 years, showed that the 
risk of cancer was exceedingly small, and the risk of non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma was negligible. Germany’s Federal 
Institute for Risk Assessment indicated that glyphosate was neither mutagenic nor carcinogenic. The European Food 
Safety Authority in 2018 concluded that glyphosate is not expected to pose a risk to human health or the health of 
cattle, sheep, pigs, horses or chickens when used according to the label. A number of countries have taken steps 
to ban glyphosate based on the recent advocacy of the IARC classification. 
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In answer to the member’s question, is it the new asbestos, I certainly hope not. But at the end of the day we are 
regulating poisons. This poison has great benefits to the farming community and has significantly improved the 
productivity of our agricultural industry. From that point of view, it is important that we move forward very 
cautiously. Having said that, I cannot see a great deal of reason for people in the metropolitan area, just for the 
purposes of clearing up weeds around footpaths and so on, to be unnecessarily exposed to poisons. That is not to 
say that glyphosate is dangerous to people; it is just simply saying that if people do not need to expose themselves 
to a poison, why would they? From that point of view, local governments in Western Australia can certainly choose 
not to use glyphosate on public land and premises within their control. I note that a number of councils are using 
steam-based products to control weeds and so on. Again, when I shop, I do not necessarily religiously devote myself 
to organic foods, but if I can consume a product or live my life in a way that exposes me to fewer poisons than 
I otherwise would be, ultimately that would be better. 

I think the member is right to raise this issue. We can see an emerging body of evidence. We can see governments, 
both provincial and at a local level, taking steps around that, and so I think it is appropriate that we continue the 
community conversation. As I said, it has had a remarkable impact on the agricultural industry, so we should be 
very careful before jumping to big conclusions about how it might impact our food chain. I am encouraged about 
that by the European Food Safety Authority study in 2018 that suggested it has very little impact on the food chain. 

We know that the world is facing increasing pressure about the reduction of the number of insects in our community, 
and I am sure that the impact of herbicides plays a role in that reduction. Therefore, why would local government 
authorities, with a non-agricultural industry exposure, use products that would necessarily be harmful to our insect 
world and things like that? I guess this is a question of who should tread carefully on the earth. We do not need to 
overreact with poisons, and I have a great deal of sympathy for what the member is saying. I notice, for instance, 
that the city of Toronto has banned the use of insecticides inside its metropolitan area. It simply says for the purposes 
of what is essentially managing an urban environment that it is not necessary, and I have quite a lot of sympathy 
for that approach, to be honest with members. That is, obviously, I think, the way of the future. 

I want to ensure the member that we continue to monitor the scientific evidence very carefully in making sure that 
herbicides do not pose an unnecessary risk to the community. I think the member is absolutely right to point out 
that we should not see the unnecessary use of poisons, in our urban environment in particular, when there is no 
practical reason why we cannot utilise other means to achieve the same outcome. On that basis, I thank the member 
for delivering this grievance today. 

MINISTER FOR COMMERCE 
Department of Mines, Industry Regulation and Safety — Statewide Cladding Audit — 

Personal Explanation 
MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Butler — Minister for Commerce) [10.02 am]: I rise under standing order 148 to offer 
a personal explanation to the chamber and to thereby issue a correction to my brief ministerial statement this morning. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr R.S. Love): Proceed. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: In my statement I stated that I had written to all local governments. I have only written to 
all local governments that have buildings identified as either moderate or high risk through the cladding audit. 

JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 
Twelfth Report — “An Unreasonable Suspicion—Parliamentary Inspector’s Report” — Tabling 

MS M.M. QUIRK (Girrawheen) [10.03 am]: I present for tabling the twelfth report of the Joint Standing Committee 
on the Corruption and Crime Commission, titled “An Unreasonable Suspicion—Parliamentary Inspector’s Report”. 

[See paper 2963.] 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: This report of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission tables 
a report of the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission. The report is titled “An Unreasonable 
Suspicion—Parliamentary Inspector’s Report”. The parliamentary inspector’s report details what was, in his opinion, 
the wrongful arrest of Mr Denys Martin on 30 August 2017. The parliamentary inspector reports that Mr Martin 
was wrongfully arrested by police officers, deprived of his liberty for a considerable period and wrongfully and 
forcibly fingerprinted. The inspector then states that Mr Martin was wrongfully prosecuted for refusing to provide 
his personal details to the police and was convicted, fined and ordered to pay costs. Initially, Mr Martin complained 
to WA Police Force about his treatment. 

Upon learning that the police found his allegations to be largely unsubstantiated, Mr Martin took his grievance to 
the Corruption and Crime Commission. The Corruption and Crime Commission found no grounds for an opinion 
of misconduct. Mr Martin then complained to the parliamentary inspector. The parliamentary inspector recommended 
to the Corruption and Crime Commission that it conduct its own investigation and assessment of the matter. The 
commission then came to the conclusion that Mr Martin’s arrest and subsequent detention was unlawful. The 
Corruption and Crime Commission then referred the matter back to WA Police for action. 
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By this time, WA Police had already undertaken a re-investigation, and the senior police solicitor formed the 
opinion that Mr Martin’s arrest was unlawful. As a result, it was recommended that Mr Martin be advised of this 
conclusion and be given a formal apology. It was also recommended that he be provided with assistance to appeal 
against his conviction. 

The matter would have ended there, except that WA Police decided to obtain independent legal advice from the 
State Solicitor’s Office. A lawyer from the State Solicitor’s Office came to a different conclusion about the 
reasonableness of the arresting officer’s actions. WA Police accepted this advice and concluded that the arrest was 
lawful and that no remedial action was required. 

The Corruption and Crime Commission does not take a position on whether it agrees with the latter legal advice 
sought by WA Police. However, it determined that WA Police dealt with the allegations made by Mr Martin in an 
adequate manner. The parliamentary inspector, in his report, finds the Corruption and Crime Commission’s 
response to the complaint insufficient and ineffective. In his report, he makes some recommendations for redress 
of the injustice that he sees as having been done to Mr Martin. 

The committee has not conducted its own independent inquiry and, accordingly, does not take a particular view 
on whether the recommendations of the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission should 
be implemented. The committee asks that the responsible minister, nevertheless, give consideration to the matters 
raised in the report, and as such the committee seeks a ministerial response within the usual time frame. 

RAILWAY (METRONET) AMENDMENT BILL 2019 

Second Reading 

Resumed from 23 October. 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan — Minister for Transport) [10.07 am] — in reply: I want to make some brief 
comments to finish the second reading stage of the Railway (METRONET) Amendment Bill 2019. I want to 
address a couple of the other issues that were raised. One of those was from the member for Cottesloe, who 
described what was said in the “Final Whiteman Park Strategic Plan 2017–2021”. He read a section that related to 
the Lord Street lands, as opposed to the Marshall Road lands. They are in the same proximity but what he tried to 
do was avoid the fact that the previous government had a plan to put a cemetery on that area, which was clearly 
demonstrated on page 16 of the Marshall Road lands section. He read the Lord Street lands section to try to not 
say the word “cemetery”, but it is clearly there for everyone to see.  

The other issue I want to raise, but which I will not spend too much time on, is in relation to the Forrestfield–Airport 
Link. I think everyone looks back as if the project that is being delivered is something that was taken to the election, 
which it was not. In 2013 an alternative project was taken. Further work was done and the tunnel project emerged. 
Again, I think my commentary at the time was pretty bland on that and the original finishing date was 2018. That 
was the commitment given. At the time of the election, that moved to 2020, and, of course, that has now also been 
moved out. This whole idea that the project that was ultimately delivered was the same in both its form and time 
frame as was committed to at the election is completely wrong. But, again, I am glad that we are doing the project. 
It is a good project, and I cannot wait to finish it, frankly. This whole rewriting of the history of rail is something 
that we will not support or accept, and we will contest it at every point in time. I thank the opposition for its support 
for this bill, but I know it is out campaigning against it. The opposition has chosen a strategy to align with people 
on councils in that corridor who have opposed this project from day one. The opposition has a long and sad history 
on this project. I want to get on with it and we are getting on with it. 

The project is really defined now in three parts—that is, the Bayswater station redevelopment, the Tonkin Highway 
gap project and the contract for the rest of the Ellenbrook rail line. It is a smart way to deliver the project and it 
will make sure that we can do it as quickly as possible. Again, there have been claims about when we should be 
building things. I think everyone recognises that, starting from scratch, there is a lot of work to get up a rail line. 
I will compare the time frame for this project with that of the Forrestfield–Airport Link. The former government 
committed to the FAL in early 2013 and we started construction in 2017. It was 4.5 years before construction started. 
Again, tunnel contracts are difficult. The contract was signed, but mobilising tunnel-boring machines is a big 
challenge. That is just the nature of big projects. I never really made an issue of those delays. Members opposite 
can say what they like but I know that we are working as fast as possible with Infrastructure Australia. I have to 
say that if anyone wants to shorten the IA process, I would be happy! We are talking to IA, as are other states, 
about the amount of work needed to progress a project, because it is becoming borderline ridiculous. The fact that 
we have to test dozens of options—we have tested over 100 different options—and bring it down to the different 
options means we have to spend a lot of money. The federal environmental approval process goes on for a while, 
and the agency is not properly staffed to assess our projects. We have a couple of road projects—for example, the 
Bindoon bypass—for which we have funding but we still do not have an understanding of the process the federal 
government will take. We are working within the federal processes, but it is getting to a point at which it is very 
difficult to tick all the boxes and get on with it, but we are working as fast as we can with those constraints. 
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I thank the opposition for the mixed response. I know it is a difficult project for opposition members to deal with; 
they have hated it for so long. Now they are trying to like it, but they cannot quite accept it yet. Let us go on that 
journey together. Let us all get on board and build this project. After 10 years of the “We like it; no, we don’t like 
it” approach, let us support this project. Let us make it happen for the people of Ellenbrook, Henley Brook, 
Brabham, Dayton, Kiara, Lockridge, Eden Hill, Noranda, Morley, Bayswater, Bedford, Ballajura, Alexander Heights, 
Lansdale and Girrawheen. Let us make it happen for people in that corridor, which has been poorly serviced by 
public transport for so many years. The rail line will transform not only the area, but also people’s ability to connect 
to universities, jobs and other opportunities. Of course, it will connect Malaga to the wider area. It is an absolutely 
incredible project that I am so proud to have brought to this Parliament. As I said, if we listen to the stories, it has 
been a long journey from that first story in The West Australian many years ago about that broken promise to now 
righting the wrongs of the past and delivering this magnificent project. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

Leave denied to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Consideration in Detail 

Clause 1: Short title — 

Ms L. METTAM: I would like to understand the consultation involved with this particular bill. What groups were 
spoken to? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is an amendment to existing legislation, so the consultation was through the Metronet team 
and the normal consultation when drafting a bill with the Parliamentary Counsel’s Office and the State Solicitor’s 
Office. 

Ms L. METTAM: Can the minister spell out what that normal consultation is? What was involved in the consultation 
for this particular bill? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The normal process for drafting bills is that drafting instructions are developed by the key agency 
working with the Parliamentary Counsel’s Office. It goes through the drafting process and then there is an approval 
to print. That approval is given and then we introduce the bill into the house. 

Ms L. METTAM: What sort of community consultation was undertaken? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: There were a couple of things. As was outlined by many speakers in this house, in the lead-up 
to the election we put forward a plan for Metronet. I think we undertook 23 community consultations, including 
a number of forums across that alignment into Ellenbrook. When we won the election, we sought to test, I suppose, 
the plan we took to the election through a proper rigorous business case process. We put our proposed route against 
other routes. There was feedback from councils. I had a lot of meetings with Bayswater council, and meetings are 
ongoing with the City of Swan. We are undertaking further community consultation now through both surveys 
and forums in shopping centres. I think there have been about a dozen forums across the alignment. We took the 
alignment to the election and we tested it with the IA process. We tested it in relation to other alignments for cost 
benefit and patronage, and this one came up the best. We now go through the next stages. 

Ms L. METTAM: I understand there were 100 options; is that correct? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes; although that question does not relate to the short title of the bill. 

Ms L. METTAM: In relation to the community consultation, can the minister provide details on the various groups 
spoken to, including the stakeholder groups and local governments? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We held a number of events that have all been made public through Facebook and other media. 
They are all on record about where the events were held. Regarding the names of all the individuals, I do not have 
that record and I do not think we kept that record. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: I understand that every time we do a rail extension or a new rail line, a bill has to be brought 
before the house. I am a little surprised that the short title is Railway (METRONET) Amendment Bill 2019, not 
specific, with “Ellenbrook Line”. I know that the government is working on the Cockburn–Thornlie line and will 
extend the Byford line, and it will amend the same bill, with the long title being different every time. I am just 
surprised that the government has not titled it “Ellenbrook”. I am trying to understand the purpose of this title not 
being more descriptive about what it is. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Initially, a decision was made that we wanted to create a key bill, the Railway (METRONET) Bill, 
and then keep adding to it through different lines. We could have named it the “We Are Building the Ellenbrook 
Rail Line” — 

Mr D.C. Nalder: That is what we tend to do, historically. 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, but we have created a master bill, in a sense—there is probably a better legal name for 
it—and because we will continue to add to it, the idea was to create the Metronet bill and keep adding these projects 
to the master bill. 
Ms L. METTAM: What other projects will come under this title? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We will seek further advice, but we do not think the Midland extension will require it. The 
Byford extension will definitely require it. As we continue to create new projects, Byford being the next key one 
for us, that will require legislation. 
Mr D.C. NALDER: Have we done the Cockburn–Thornlie amendment bill? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes; Yanchep and Thornlie were part of the original Metronet bill. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: The minister has raised consultation, which will come up under a later clause, but I would 
be interested to know whether there was a strong push for the alignment to go somewhere else. What was the 
second option? The government finally agreed on this alignment; was there a lot of consultation with people 
strongly pushing it to go in a certain spot and it has not gone there? In other words, are there some disappointed 
people who would have liked the alignment to have gone closer to or further away from them; and, if so, where? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I can confirm that a group of stakeholders were involved in shortlisting and then the cost–benefit 
ratio was applied to determine the best route. As to who is disappointed and who is not, if we start from the top, 
I think Ellenbrook is very happy, because the station is being delivered exactly where it is meant to be. If we go down 
the line, there was always a discussion about exactly where the Whiteman Park station would be. For example, the 
Department of Communities was very keen to see where it would go, and some developers in that area were also 
very keen. But the decision was to put it to the west of the Lord Street alignment, at Drumpelliar Drive, because it 
would minimise cost and impact on residential areas. Also, having it tie in with Whiteman Park was seen as a great 
opportunity to promote tourism and to feed into Whiteman Park. People at Bennett Springs are very keen to have 
access to a station, so in a sense Malaga station will service the Bennett Springs community, and of course Dayton 
and Brabham will access the Whiteman Park station. Going further down the line, Noranda residents were keen 
for a station in that area, and we made sure we delivered that. 
There is no doubt that different groups put forward different ideas for Morley; namely, about its connection to 
Galleria Shopping Centre. We tested some of those costs. They were very costly and with marginal benefit, in 
a sense. I have studied this quite a bit, in both opposition and government, including the structure of Galleria and 
the roads around it. The Galleria site is a constrained site. It was not built at a major intersectional key part of the 
network and has always been a bit constrained. Managing traffic around there is a priority for us and we are 
working on some local road access, but if we look at the structure of Galleria and the activity centre, we believe 
the station adjacent to Broun Avenue will deliver benefits to not only the west but also the east of those suburbs. 
We will create connectivity, and the other thing is that we are able to work with the 950 bus route to make sure 
there are rapid connections. If we look at some of the master planning in the area, where some of the proposed 
density is, it is on the northern part of Galleria, not the southern part. The southern part is seen as more commercial, 
with other upgrades. We will continue to work on some key road connections relating to some of the density that 
will connect to the new train station, east and west. 
With the connection to Bayswater, we tested a number of different connections, both to the east and west of 
Tonkin Highway, initially looking to the east of Tonkin Highway, looking operationally and also at land impacts. 
The connection to the west of Tonkin Highway was seen, again, as a best result, with limited impact on private 
land ownership. It is a better route and it also feeds into the ability to upgrade a new station at Bayswater to the 
west of those connections. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: I thank the minister for that answer, as it ties in with the same consideration that was taken 
with Rockingham station on the Mandurah line, which is identical to the Galleria situation. Rockingham wanted 
the alignment to go underground at Rockingham Centre. Obviously, there would have been a lot of benefit to the 
shops and also commuters shopping from not only Rockingham but also other areas, including Mandurah. A lot 
of people from Mandurah go to Rockingham to shop as it is cheaper and it has better products. The issue was 
whether Rockingham Centre was willing to put its hand in its pocket and put in some money. That was one issue 
to look at, but we had to trade it off in that it would have changed the alignment, and obviously a tunnel was very 
expensive, so it never happened for the Mandurah line. The Morley line will be a little closer to Galleria Shopping 
Centre than the Mandurah line is to Rockingham Centre. Was the Galleria Shopping Centre willing to contribute 
towards that to incentivise the government to change the alignment for the benefit of its customers? 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr R.S. Love): Members, we are dealing with the short title of the bill. This looks 
a little more like discussion on clause 8 to me. I will allow the question, but perhaps we might move on. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is right. We will have plenty of time to talk about the alignment in further detail at other clauses.  
I think there were initially some discussions, but no offer was made. The cost of tunnelling for that particular section 
was significant. As I said, the issue with Galleria—I did study it quite a bit—is, first of all, for example, the 
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permeability of Galleria in relation to the current bus station, a number of years ago, to where some of the housing 
is. If we look at Galleria, the car park and some of the density being proposed in the northern part of the activity 
centre, a walk to the bus station is over one kilometre. It is quite interesting when we look at the “walkability” 
involved with some of these designs. Wherever we put the station in relation to Galleria, there would have been 
issues of permeability because, in a sense, these centres are big, but they sometimes create walkability issues, 
particularly when they are not open. They are open a lot of the time now anyway; there is that issue. The other 
issue is car movements around Galleria. As I said, it is one of those areas—Westfield Carousel is probably up there 
too—in which traffic congestion and permeability through the area are constant issues. The station is proposed to be 
situated on Broun Avenue, and we believe that will lead to good connections both east and west. That is a benefit. 
Working with local businesses in that area will also be a benefit, and there is some potential further housing 
development in that area. I think that east–west connection will work well and will allow people to have good 
connections to Galleria. It is a bit of a shorter distance to Rockingham. As I said, we are able to connect both sides, 
because it will be part of the Broun Avenue bridge area. 

Clause put and passed.  
Clause 2: Commencement — 
Ms L. METTAM: This clause deals with the commencement of this legislation. What time line are we looking at 
from commencement to the start of construction? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: There are actually three parts to the construction of the Ellenbrook rail line. One is the Bayswater 
station redevelopment. I will give the member some history, because I think it is quite an interesting part of getting 
this project underway. The member for Maylands is not here, but we had a commitment to upgrading the Bayswater 
train station and we allocated some funds to that. When we won the election, the initial months were spent looking at 
how Bayswater precinct could facilitate, in a sense, the Forrestfield connection and the future Ellenbrook connection. 
A lot of work was done. Working out the connection of the Ellenbrook rail line into Bayswater and exactly how 
that would work was probably one of the first key things that we had to get across before we finalised the route 
alignment. Initially, a lot of work was put in on the Bayswater station. As a result, the Bayswater station design 
and the tender that is out there now is the first stage of the Ellenbrook rail line, because it is being built to facilitate, 
in a sense, a third line, but really a second new line. That work will be underway later this year; for example, the 
forward works for Bayswater will commence probably in the next six to eight weeks. 
The second component is the fact that we had funding as part of our negotiations with the commonwealth. We saw 
that the Tonkin Highway gap is a major issue for the community. Coming down from Muchea, three lanes turn into 
two lanes, then go back to three and then back to two—as we know, it is a bottleneck already, with the significant 
works that were done on the NorthLink WA and Gateway WA projects. Because the Tonkin gap project will involve 
working to expand Tonkin Highway, we believed it was the right decision to incorporate the Ellenbrook railway 
facilitation works—that means basically everything but laying the tracks and the overhead wires—into that project. 
That is what we are doing. That project will get off the ground fully in the first or second quarter of next year. The 
Bayswater part of the Ellenbrook works will start this year; the gap project will start in the first or second quarter of 
next year; then the final contract is subject to the federal environmental process, which we are going through. As 
soon as that process is finalised, we will get underway. Procurement for that will start early next year. 
Ms L. METTAM: The minister is talking about the Tonkin Highway gap and the Bayswater upgrade, so she is 
including those in that project and the construction time line. Has the minister also included the cost of those works 
in the overall cost? When the minister referred to $1 billion, does that include the Tonkin Highway gap and the 
Bayswater upgrade? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: There are a couple of things. It is the marginal cost of those works. It is not the total cost; it is 
the marginal cost. That has been worked through with the contractors for both Bayswater and Tonkin. In these 
projects, we see the base cost, the Tonkin Highway base cost, and then the additional cost to facilitate the railway 
works. All that will be made very explicit when we announce the successful contractors. 
Ms L. METTAM: When does the minister expect there to be an upgrade for Perth station as a result of the 
three lines going through Bayswater? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is not required as part of this project because there is a spare platform coming in from 
the east from the Midland area. There is already a spare, unutilised platform 9. It sounds like Harry Potter! What 
was the platform in Harry Potter? 
Mr D.C. Nalder: Platform nine and three quarters. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, so if one were to go at the right time, one might be able to see it! There is a spare platform 
and we will be utilising the existing Ellenbrook line. 
Ms L. METTAM: The minister would be aware of the Bayswater project slide on the Metronet website that 
showed that the Morley–Ellenbrook line would start construction in 2022. I note that that slide is no longer there. 
Can the minister confirm that that is the proposed time line for the construction of the Morley–Ellenbrook line? 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Firstly, I understand that a presentation was done earlier this year, before we decided on a final 
route alignment. I want to be quite clear: we have done everything possible to get this project underway as soon 
as possible. I think that has been acknowledged. I think the member for Churchlands was saying the other night 
on television that we are obsessed with the Ellenbrook line. 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange: I said that the government needs to do more than just an Ellenbrook train line to get the 
economy moving! 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I am glad the member for Churchlands says that we are obsessed with the Ellenbrook rail line, 
because I think he is probably right. I know I am! 

Mr S.K. L’Estrange: The minister needs to be obsessed with a bit more than just that! 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I am obsessed with my projects, member for Churchlands. 

Mr F.M. Logan: There is Cockburn as well! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That project is flying out. 
Mr S.K. L’Estrange: Why doesn’t the minister lay some tracks so she can get some jobs going? 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! Member for Churchlands! 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We have some students in the gallery from Margaret River. I apologise—we are not building 
a Margaret River train line. I am sorry about that. Okay, what was the question? 

Ms L. METTAM: I will ask another; we can think about it. When does the minister expect to lay the first track 
of rail for this project? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We will start work on the project by the end of this year. Once the contract is finalised, we 
will give members the time frame for laying tracks and other works. Sorry, the question was about the slide. As 
I said, we needed to get the route alignment fixed and supported. That slide was made before the final route 
alignment definition was finalised. We went to the market with the Bayswater station as a key part, but with an 
option on the other; however, that could be actioned only when the route alignment was finalised. When the slide 
referred to “potential”, “preferred”, or whatever word was used, that was because the route alignment had not been 
fixed. The route alignment is now fixed; we know the plan, we know the contracts and we are getting on with it. 

Ms L. METTAM: Does that mean the minister expects construction to start on the Ellenbrook rail line before 2022? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes. I have just outlined the three parts of the project, in a lot of detail. I have outlined that 
a few times. 

Ms L. METTAM: There is obviously some sensitivity around the timing of the project. In my second reading 
contribution, I said that I had been advised that some Public Transport Authority officers had been asked to sign 
non-disclosure statements on the timings. Is the minister able to provide some clarity on that? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is not true. Let us go through this again. In opposition I personally held about 23 forums 
out there, and in government we have been consulting. I talk to a lot of councils a lot of times about projects, and we 
engage with community groups—in Bayswater, for example. Our local members, such as the member for Swan Hills, 
are constantly engaging with local community groups and chambers of commerce. The member for Maylands, 
who is not here, is doing a great job as a coordinator of the on-the-ground effort and working with the Metronet 
team. I have personally met with the Bayswater community groups a number of times over recent years. I do not 
think anyone doubts our bona fides about this project. We are getting on with it. I think the member claimed that 
we committed to finish it in 2019, but we did not. Honestly, I think members opposite have to give us credit for 
getting on with this. We have a federal environmental process—that is, the Environment Protection and Biodiversity 
Conservation Act—that takes a long time to get through. First, the route must be decided then given to the federal 
department. It takes forever, to be honest, because it does not have the resources. Members opposite can do whatever 
they like. I can counter with the federal government not putting enough resources into its federal environmental 
agencies, which it is not. That is a big factor. It took members opposite four and a half years to start building the 
Forrestfield–Airport Link. 

Mr D.C. Nalder: It didn’t stop you criticising it. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I do not think I criticised it that much. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: That much! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No, I did not; honestly. Let us go through NorthLink. The previous government changed 
the route and I accepted it. As I said, it cut my whole electorate in half and I never criticised it. I thought it was 
a good project. 

Mr D.C. Nalder: You got freeway access right through it. 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, but the previous government did not ever change the reservation to do it. The opposition 
can continue attacking the Ellenbrook rail line, but I think everyone is happy that we have the route alignment and 
will be starting in Bayswater by the end of this year. We have the Tonkin Highway gap and are going through the 
federal process. We will start procurement for the third part of the Ellenbrook contract early next year. I will get 
my advisers to nod—in particular Owen. I do not think they have ever seen anything go this fast. 
Ms L. METTAM: To be fair, we are very supportive of this project. I understand there is a lot of support in the 
community for it. As an opposition should, we are asking questions to get an understanding of where the project 
is and when the Ellenbrook community can expect to see rail delivered. I think that is fair enough—particularly 
when there is information stating that the construction will start in 2019. I have a question about the EPBC act. 
The minister has talked about delays with the federal environmental agency. Has this proposal gone to the federal 
Department of the Environment and Energy? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes. We referred section 3 in September—that is the Malaga to Ellenbrook section. Just to be 
clear, to ensure that we can go as fast as possible, from an environmental point of view, we referred the Malaga to 
Ellenbrook section because that is not operating within an existing medium, whereas along Tonkin Highway it is 
all operating in an existing medium with previous environmental approvals and has already been cleared. We are 
operating in an existing corridor and are seeking approval for the Malaga to Ellenbrook area. 
Ms L. METTAM: What is the approximate time line for the completion of this project? When will people be able 
to catch the first train on the Ellenbrook rail line? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I think our target date is the end of 2022–23. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: Getting back to the operation of clause 2, which I am sure the Acting Speaker would like 
me to talk about, this is a fairly important clause because I am sure this is on the critical path. I know the minister 
mentioned that the commonwealth environmental protection is a hold-up, but without enacting clause 2 the 
government will not be able to build the railway line in places other than the middle of Tonkin Highway. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members on my right! 
Mr W.R. MARMION: I am assuming clause 2 is on the government’s critical path. What parts of the alignment 
will come into play because of clause 2? Is it the section between Bayswater and Tonkin Highway or the bit 
from Tonkin Highway down to Lord Street and all along Lord Street? I think that is the important aspect of this 
clause. Without this clause, the government cannot go ahead and do contracts. It knows it owns that bit along 
Tonkin Highway, but it cannot start construction anywhere else without clause 2 coming into operation. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The member is right. He is referring specifically to the land acquisition. The private land 
acquisition is just Bennett Springs. Bayswater will be covered under the existing bills because it is in proximity 
to existing railways, as I understand it. It is really just Bennett Springs land. I call it Bennett Springs east or 
Bennett Springs north—north of Marshall Road. It is that corner area between Marshall Road and Lord Street. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: When clause 2 comes into operation, the government will be able to start negotiating with 
those landowners. Has the government begun some preliminary discussions with those landowners? How long 
does it anticipate it will take to go through the resumption process, if it needs to? Some of the landowners, if they 
have already been spoken to, might be quite happy to sell their property. Are there any landowners who are not 
very happy about the possibility and will force the government to go through the resumption process? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: There are two key points. First of all, the alignment impacts a limited number of landowners 
in that area. Letters were sent to them as soon as the route definition was released to inform them about the real or 
potential impact on landowners in that area. A number of them have come to community consultation sessions and 
there have been discussions with them. I think that most of the people who have come along and inquired will not 
be directly impacted by it—that is, the route will not go through their property. The second point is that in finalising 
the route through that area we are looking at environmental issues in the northern part and making sure that we 
miss Horse Swamp and do not hit the conservation category wetland in that area. We will go around it. A third 
point, which is probably the live issue for landowners, is the impact it will have on the planning scheme for that 
area. There are two parts to Bennett Springs north as I recall—one on which urban deferred has been lifted, and 
one component that is urban deferred. There are two parts—land within a buffer and land not within a buffer. 
Some planning has been undertaken by the City of Swan, including a developer contribution plan. All those 
discussions are being held. Because we now have the route alignment, the state government is looking at the 
planning implications for the rail line under the current planning for that area, because we believe we might need 
to re-look at that planning and work with the landowners. Many of the landowners are very keen to work with the 
state government on the potential for that area. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: Just following on from that, I am homing in on the timing because when clause 2 comes 
into operation, it will give the government the power to start the resumption process, if it needs to. If there are 
problems with the resumption process, in my experience—things might have changed since 30 years ago—it can 
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delay the project. Clause 2 might not be the critical part at the moment in terms of getting approvals, but eventually 
it becomes the critical item and we cannot progress the whole project. Until we get rid of that critical element, it stays 
there and we cannot progress, so it actually stalls the whole project. That would be of concern if there is one landowner 
whose whole property has to be resumed because it is right on the alignment. What invariably can happen is that 
they say, “I retired here and I was happy with the noise from Tonkin Highway. I love living here and the last thing 
I want is to sell.” We then have the issue of going through the process of forcibly purchasing the property under 
the Public Works Act. I was told 30 years ago that that process could take two years. I would be interested to know 
whether it is only six months now, for example, and what the process might be if someone does not want to sell 
their property. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: First of all, we do not envisage that to be an issue at this stage. We have not seen any antagonistic 
reactions. Many of them knew that that corridor was being looked at. People are currently concerned about some 
of the planning issues. For example, there is a proposed developer contribution plan over that area, and that was 
prepared before the route alignment was finalised. Developers and landowners in that area are actually more 
concerned about the current developer contribution plan, and that is where we are trying to address their concerns. 
The fact is that the structure plan for that area has to change because the original plan did not have a rail line 
through it. I am getting a lot of feedback because this is in my electorate, so I know the area pretty well and have 
worked with a number of the landowners for a long time. It is really about the developer contribution plan because 
that DCP is currently probably the highest across the metropolitan area. That is what they are very concerned 
about. I also note that the developer contribution plan for north of Marshall Road relates to the plan for south of 
Marshall Road. 
Ms L. METTAM: How many property owners are we talking about? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: There are fewer than 30. Many of these are, in a sense, old rural landholdings. As I said, I know 
the area pretty well, and over the last three to four years there has been an exchange of properties of people wanting 
to move on and sell to land developers in the area. There have been a few transactions of that nature. There are 
about 20 or 30 property owners and, as I said, most of them are rural landholdings. Everyone loves living there 
but, of course, these places go through a transition. Many people want to stay, but there are also those who will 
want to redevelop. A lot of people have been waiting for redevelopment for a long time, and the feedback I have 
had is that people want to get on with redeveloping and selling their land, and then either downsizing in another 
community or moving into the Swan Valley or a bit further north east. There have already been a few land sales 
and some speculation in that area, as happens in rural landholdings across the metropolitan area where developers 
seek change over time. This is an area in which that has already happened. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: Just a quick one on this clause, because obviously the timing is important. Presumably, 
this bill will go through this chamber in due course, but then it will go to the other place. It is my understanding 
that the other place has other legislation going through it at the moment, and I would be interested to know when 
the minister anticipates the legislation getting through the other house. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: As soon as possible, is the answer. This is a priority bill, but the point is that we can do Bayswater 
and Tonkin Highway without this legislation. The Tonkin Highway works are basically all the roadworks that are 
required to build the rail line; that includes potential new bridges and other works. We will go ahead as scheduled 
and once this bill is passed, I suppose it will help with the finality, if we need it, for landowners. But, as I said, that 
is all being discussed. Once we get the exact alignment and know the impact the corridor will have on that area, 
and have the final plans for proposed station locations, we will be able to finalise all that. 
Clause put and passed. 
Clause 3: Act amended — 
Ms L. METTAM: Clause 3 states — 

This Act amends the Railway (METRONET) Act 2018. 
The minister has stated that that covers Yanchep and Thornlie–Cockburn. Can the minister give us an indication 
of when we are likely to see work completed on those two projects? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Again, the forward works on both projects will be happening by the end of this year. The 
contract finalisation is in its last weeks or months. Once we announce the preferred contractor, they will mobilise, 
according to their time frame—probably around Christmas, or post-Christmas, but the forward works for the 
projects will start by the end of this year. I might move an amendment to call this the “Ellenbrook Rail Line Bill”, 
because now I am quite irritated by the fact that we did not call it that! You guys should move an amendment; 
I will support it! Only kidding! These non-political titles are really throwing me! 
Mr W.R. MARMION: Just on the topic of the Railway (METRONET) Act 2018, this clause actually raises 
another question about all the railway land being in one piece of legislation, if one wants to go to an act to find out 
where everything is. Can the minister explain what parts of the rail network are included in the act, and whether 
other acts will include all the other rail projects?  
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is an interesting point, and one that has been raised by one of my colleagues. The fact is 
that we can build a road wherever, but we need enabling legislation to build a rail line. I think that is a quite 
interesting point. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: Sounds reasonable to me, as a road engineer! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes! We built NorthLink WA, and I love that project, but it did not come before the Parliament, 
even though it was a big project and had a big impact. We tried to create a Metronet bill that would allow 
any government to come in and add to it with new lines. We have, in a sense, one bill that looks at the entire 
Metronet system. But the member is right; something we might do with Byford is bring all the others in and create 
one super-bill, but we have just been trying to get on with getting the projects done. The existing lines fall under 
the existing legislation but in the future there will be one Metronet railway bill with all those lines. It is not a bad 
idea. We have it for Metronet, in a sense; all the new lines will come under one bill, so people can look at it and 
see that it covers all the lines. It is one of those interesting things. As I said, one of my colleagues, who is not here, 
said, “Why don’t we create just one bill that lets us build rail lines wherever and whenever?” That is not a bad 
idea. We do that with roads, but we just wanted to get on with it. We know that parliamentary counsel is a bit short 
of time, so we just wanted to get this done.  

MS L. METTAM: Just to follow up from my question before, the minister said that contract finalisation for 
Yanchep and Thornlie will be later this year. Does that mean that construction is set to start next year? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No, the construction is in two parts. There is the main contract, and then there are forward 
works. The forward works will start this year and major construction will depend on the mobilisation of the 
companies. We will find out when we announce the main contractor when exactly they intend to mobilise and 
where, because it will be subject to how they build these two projects. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 4: Long title amended — 

Ms L. METTAM: Clause 4(2) has the words — 

• a railway from Bayswater to Ellenbrook (known as the Morley–Ellenbrook Line), 

Why is it known as the Morley–Ellenbrook line when, as I understand it, the alignment is two kilometres away 
from Morley? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The commitment we made was for the Morley–Ellenbrook line. That is the name we gave it. 
It goes through Morley and Ellenbrook. It is just the name has been known as from day one, and we have kept that 
name so everyone is aware of it going from Morley to Ellenbrook. 

Ms L. METTAM: It does not go through Morley. Is calling it the Morley–Ellenbrook line misrepresenting what 
it actually is? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It does go through Morley, as opposed to the Forrestfield–Airport Link, which does not go 
through Forrestfield. I recall that the Forrestfield train station for the airport link station is actually in High Wycombe, 
and the Belmont train station is actually in Redcliffe. That is why we made that point last time. At least this train 
line goes through Morley. 

Ms L. METTAM: There is a bit of community concern, which I am sure the minister would have heard, about 
the fact that the alignment misses the Morley activity centre. We talked about the consultation the government had 
earlier. What consideration was given to this name, and why has the government stuck with it despite the fact that 
the alignment is outside that area? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: First of all, Morley is not defined by the Morley Galleria Shopping Centre. A lot of people 
live in Morley. The train line is not called the Morley Galleria line, and we are not going to call it the Morley Galleria 
line. We will never name a station or a bill after a shopping centre. The train line does go through Morley and then 
it goes through to Ellenbrook. That is what our commitment was, and that is what it is. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 5: Section 4A inserted — 

Mr D.C. NALDER: I refer to proposed section 4A “Authority to construct Morley–Ellenbrook line”. I find it 
interesting that there is no mention in the bill at all about the stations being constructed as part of this process, and 
I wanted to check on that. I wonder why we are giving authority, but there is no mention of the actual stations in 
this bill. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I understand that has always been the case with enabling legislation. It was the same with the 
Forrestfield–Airport Link—the High Wycombe station of the Forrestfield–Airport Link! It has always been the 
case with enabling legislation not to specify stations. 
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Mr D.C. NALDER: Fair enough. I think I should criticise the comment about the High Wycombe station. I think 
I should add to the record that yes, the station is in High Wycombe, but the land the station is on was called the 
Forrestfield railway yards. My second point is that the government criticises us a lot about the Belmont and 
Forrestfield stations, yet it is deeply sensitive about criticism of whether the train line is going to Morley or not. 
I want to pick up a point about something the minister said earlier in the debate on the short title, and I thought 
I would leave it until further in the bill. It has to do with the 100 different routes that the government considered. 
In the debate on the short title the minister mentioned that patronage was one of the determining factors of where 
the alignment was made. I can see no record of patronage, and I would like to know whether the minister can table 
the forecast patronage details for the relevant stations on this Morley–Ellenbrook line. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We are finalising the business case, and when it is done, we will be able to table the stage 2 
and stage 3 business case that is submitted. Once that is done, we will be able to table it. We have some estimates 
of patronage and they are between 12 000 and 18 000 people for the line. That is just between Morley and Ellenbrook. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: Historically, the time frame of 2031 has always been used. Does the figure of 12 000 apply 
to when the line is commencing operation? What are the forecast dates for that sort of patronage? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: These are approximate numbers and we are still finalising them. In 2031, the figure will be 
approximately 18 000, and we are saying it will be between 12 000 and 18 000 when we open. By 2031, it should 
be about 18 000. As I said, that is just for Morley to Ellenbrook station. 

Ms L. METTAM: Will the Ellenbrook line go straight to Perth or will passengers have to stop or get off at 
Bayswater station? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We are finalising the operation plan, but the aim is to have it running right through. There will 
be two options. We are working through those. We have the capacity to do both—that is, the capacity for it to stop 
and change or to go through. The way the design has been structured allows us to do both. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: Can I clarify why we are proceeding with the bill prior to understanding the operational 
aspects and finalising the business case. I am bit surprised that the business case has not been finalised and we are 
pushing a bill to authorise construction in advance of it. I would have thought it should have been done prior to 
this stage. I am just clarifying that point. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We are working really hard to get this project underway. The point I will make, which I have 
made a number of times, is that we are challenging all previous ways of having done things to make sure we get 
this project done. The business case will be submitted to and assessed by Infrastructure Australia. This is the 
enabling legislation, so when the business case is supported, we will be able to get on with it. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: Let us say the business case does not stack up. Is this bill then a waste of time? I assume the 
government will be guided by the business case, or is the minister telling me that the business case will be written 
in a predetermined manner so it delivers an outcome to make this look okay? My point is that we seem to be 
putting the cart in front of the horse. I would have thought that a process to establish the business case justifying 
the construction of this railway would be done and then a bill would be put through for the authorisation to 
construct it. Now I find that the government has not done the business case for the railway and does not have an 
understanding of whether it stacks up financially, but it is committing the state to proceeding with the construction 
of the railway in advance of that. I am a little bit confused about the process the government has adopted and why 
it has adopted it. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Just to clarify, we have done the business case, but we are just in the process of submitting the 
final business case in the next month to IA. We submitted the stage 1 business case, and we go through its 
processes. As I said, we are doing everything possible to get the project underway as soon as possible. That means 
making sure that the business case development and legislation are underway to enable the line to happen. The 
environmental process is underway. We have been structuring the contracts to allow us to get it underway. I make 
no apologies for us wanting to get on with it. I would find it odd that the federal government would not support 
this project, given that some opposition members are saying that the federal government is actually building it. 
I do not believe the opposition can have it both ways. This is a project supported by the state and federal 
governments. We are going through the business case process, but we are also getting the legislation ready to make 
sure that we build the rail line as soon as possible.  

Mr D.C. NALDER: Just one further point: yes, the federal government is supporting the project, but it is subject 
to the Infrastructure Australia processes to ensure that the business case stacks up. Again, the federal government 
can provide the allocation of funding only if Infrastructure Australia, which is set up as an independent body to 
assess these projects, determines that the business case is justifiable. I am not saying that it is not justifiable; I am 
saying that we are jumping ahead, because what happens, then, if Infrastructure Australia—this is just a hypothetical 
scenario—turns around and says that it does not see the project as financially viable? Maybe the government has 
a lot of confidence that it will. 

Mr P. Papalia: You nailed it—we’ve got a lot of confidence that it will. 
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Mr D.C. NALDER: But it is confidence only, in that the government is putting legislation through to get authority, 
when it does not have this approval. I would have thought that it is just standard practice that the government 
would achieve those approvals before submitting a bill to the house. I am a bit confused that the government has 
jumped ahead of the process, when it does not have approvals from independent bodies that this project stacks up. 
That is where the confusion lies. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: First of all, Infrastructure Australia is an advisory body, not a determining body. The federal 
government is the determining body for the release of funds. As I said, we are working fast to get this project 
underway, and as the member has demonstrated, we are challenging the orthodoxy of normal government 
processes to make sure that we get this project underway. The member cannot have it both ways. He cannot say 
that we are not doing enough, and then that we are doing it too fast. The other thing is that the member cannot 
stand up and say that the federal government is responsible for this, if he is telling me that federal government 
money is at risk. He cannot have it both ways. We have confidence in the federal government process, and 
I acknowledge the work done by the Public Transport Authority and the Metronet team sitting here—Anthony and 
Alan—in getting the business cases done and submitted. The other point is that we worked very well with 
Infrastructure Australia, making sure that our business cases crossed all their t’s and dotted all their i’s, and that 
we have done all the work so that when we submit it, we believe that we will get support. 

Ms L. METTAM: I appreciate the length of time this process can take. What impact would an agency such as 
Infrastructure Western Australia have on a project such as this? Would it mean that the project would take even 
longer, and be an unnecessary process? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Another point is that we believe that we brought in the legislation for the Forrestfield–Airport Link 
before Infrastructure Australia gave its final tick. Although I said we were challenging the orthodoxy, maybe it is 
not as much as I thought. 

Infrastructure Western Australia was established to develop a longer term plan for private and public sector 
infrastructure across the state. I have said on numerous occasions, and in numerous forums, that, because we have 
sought and received a lot of federal funding for our projects, we have been working through the IA process. Pretty 
much every project valued at more than $100 million goes through the IA business case process, and every project 
valued at less than $100 million goes through a summary process. We have worked through the requirements. 

Discussions have been had through IWA and Infrastructure Australia—this issue is also being faced by other 
jurisdictions—about the issue of business case development, what the requirements are and who will be the advisory 
body, because nobody wants a duplication of effort. Infrastructure Victoria, Infrastructure New South Wales, and 
now the new Infrastructure WA board, are having those discussions. We understand, too, that the new CEO of 
Infrastructure Australia acknowledges the amount of work that is put in at the front end to get these projects 
through the business case process, and as a result we want to have, in a sense, a more streamlined process in the 
future. We are working with the current IA process and, as I said, because our projects are primarily jointly funded, 
we have to go through the IA process. The real impact for Infrastructure WA will be on some other agencies 
that do not get a lot of commonwealth funding, and so do not go through the rigorous business case process that 
we have to, because we are already subject to an IA process. Live discussions are happening now between IWA 
and Infrastructure Australia about the relationship between the two agencies in assessing or moderating the 
business case. 

Ms L. METTAM: To clarify, would the Byford rail extension, for example, have to go through Infrastructure WA 
and Infrastructure Australia as well? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No, it would go through just Infrastructure Australia, along with other current projects we 
have on our books. We have already embarked on the business case development for Byford. Basically, all the 
Metronet stage 1 projects have gone part way through business case development. Even those that are not currently 
under tender are all part of an existing process. As I said, most or all of them have joint funding, so we are going 
through the Infrastructure Australia process. 

Ms L. METTAM: Earlier, the minister touched on the fact that the proposed patronage numbers would be somewhere 
between 12 000 and 18 000 a day by 2031. As I understand it, the eight-kilometre Forrestfield–Airport Link is 
proposed to have 20 000 passengers a day, and has a proposed annual operating subsidy of about $50 million. Is 
there an estimation of the operating subsidy for this line? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Not yet, but it is part of the business case, and also to be determined are the road and part of 
the bus connections. I want to make the point that the FAL act was passed in 2015, and IA listed FAL in 2016 as 
a priority project. The other point is that the operational costs of FAL were not determined at the time of the debate 
on that legislation. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Clause 5 is the one that actually allows the government to construct. Clause 2 must be 
passed to get the act going, but the actual operating section is proposed section 4A, which allows the railway to be 
constructed on this new alignment. The minister clarified that construction can be started straightaway within the 
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Tonkin Highway reserve. Does the minister envisage the possibility, pulling out all stops but not having all the 
ducks in a row for the new northern section, that the government could let a contract to construct the rail line within 
the Tonkin Highway reserve and then, as things progressed, extend the contract to complete the job? The 
alternative would be breaking the contract into two sections if all the approvals were not in place. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is, in a sense, broken into two, in that all the enabling work civil construction—the barriers, 
drainage, bulk earthworks and bridgeworks—will be done as part of the Tonkin Highway gap project. The majority 
of the work done for the Ellenbrook railway down the Tonkin Highway will be part of the Tonkin Highway gap 
project. It is very similar to what was done on the Mandurah rail line, which was split into six or seven packages, 
as I recall. One of those packages of work was the road and enabling works along the freeway, and then there was 
a separate contract to lay the track and build some of the stations. The stations were different contracts. It was 
quite an interesting package at the time. That is how it would operate. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: That sort of answers my question, minister, but I was not talking about the different types 
of construction—the civil versus rail—I was talking about breaking up the contract, because all the approvals may 
not have been done—for example, land acquisition. Once proposed section 4A comes into operation, construction 
can take place anywhere, but at the moment the first section can be constructed. The government could feasibly 
right now let a contract for works up to the end of the Tonkin Highway for civil and rail, and then another contract, 
when this amendment comes into operation. However, I would have thought that that would be inefficient, because 
the government would want to do, not necessarily the civil construction, but certainly the rail construction, as 
one contract. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Just to clarify: we are doing the enabling works right up to Malaga, as part of the Tonkin Highway 
gap. The laying of the rail line is not able to be done until the bill is facilitated. Was the member’s question whether 
the style of the contract should include the rail laying as part of the Tonkin Highway gap project? 

Mr W.R. Marmion: As a separate contract, yes. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We will examine that. We are examining the procurement methodology for the third part of 
Ellenbrook at the moment. We believe, for efficiency, that those civil constructors who are out there doing the 
Tonkin Highway gap and are already working on the median strip along Tonkin Highway will continue that work 
right through to Malaga. They have the same skill base, so they are out there basically doing all the civil construction 
works for the Ellenbrook rail line. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 6: Schedule 1 amended — 
Mr W.R. MARMION: I would just like an explanation as to why “1994” will be inserted in schedule 1. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The reference is in schedule 1 of the act, “Line of Thornlie–Cockburn Link”. We require the 
insertion of “1994” after “Map Grid of Australia”. In each instance, on and from 30 June 2020 the Geocentric Datum 
of Australia 2020 will come into use. Since the implementation of the previous Geocentric Datum of Australia 1994, 
the Australian continental plate has moved approximately 1.6 metres and Australia’s coordinates are no longer 
aligned with the global navigational satellite systems. To address this, in October 2017, the Australian government 
implemented a new datum known as the Geocentric Datum of Australia 2020—GDA2020. The Intergovernmental 
Committee on Surveying and Mapping has agreed on an adoption date of 30 June 2020 and a national initiative is 
currently underway to implement GDA2020 by this deadline. By inserting “1994” after “Map Grid of Australia” 
in each instance, it will be clear which Australian geocentric datum is in use. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr S.J. Price): I bet the member did not expect that as a response! 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Actually, I did! 

This is very important because the minister is saying—to put it into plain English; the minister can clarify whether 
I have it right—this will remove any shadow of doubt about what the coordinates currently are. The new system 
will have another name, with “2020” after it, to clarify that it is the new grid system. From the coordinates on this 
map in proposed schedule 3, it will be clear for someone in the future — 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members to my right can either keep it down or take it outside, please. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Say, in 2025, someone accidentally uses the new Geocentric Datum of Australia 2020 and 
they come to a different spot — 

Ms R. Saffioti: They’ll arrive at the wrong station! 

Mr W.R. MARMION: They will be out a few centimetres. To confirm, this is basically future-proofing those 
coordinate locations? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is correct. 

Clause put and passed. 
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Clause 7: Schedule 2 amended — 

Mr W.R. MARMION: To clarify, this amends the other schedules of the act. In schedule 1, whatever the coordinates 
are—this now amends schedule 2, and when we move to clause 8, schedule 3 will already have “1994” inserted. 
Is that correct? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is correct, yes. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 8: Schedule 3 inserted — 
Ms L. METTAM: With the proposed line, what impact will this have on the Midland line in particular? As 
I understand it, the Midland line at peak periods currently runs every eight to 10 minutes. Will that efficiency be 
maintained, and what impact will it have on current scheduling in general as a result of what is being proposed here? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We are working through that for the operational plan and we will be able to release those 
details closer to the opening of the Ellenbrook rail line. We are working through all of that and looking at the costs 
over the whole network, including bus connections through the entire network. It is a very complex plan, and we 
are working through that at the moment. 

Ms L. METTAM: I appreciate that it is a significant challenge. Can the minister provide any assurance to the 
passengers travelling on that busy Midland line that they will still have their current demands met with the addition 
of the proposed new line? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I have a couple of things: first, the whole dynamics of passenger movements in that area will 
change significantly. The Bayswater–Perth line will have a lot of trains an hour—the member for Geraldton will 
be very happy in his new Maylands abode! We will see an increase in frequency between Bayswater and Perth. 
I think that is a good thing as it will basically facilitate very rapid connections and increase capacity. The member 
talked about the businesses along the train lines. One factor is any potential impact on people using the Ellenbrook 
rail line rather than the Midland line. Someone mentioned Bassendean train station in their speech and the original 
two routes that were envisaged for the rail line—one leaving Bassendean and going north, as well as the Bayswater 
option. I suspect there will be a reduction in the number of people, which will take some pressure off some of 
those stations. I suspect that even out at Midland, probably in the valley, people will probably head mainly to 
Whiteman Park station, or potentially Ellenbrook or even Malaga—along Reid Highway and then up Marshall Road. 
All of that is being looked at, but I think that, in general, it is going to be a better experience for the fact that there 
will be less congestion on the Midland line. We are also committed to rebuilding that train station, so all-up I think 
it is going to be a much better experience for everyone in Midland, and between Midland and Bayswater, and from 
Bayswater into the city. They will see an increase in the frequency of trains. 

Ms L. METTAM: For the so-called Morley station at Embleton, I understand there will be a shuttle bus required 
to bring people to the Morley centre.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We are working on the number of additional buses that will be required. I understand the 
950 bus currently terminates at the Morley Galleria, so it will probably keep going. We are also building a new 
bus interchange on Broun Avenue, which will facilitate better bus movements in that whole area. As I said, the 
exciting part—I know that if the member for Bassendean were in the chamber, he would be excited about — 

Mr P. Papalia: He’s a ball of excitement. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: He is a ball of excitement; he is very excited. The member for Morley, who is in the chamber, 
is also very excited about this project and the connections on the eastern side of Tonkin Highway, because people 
will get access to rapid bus connections and a train. It will be a huge improvement for Beechboro and Bedford. 
I know a lot of people who live in that area. It will connect a lot of people, especially younger people who will be 
connecting to schools and universities. One of the issues in the north-east corridor is people’s difficulty in 
accessing our major universities. The challenge we have over time with young suburbs like Ellenbrook, Brabham 
and Dayton is that a lot of people with young kids move in, the kids go through primary and high school and they 
then need to be connected. This rail line will connect young people to job opportunities and universities. This will 
also apply to everyone in Beechboro and the corridor east of Tonkin Highway. 

Ms L. METTAM: How often does the minister anticipate this line will run? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We are working on the operational plan. I think the Premier announced a 15-minute service 
when we announced the route alignment, but we are looking at how we will manage that and whether there will 
be increased frequency. We are working through that with the operational plan. 

Ms L. METTAM: In terms of the times of day, obviously, there will be a connection with the Forrestfield–Airport Link 
for international visitors. Will this line meet the demands of people coming from overseas? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is planned to match the FAL and Midland lines. The issue of how the FAL rail line will cater 
for tourists was raised a lot in the past. I am quite interested in how it will fit with fly in, fly out programs. We are 
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working on the operational plan. In particular, the Forrestfield–Airport Link will cater to travellers as much as it can, 
and particularly FIFO workers, but that is an operational challenge because of the way the network is configured. 
Currently, the operational plan is for the Ellenbrook line to match a similar pattern of hours of operation to the 
Midland and Forrestfield lines. 
Ms L. METTAM: Can the minister clarify hours of operation of the Midland and other lines? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is roughly 5.00 am to midnight. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I appreciate the member for Vasse giving me the opportunity to ask a question; I was not 
going to jump in. If the minister has already answered this question, I apologise. Is there going to be an expansion 
of the number of platforms at Bayswater station? That is all, thank you. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: There will be two platforms and four faces. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: The members for Vasse and Nedlands have covered the various issues relating to this clause 
very well, but I am interested in the detail of exit from Tonkin Highway. Is it going to be a tunnel, similar to the 
southern line, or some other mechanism? I ask about that because I wonder how disruptive construction works 
will be to traffic on Tonkin Highway, or whether it will be disruptive. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Is the member talking about the Malaga exit from Tonkin Highway? 
Dr D.J. Honey: It is the exit from the centre lane to the east. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes. We will be doing cut and cover under the southbound line of the NorthLink project—
overnight. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: I was interested in how long it would disrupt traffic. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: There will be some disruption to traffic in that area and traffic management will have to be in 
place. Ideally, this would have been futureproofed with an exit. One of the first things I did when we won 
government was to see whether I could change the contract to facilitate this work so that it could be done at the 
time of construction, but at the time we did not have enough certainty about the route definition to do that; I was 
very worried about building a tunnel that would never be used. Luckily, we are getting to use the other one we 
built 20 years ago. We did not have enough certainty to do that work. In a sense, we will have disruption from the 
Tonkin Highway works because we are doing the Tonkin Highway gap. We are trying to have all the disruption 
of Tonkin Highway occur in one contract, rather than doing the Tonkin Highway gap and then going back and 
doing some other bits. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: The minister knows that I have a particular interest in the Marshall Road area. I know there was 
some discussion of that during the second reading debate on this bill. I took from that discussion that the government 
has no intention to change the use of the land south of the spur that will go through the Marshall Road area from 
that in the “Whiteman Park Strategic Plan 2017–2021” published in January 2017. I want to confirm that that is 
the case and that, in fact, based on the various discussions had, there is no particular intention to repurpose that 
land as urban land. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I want to make it clear so there is no confusion. Looking at the Marshall Road lands directly, 
we are investigating the concept of a sporting complex. The City of Swan and our agencies, particularly the 
Department of Sport and Recreation, are very keen to create a major sporting complex in that corridor. My view 
is that the area will have good connection to public transport. I acknowledge the constraints for many sporting 
bodies, but I am not engaged in that direct discussion—I think there was a question about tennis—and I will leave 
that to DSR. DSR is looking at a number of state bodies that potentially want to find some headquarters. As I said, 
I do not remember exactly which ones, but there are bodies in discussions because this area will have incredible 
road links, with NorthLink, and incredible links by public transport. We think this is a pretty good area for that 
type of sporting complex. 
We are having discussions and there are two live options—one for land in the Marshall Road area in the proximity 
of Malaga station and one for land identified in the strategic plan as the Lord Street lands in the proximity of 
Whiteman Park station. There are live discussions about those two areas. Malaga station will be to the east and 
west of that area on the other side of Beechboro Road and that is where we intend to have development, so that, 
in a sense, is across from the Marshall Road lands. 
Ms L. METTAM: Further to the member for Cottesloe’s question and the minister’s response, the minister would 
be aware that the Marshall and Whiteman families, as I understand it, are concerned that this land be dedicated for 
community use. I have asked questions about this. If it is going to be a sporting complex for community use, 
I imagine there would be broad support for that, so why has the minister not been clear about that until now? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I think I have. I have said that we are bringing in legislation to build a rail line. We have to be 
careful about what land we are talking about because I do not want to mislead anybody. That urban front has 
Ellenbrook and west Ellenbrook, which the Department of Communities and the Minister for Housing are very 
excited about. He loves it. That is another area that has been identified. If we look at the urban front and, in a sense, 
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the amount of land being made available as a result of this rail line, we get to operationalise west Ellenbrook. That 
is a long-term, 30 to 40-year plan. The Henley Brook urbanisation plan has come through, which is private land 
surrounding the Morgan Fields development north of Park Street. We also have the Bennet Springs urban deferred 
land. They will be the fronts of urbanisation, with potentially some other areas around Henley Brook. Our current 
focus is getting the line done. We also have the Malaga station area, which is about 33 hectares. These are the areas 
that we are concentrating and working on to get the planning studies done for the future. As I have said on numerous 
occasions, our plan is to get the sporting complex done and to facilitate that sporting complex in that area. I know 
that a lot of people are quite excited about the community benefits for that area. I remember someone was looking 
at youth attractions in that area. A lot of things are happening, and a lot of people are interested because it will be 
so well connected to public transport. 
Ms L. METTAM: To be fair, although the Whiteman Park plan had the cemetery, which did not have any support, 
there was support for youth facilities and a sporting complex as well. Is this alignment, which goes through the 
Marshall Road lands, the alignment that the minister took to the election? I know that the minister said publicly that 
that is the case, but is it specifically that alignment? When the minister says that the station will be at Whiteman Park, 
there are many ways of interpreting that. For a point of clarity, was it through the Marshall Road lands and through 
Whiteman Park? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes. We took the media on a bus ride one particular day. 
Ms L. Mettam: Through Whiteman Park? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No, along Marshall Road, and pointed out where the rail line was going to be. It was a good day. 
It was raining, as I recall. 
Ms J.J. Shaw: We had to load them up with umbrellas; we had dozens of umbrellas. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I remember it well. I was a tour bus guide for a day. I have not done it since, and I do not think 
I will ever be asked to do it again. I probably was not as good as the former member for Vasse; I do not think my 
jokes were as crass! I was not very funny and I was pretty dry, but I told people where we were going to build that 
rail line. One area that has been clarified is Lord Street, because at that time we said it was going to be in what is 
known as the Perth–Darwin highway corridor, which is approximately 80 metres wide. That was where the bus 
rapid transit was going to go. We cancelled the BRT and created what we call new Lord Street, but it is now being 
called Drumpellier Drive. 
Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: Drumpellier? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I was looking for “Saffioti Way”, but I did not get it. 
That was probably the area that was a little more loose. We said Lord Street, but the work showed that west of 
Drumpellier Drive would facilitate a better entrance to Whiteman Park and minimise disruption to homes on the 
eastern side of Drumpellier Drive. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Further to the sporting precinct, the minister spoke about state sporting associations. 
I understand that a business case is in the pipeline with the Department of Sport and Recreation for the State Tennis 
Centre to go to Whiteman Park. My understanding is that the board and so forth of Tennis West are not at all in 
favour of it. I am curious how this has evolved. We have a State Tennis Centre right next to Burswood, which is 
a central location. People try to bring in kids for training every day after school from the western suburbs, the 
southern suburbs or wherever; it is a very central location. I am curious to know how Whiteman Park can even be 
contemplated. I would appreciate the minister’s comments on that. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: To be honest, I am not involved in those discussions whatsoever. I just want to build a rail line 
and facilitate a sporting complex for those who want to use it. I will not engage in the politics of tennis, which are 
probably worse than the politics of politics. I am not engaging in sport politics, because, as I said, it is tougher than 
what we do. I have not been directly involved. All I know is that the Department of Sport and Recreation is very 
keen to create a sporting complex and is talking to a number of state bodies. I will leave those discussions to other 
people; I will not even enter into that discussion. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Further to my previous question about Bayswater station and cyclepaths—I am sure the 
member for Gosnells will undoubtedly echo some sentiments — 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Thornlie. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Thornlie, thank you very much. It will always be Gosnells to me. 
The cycle path that exists there at the moment is attached to the bridge in order to get to Bayswater station. As part 
of an expansion, that bridge will probably be displaced and there will have to be quite serious considerations for 
a very active cyclepath. Because of the existing tunnelling works along Whatley Crescent, the cycling traffic has 
been deferred onto Whatley after the station, which makes a lot of sense. At the moment it is a relatively low 
volume traffic road. The speed limit has been dropped to 30 kilometres an hour, and aside from the cyclepath entry 
back onto Whatley Crescent at the end near Guildford Road, where it is a bit precarious, it is relatively well 
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managed. Has any work been forecast for the design of what will have to occur if that bridge is removed? I imagine 
that if people are pushed onto the streets, the Whatley Crescent–King William Street intersection will become very 
busy. If the lines and the station are being expanded, what cycle work attenuation or preparation might be done, 
and what will that look like? Is there any exposure of that? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: There are some artist impressions, which I do not have with me now. The scope of the works 
at Bayswater is significant. We are creating two new platforms, lifting the rail bridge, and creating a whole new 
road and cycling infrastructure underneath. My understanding is that there will be a brand-new bridge for cyclists. 
We would not think about planning these new projects without considering them. Also, a key issue is disability 
access because of the curvature of the train line at Bayswater station. There have been issues about disability 
access, because when a train line has too big a curve, there is too big a gap onto the train from the platform. When 
designing new rail lines, we always have to make sure that the train station is not on a curve because of the gaps. 
That has all been taken into account. We could probably give the member some pictures or maps about Bayswater. 
One of the things we are trying to do with all our new stations and redevelopments is provide access for people 
who are cycling and walking, facilitating the situation for those who want to go past and those who want to go to 
the station.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: I will ask a few questions on the mechanics of clause 8, starting with the way it has been 
worded. The wording clarifies that the railway line commences at that point, which is the point I have mentioned. 
It then refers to four other points, and I have roughly drawn them in a line to make an alignment. The minister 
could have had more points to define more precisely the way the alignment goes, but she has chosen a very 
simplistic set of five points. Can the minister explain the rationale behind the way it is presented in the bill? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: This one is quite interesting. We are only required to provide the start and end points, which 
would make it a bit difficult to figure out where the line is going in this case. We put in the additional points, which 
were not required, to show the path of the rail line. We have provided additional points to make sure that people 
can understand the route. As I understand it, we are not required to provide the additional points, only a start and 
end, but it would have been a bit misleading if we had only provided the start and end points. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I am sure that could be the case in many alignments, but perhaps not this one, because if 
only the start and finish points were provided, my understanding is that it can only go one mile or 1.609 kilometres 
either side of a centre line. If the minister did that, she would not get the line in. 

Ms R. Saffioti: That is a good point. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: The plan has to include what I call points 3 and 4 to make sure that there is that flexibility. 
Can the minister clarify that? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Good point; I take that. Yes, that is a good point. We would not be able to build the rail line if 
we only put the start and end points, so yes. The member got me! 

Mr W.R. MARMION: It is only a minor point. The other interesting thing about the way it is worded is that what 
I call the mid-points are actually determined as a point near Map Grid of Australia 1994. I know we are being very 
precise about what these points are. It does not really matter, because there is a two-mile wide corridor to come in 
approximately where that point is. I guess the minister had no choice but to put the map grid 1994 in, although it 
does not really make any difference. The very first point—the start point—is probably a fairly important point. 
I assume there are two lines there. Is there an actual set position of where that point is on the current line in Bayswater? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is measured from the centre of the train tracks west of Bayswater station. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: That is what I guessed—the centre of the two tracks, so in the middle there. That is logical. 
That is also a fairly important point to get precise, if there is a change to the datum system. That is useful to have 
in Hansard for people and engineers to know how that is done. The next thing engineers probably look at when 
designing the alignment is the speed at which the trains are likely to travel. I am guessing the trains will travel at 
about 110 kilometres an hour. When I am driving on the freeway and set my speed at 100 kilometres an hour, 
I have noticed that the trains zip past me, so I assume they are travelling at more than 100 kilometres an hour. 
I assume the design criteria for this alignment is 110 kilometres an hour. I have two questions, actually. The design 
may be 130 kilometres an hour to make it safe; there might be a safety margin, as we have with roads, so that it 
can do 110 kilometres an hour with some margin of error, if the train driver puts their foot down and goes a bit faster. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is correct. It is designed for up to 130 kilometres an hour, but we envisaged 110. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: That was a guess! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The member got it right! 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Based on that, there are obviously three points on the alignment where the design would 
be challenging for a speed of 130 kilometres an hour. They are the points mentioned; they are obvious. The design 
radius of those three curves will be the criteria for the speed the train can achieve. Can the minister tell me what 
the design radius will be at those three points? 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We will have to confirm the design radius. It will be no less than 300 metres. We also envisaged 
a reduction in speed around those curvatures to around 80 kilometres an hour. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: Okay, because with a radius of that size, a train would not be able to travel at that speed. 
At those three points, the train will wisely reduce speed; the driver will be told to slow down to 80 at those three 
points. That impacts my next question, which is on the speed of the train. The minister has obviously worked out 
the passenger times to each of the stations. Can the minister advise or maybe give us a table later on what the 
anticipated travel times will be from Ellenbrook to Bayswater, and does she have a breakdown between the stations? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It will be approximately 18 minutes from Ellenbrook to Bayswater. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: Does the minister have the timings between the stations? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I am sorry, we do not have those here, but I can give them to the member later. 
Ms L. METTAM: Earlier, the minister referred to the passenger numbers being 12 000 to 18 000. Can I get an 
understanding of the modelling involved? Has the rise of on-demand transport had any impact on these numbers? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No. Across the network, we are seeing some increases in patronage over the last year. One issue 
we are looking at is the combination of on-demand transport with mass transit such as rail lines. My view, and a view 
that has been picked up in other states—for example, in New South Wales—is that on-demand transport will 
combine with the arrival and departure points of key public transport nodes into the future. Over time, I think an 
increased way of travelling will be to use on-demand transport to a node such as a train and then use that train. As 
I said, we have seen some increases in our train and bus travel. In the past, we have seen that when new infrastructure 
is introduced—for example, the Joondalup and Mandurah lines—there are significant spikes in usage across the 
network as more people get onto the network. I think that the Ellenbrook line, similar to other train lines, will 
increase that general usage. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: I have a question on the design of the alignment. When a new line is designed, there is 
obviously a need for more trains, and that need will depend on the frequency of the trains. What frequency of 
travel does the minister envisage? The peak time will require the most trains. What is the shortest frequency of 
travel times, and how many additional trains or sets—however the minister wants to present it—will need to be 
purchased to make sure the level of service on all other lines is maintained despite this additional capacity?  
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is something that we have answered before. The Premier announced that four trains an 
hour would run from Ellenbrook, but we are looking at increasing that and working through the operational plan. 
The number of trains is part of the contract for our rail procurement strategy. It is part of the 246 rail cars that we 
are procuring. Of those, 102 rail cars are for Metronet. 
Ms L. METTAM: Can I confirm that the Ellenbrook to Perth route will take 30 minutes? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes. 
Ms L. METTAM: Can I confirm that passengers will not have to get off at Bayswater Station to travel to Perth—
that it will be a direct route? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: As I said, we are working through the operational plan. We might provide both options. We 
are working on a direct service, but we might also look at a terminating service. We are currently looking at both 
options. We are definitely looking at a through service. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: Just following on, when the northern line was expanded north of Joondalup, extra shunting 
facilities or storage locations had to be built along the line to optimise the network so that some trains would be in 
certain locations in the mornings, ready to take off. This will be a spur of greater length. One assumes that a similar 
thing will have to happen here. Can the minister advise where trains for the morning peak period might be stored 
on this line? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We are futureproofing for that storage, but we will not need it from day one; we will need it 
in a number of years’ time. Under the plan for operation, I think they will be stored at Bellevue. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: Bellevue is on the Midland line. To round off the question, will trains for the Ellenbrook 
line be stored at Bellevue near Midland rather than in Ellenbrook? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: In the initial years, but that will change. As I said, it is all being futureproofed. Initially, it will 
not be needed in Ellenbrook, so the trains will be stored at Bellevue. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: To futureproof it, the government will plan to store them somewhere else. Does the 
government have a rough idea of where it might want to put them? I can understand it if the government has not 
spoken to people and does not want them to know. I am happy if that is the answer. Bellevue is a fair way from 
Ellenbrook. Where along the line will the future storage location be? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It will be in Henley Brook, which is outside the Ellenbrook town centre. 
Ms L. METTAM: The minister earlier mentioned that the proposed hours of operation are from 5.00 am until 
midnight. Will that fit in with the demands of fly in, fly out workers and the operations of Perth Airport? 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We think so. When the Forrestfield–Airport Link starts operating, I think it will be very 
interesting to see who uses it and how we can encourage people to use it. I think Forrestfield is a good catchment 
area for the hills and foothills through Forrestfield, High Wycombe and the Kalamunda town centre. There are 
some good road connections, so I think Forrestfield will be a good attractor of people. I will be very keen to 
monitor the way the airport connections will work—who uses it, where from, and how we can encourage people 
to use it. I think we will monitor that very closely. We will also monitor how Ellenbrook interfaces with the airport, 
and with this route, passengers will be able to interface with the airport. Some patronage number of modelling was 
done for the Forrestfield–Airport Link. As I said, I think Forrestfield would be a good catchment area. I think 
Redcliffe will be a strong catchment area as well with the residential population. We will very much be monitoring 
the international airport station. 

Ms L. METTAM: I imagine it could be quite desirable for people who live along the Morley–Ellenbrook line to 
utilise the connection with the airport in addition to visitors to Western Australia and FIFO operations that operate 
at all times of the night and morning. Will this line facilitate that demand? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: As I said, when the rail line starts, we will monitor how it is used and whether, for example, 
specific services in the morning need to be run that are limited from one point to another point. We will test all 
those assumptions when it is operating. The first test will be the operation of the Forrestfield–Airport Link—how 
many people we can get to use it, and the relationship between the stations and the aircraft that they use. Members 
opposite mocked the idea that people would get off at a train station and would have to use a bus. Given that the 
Qantas terminal is still where it is, that will have to happen anyway when people exit the Redcliffe station. We are 
talking to the airport about the connection between the Qantas airport and the Redcliffe train station. There are 
also special charter flights and a lot of FIFO workers use charters. Their relationship with particular airports—
especially in Redcliffe—is something we will have to engage with. It may be something that we will have to talk to 
the mining companies about. This will be a watch-and-see situation. Some FIFO operators are at the international 
airport, some are at charter terminals, and some are at the Qantas terminal. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: None of the charter people ever planned to use the trains when the last government did its 
planning. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is a good point about the planning. 

As I said, there was some mocking of the idea of getting off at a train station and catching a shuttle bus, but the 
Qantas terminal is a fair distance from Redcliffe station and it is still a big operator in Western Australia. We will 
work through all that. There has also been discussion about whether we should use a different type of train or 
modify trains. When we start operations on the Forrestfield–Airport Link, we will see how it all goes—paint the 
trains different colours, for example! People have put to me issues about whether passengers will be able to put 
their suitcases on and so forth. Those are all things that we will monitor when we start operations. 

Ms L. METTAM: I refer to passenger numbers. Through the modelling, did the government get an indication of 
how many FIFO workers or visitors might use the airport? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No. Member for Nedlands, the website has all the stations and the times between the stations. 

Clause put and passed. 

Title put and passed.  

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan — Minister for Transport) [12.09 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

DR D.J. HONEY (Cottesloe) [12.09 pm]: I would just like to clarify something. The minister made an interjection 
during my contribution to the second reading debate and some comments yesterday that I was reading from an 
incorrect section of the “Final Whiteman Park Strategic Plan 2017–2021”. I encourage the minister to look at Hansard 
of 22 October. Obviously, that is only an uncorrected proof at the moment. In fact, I read essentially directly from 
page 10 of that report, which spoke specifically — 

Point of Order 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: This is a third reading speech, and the third reading debate is limited to matters that were 
discussed during the consideration in detail stage. He is raising an issue that he says was raised during the second 
reading debate; therefore, it is out of the scope of the third reading debate. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you. Hang on one minute and I will consult with the Clerk. My advice is that 
we will give a bit of latitude in the very first sections of the member’s contribution and we will see how it plays 
out from there. Thank you. 
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Debate Resumed 

Dr D.J. HONEY: Thank you very much, Deputy Speaker. I thought it was important to clarify that because if the 
minister reads Hansard and compares it with the report, she will see that I faithfully reproduced that section of the 
report. I was not misreading any part of the report; I was referring directly to the correct part of the report. 

I want to keep my contribution to the third reading debate fairly brief. Something that has very clearly come out 
of the consideration in detail stage and the discussions that took place before that is that this side of the house, the 
Liberal and National Parties—although I am obviously not speaking on the Nationals’ behalf—support this bill. 
Any contention that we do not support the Ellenbrook line is in fact completely untrue, and if people go about 
saying that, they are deliberately stating an untruth. We do have concerns around some aspects of this bill, and 
I want to go through them. Can I say to the minister that I really appreciate the direct way in which she has responded 
to our questions, and that we greatly appreciate the direct way in which she has handled the whole debate, which 
has been on the issues. Given what has been said before, I will not now go into the contributions made in the 
second reading debate, but some of them were an absolute disgrace. But I recognise that the minister has conducted 
herself entirely properly throughout this entire discussion. 

As I said, any contention that we do not support the Railway (METRONET) Amendment Bill 2019 is simply untrue. 
We raised some issues, and I will not go through them in detail, but we do have some concerns about costs. I earlier 
outlined our concerns about the fact that even though this involves substantial expenditure, we do not quite yet 
know what it is going to cost because the business case has not been delivered. That was made clear during the 
consideration in detail stage, although the minister said that there were some reasonable preliminary numbers and 
that she was simply finalising those numbers. But it is of concern to us; it is a large amount of money, and the 
subsidy is a very large amount of money that will come out of recurrent expenditure. 

People in the Marshall Road area in the northern suburbs are concerned about what that land will be used for. The 
minister has made it clear that the government is seriously looking at recreational use for that area. That use is 
entirely consistent with the “Final Whiteman Park Strategic Plan 2017–2021”, and I believe the great majority of 
people in the northern suburbs support that. If that were to change to urban development, there would be some 
great concern. 

There is also some concern on this side about the starting date. During the consideration in detail stage, the minister 
clarified that she believed construction would begin before 2022. I guess we will have an opportunity to hold the 
government to account on that. We are also concerned about the confluence of the Forrestfield–Airport Link and 
the Ellenbrook line into the Midland–Perth line. I appreciate the logic; a higher frequency of trains will be going 
from Bayswater through to Perth, but it is possible that the Midland–Bayswater section of the line could be 
confounded by that. The minister has indicated that that additional detail will come out. 

Aside from that, as I said, the opposition supports this bill. I again thank the minister and her advisers for their 
assistance in the analysis of the bill. 

MS L. METTAM (Vasse) [12.15 pm]: I would like to start my contribution to the third reading debate on the 
Railway (METRONET) Amendment Bill 2019 in much the same way as I started my contribution to the second 
reading debate, which was, first and foremost, to acknowledge the $500 million investment that has been made 
thus far in the Ellenbrook line. I also mirror a lot of the comments made by the member for Cottesloe and express 
my appreciation for the amount of clarity that has been provided through the consideration in detail process. I have 
previously articulated concerns raised in the community about high-density urban development through the 
Whiteman Park corridor, so it was good to hear for the first time today a commitment by the government that there 
will be land dedicated to a sporting and community complex. I think that will be comforting to the people involved 
and I look forward to seeing it come to fruition. 

There are outstanding concerns about whether the existing lines, particularly the Midland line, will be able to 
continue to operate at their current level of efficiency. The minister recognises the transport demands in Midland, 
given the upgrading and relocation of Midland station. We will be very keen to see how that develops going 
forward. There will be three lines going through Bayswater station—the Forrestfield–Airport Link, the Ellenbrook 
line and the Midland–Perth line—and we acknowledge that that represents a significant challenge. It has also been 
made clear today that the costs associated with the Ellenbrook line are multifaceted. The budget for this line has 
increased by 15 per cent since the election, but the Tonkin Highway gap and the Bayswater station shuttle service 
are included in the operating costs. 

We certainly appreciate the minister’s indication of the patronage numbers and we look forward to seeing how the 
line will work in with the Forrestfield–Airport Link. This side of the house supports the Ellenbrook line, and I think 
all opposition speakers have indicated that support. We would like the government to back its support by matching 
the federal government’s investment in the Ellenbrook line; we look forward to that commitment. It is fair to say 
that there has been a solid commitment by the federal coalition government to Metronet; I think it has committed 
more than $2.3 billion. We are yet to see the state government make a similar contribution. I touched on the costs 
of public transport. We want to see more and more people take public transport and support it with their patronage. 
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That is very difficult when costs for public transport increase. There has been a 15 per cent increase in fares since 
the government has come to office. It costs $4.90 either way to travel two zones. As the RAC states, this can be 
a significant disincentive for people to travel on public transport. We are always keen to understand why the 
government is putting additional costs on a very worthy way to travel, given it takes the pressure off our roads and 
provides so many social benefits. 

The member for Perth talked much about the value of transit-orientated developments and connecting with activity 
centres. In my contribution to the second reading debate, I highlighted the concerns I had heard from the community 
about the fact that the Morley–Ellenbrook line misses the centre of Morley. This is not just about supporting the 
200 businesses there; it is about encouraging walkability. The issue of Edith Cowan University has been raised 
with me as well, with its almost 4 500 students. It will require additional public transport. This side of the house 
is keen to see this area supported as much as reasonably possible with public transport opportunities. It is not just 
about buses. There is a growing number of ways of getting people moving faster and more cheaply. 

I will just finish off by acknowledging and thanking the federal government for its commitment. We have seen 
$500 million invested in this project so far. Members on the other side who say that there is no Liberal support for 
this project are quite misleading. We all want to see this project progress as quickly as possible. We know the 
government went through 100 different options only to come up with the option it took to the election. That is not 
necessarily a criticism of the alignment itself, although we have raised issues with it; it just raises the question of 
why it has taken so long to get to this point. There is a federal Liberal Party investment in this project. The member 
for Swan Hills has talked about the surveys she has conducted in the community about support for public transport. 
If everyone surveyed their electorate, we would find the same outcome. It is very clear that the alignment has 
not changed. The government went through 100 different options. There is federal government funding. We 
would now like to see a state government funding commitment and the state government meet its original promise, 
which was to start construction this year—2019. There are no more excuses. We have the funding provided by the 
federal government. It is now time to see the state government meet that funding and start construction on the 
Morley–Ellenbrook line this year as promised. 

MS J.J. SHAW (Swan Hills) [12.24 pm]: I rise for the third reading debate of this fantastic piece of legislation, 
the Railway (METRONET) Amendment Bill 2019, that is going to bring the train line to Ellenbrook, which I am 
sure the people of Ellenbrook and Swan Hills welcome in a heartfelt way.  

I want to reflect on some of the debate on the community consultation process that was had in consideration in 
detail, which, as the member for Vasse has just stated, was very comprehensive as part of this project and continues 
to be very comprehensive. As any significant community infrastructure project is undertaken, it is vital that we 
listen to the people who will be most directly affected by it and make sure that whatever we are delivering reflects 
what the community needs and wants. I would like to give a bit of discussion to the community consultation 
process that we undertook with the people of Ellenbrook, Aveley and surrounds, and then have a bit of a discussion 
about other aspects of connectivity that will be facilitated by the delivery of this project.  

In March 2018, the Minister for Transport came to Ellenbrook. We booked the performing arts centre in the heart 
of Ellenbrook at Ellenbrook Secondary College, the school I am very proud to be a board member of. It was 
standing room only. Hundreds of people turned up for it. It was also broadcast on Facebook Live. I think it was 
the first time that a community forum of that nature had been broadcast. The format for the evening was to provide 
feedback on the community survey that we had run and then to throw open the floor and allow the people of 
Ellenbrook to ask whatever questions they liked about the project and provide their feedback and views on what they 
thought would most add value to their community. The survey had near on 2 000 responses. It was a very engaged 
and engaging process. I sincerely thank all the people of Swan Hills who chose to participate in the Ellenbrook 
line consultation. It complements other forms of community consultation we have undertaken. The Metronet team 
has been absolutely fantastic. It held pop-up stores at Vicinity’s Ellenbrook Central shopping centre. To the Metronet 
team in the Speaker’s gallery: you have got some absolutely fabulous people working on your team. They provided 
as much information as they possibly could and they were helpful. I had quite a bit of feedback to my electorate 
office about the brilliant job the Metronet team did while it was parked at the Vicinity shopping centre. I also had 
the great pleasure of spending the next day with the Metronet team at the Aveley Community Festival, which is 
a fabulous event run by the Ellenbrook Community Collective. I again tip my hat to the Ellenbrook Community 
Collective for running some fantastic events. The Metronet team was there all day talking to people as they came 
through. There were flyers, diagrams and all sorts of stuff; it was just fantastic. The team has really gone above and 
beyond in engaging my community and explaining very clearly what the project looks like, how it is shaping up and 
listening very carefully about things my community would like to see happen. The community forum we held was 
part of that process. As I say, it was a bit of a double act between the minister and me. I did a bit of a warm-up. It was 
not entirely successful. As the minister was saying before, she is not a good bus tour director; I am not a good 
stand-up comedian. There were a few dead jokes that landed there, but nonetheless people engaged in good faith.  

The first thing we explained as part of that session was that the Metronet project is about building communities 
and not just rail lines. That has been a feature of the development of the entire Ellenbrook area. Ellenbrook started 
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in 1994. That is when the Ellenbrook project was announced. It started with a little village called Woodlake. In fact, 
I doorknocked only a little while ago the very first house that was built in Woodlake. The couple that first built 
there still live in the house. I had a long chat to them and they said when they first built there, there was a promise 
of rail and they were just so pleased that this project was now being delivered. Ellenbrook started with Woodlake. 
It is funny, Ellenbrook Primary School was a collection of houses in Ellenbrook before there was a critical mass 
of population justifying the construction of the first Ellenbrook Independent Primary School. Some of those little 
houses in Woodlake now are part of the original school. It started with Woodlake, then it delivered the Bridges, 
which is a Tuscan themed area; it is really quite pretty. To the north, the next village off the rank was Coolamon, 
which has fantastic playing fields, and at the top end of Coolamon is Ellen Stirling Primary School and Holy Cross 
College, and some absolutely great community facilities. Morgan Fields was the next village delivered as part 
of Ellenbrook, then Charlotte’s Vineyard, then Malvern Springs, then Lexia, and then Annie’s Landing. All 
these little villages have unique characteristics; the design of the buildings is different, reflecting the architectural 
style of the time. The community facilities provided in each of these individual villages are really quite diverse. 
It is fascinating to see how a community’s built form also tells its story. As we move through these villages, we 
see these different forms of public art. Ellenbrook has won multiple awards for its planning and the ways in 
which those responsible for its evolution have adopted an approach towards place making. Metronet intends to 
complement that. 

The final part of Ellenbrook, the final village that is for sale now, is the heart of the town of Ellenbrook. The region 
is called Hesperia, which was the original idea for the name of Perth. Perth was originally to be named Hesperia 
but the name of Perth was decided on, and now the Ellenbrook town centre is called Hesperia. I was there a few 
weeks ago with the Minister for Transport and the Minister for Housing, launching that last development, which 
has been waiting for the delivery of this train station. I have seen all the concept plans. There is a train station in 
the very heart of it, with dense housing around it. There are micro lots, and some really exciting stuff happening 
around access to affordable housing. There is a dual-use commercial and retail precinct, and lots of beautiful public 
open space. It is all waiting for the delivery of the Morley–Ellenbrook railway line, recognising that this facility 
will help round out that whole area, complementing all this other community infrastructure. The Ellenbrook Arts 
headquarters sits on the corner of Main Street. It is an absolutely beautiful building, like a hallmark building, 
and absolutely gorgeous. The Ellenbrook Community Library and the Ellenbrook Secondary College are also 
located there. 
I moved my office on to Main Street in Ellenbrook about two weeks ago, and I am absolutely thrilled to be right 
there, back in the heart of the community, below the offices of the Ellenbrook Chamber of Commerce and 
Community, which is absolutely fantastic, and next door to the Ellenbrook Youth and Community Services Hub, 
which we opened last year with the intent of delivering services into Ellenbrook. There are almost 50 000 people 
out that way now, but Ellenbrook has never actually had anywhere where community services can be provided in 
place. That really needed to be addressed to complete that village and build that community. Last year I was thrilled 
to be able to make that happen with a very generous contribution from Prime Projects, which has given us a huge 
retail space there for a peppercorn rent, to enable not-for-profits and community-based organisations to come in 
and start delivering support services for the people of Ellenbrook. Again, it is all about building communities, not 
just rail lines. 
These things make places such as Ellenbrook fabulous places to live, and this project will complete the vision for 
Ellenbrook. In order to complete that vision well, we need to understand the community vision of the people who 
live there. This consultation process was a key part of doing that. It is part of what the Metronet team called the 
planning jigsaw, a fabulous graphic available from the Metronet team’s website. I encourage people who have an 
interest in planning to take a look at it. It is all about creating liveable communities and affordable housing, making 
sure that we get community feedback, and respecting the local environment. We have an absolutely beautiful 
natural environment. The Ellen Brook runs next door to Ellenbrook—how about that? Living in the Ellen Brook 
is the last naturally occurring population of Australia’s most critically endangered reptile species—the western 
swamp tortoise—right on our doorstep. As we put thousands of people next to this critical, natural and beautiful 
environment, it is imperative that we make sure that those environmental values are protected. We also have a mind 
to accessibility. A lot of people contact my electorate office who have access issues, and are seeking support to 
access the National Disability Insurance Scheme. Important aspects of engineering are making sure that we are 
getting value for money, that we meet the community’s needs, and integrate transport forms. This is not necessarily 
just about bringing a train line into Ellenbrook. The whole planning jigsaw has to make sure that the feeder bus 
lanes into the Morley–Ellenbrook railway line and the Ellenbrook station will be delivering for the community. 

Point of Order 
Mrs A.K. HAYDEN: I just want to know how this is relevant to the third reading. I was giving the member some 
latitude — 

Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members, a member is on her feet. Can you not have an argument against that? 
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Mrs A.K. HAYDEN: I allowed her some latitude to do an introduction, but I believe this is way off track for the 
third reading. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Funny about that—we were just having a chat when you asked the question. I did not 
actually pull up the first speaker; I just offered a bit of advice. Member for Swan Hills, you need to keep this pretty 
tightly within the third reading parameters, so can you bring it back to that. 

Debate Resumed 
Ms J.J. SHAW: Sure, Madam Deputy Speaker. I will go straight to the consultation process; an extensive range 
of questions were asked during consideration in detail. As I go through and provide some more information on the 
questions asked by members opposite, we will see the absolute relevance of the things that I am talking about. The 
fact that I have had the relevance questioned goes to show how out of touch members opposite are with the needs 
and wants of my community, and why it is so important that we hear those voices and understand the community 
into which this infrastructure is going to be delivered. I am more than happy to elaborate on the consultation 
process itself, and tell members what the people of Ellenbrook have been telling me and the Metronet team about 
this process. The fact that members opposite want to shut this conversation down probably tells the people of 
Ellenbrook everything that they need to know about the opposition’s genuine lack of care and consideration for 
my community. I will happily talk about the consultation process. 

As I said, there were 1 927 thankyous in total. People were asked, in this consultation process that was so 
extensively questioned during the third reading phase, what the level of importance of the Morley–Ellenbrook line 
was to them personally. The mean score was eight out of 10—very important—and for the community of Perth 
and the local area, it was 8.3 out of 10. There was a high level of interest from the people of Ellenbrook in how 
important this project is in helping them to create a sense of community, and helping them finish that wonderful 
Ellenbrook town centre. People in particular suburbs were asked how important the project was to their suburb, 
and to creating the sense of space that I was so pleased to speak about, and I cannot wait to elaborate further on 
the more detailed responses to the community consultation provided by the people of Ellenbrook. The people of 
Brabham gave it a mean score of 9.3; the people of Dayton, 9.3; the people of Morley, 8.9 out of 10; the people of 
Aveley, 8.8 out of 10; Bennett Springs, 8.4; Beechboro, 8.7; Caversham, 8.5; Ellenbrook, 8.7; and then we get 
down to The Vines, also in my electorate, 8.1. The people of Ellenbrook and the surrounding suburbs absolutely 
appreciate how important this project is to the history of the development of Ellenbrook, and their future. They are 
excited to see it delivered. The questions that were often answered as part of the consultation process were about 
exactly where the rail line and the stations were going to be located. Obviously, the Minister for Transport, in 
consideration in detail, provided quite a bit of detail about that. It is very exciting that it is going to be starting in 
the heart of the Ellenbrook town centre. As I was saying before, it is just behind Charlie Gregorini Memorial Park 
and State Swim Ellenbrook. As part of this project, we have just cleared land in the area and moved the 
telecommunications tower that was preventing the development of that area. We were out there the other day 
talking about the Hesperia development, which is in association with this project, which has been developed in 
consultation with the community and responds to its needs. It is a 60-lot development, the single largest release of 
lots in Ellenbrook’s history. When we were there, the people who were responsible for delivering Hesperia told us 
that in the last couple of months since the finalisation of the rail line route and the announcement of this project 
back in August, when the Premier, the minister and I were out there under the billboard where the station will now 
go, they have had more sales than in the previous 12 months. This project is injecting life and vitality, and 
stimulating local economic development, into the Ellenbrook town centre and it is responding to the community’s 
needs. It is 100 per cent consistent with the feedback that the people of Ellenbrook provided us through these 
consultation processes. 

As we have all been told, the Morley–Ellenbrook line’s objectives are to provide integrated and effective public 
transport. That is what the people want. It is intended to change travel behaviours and decrease private vehicle use, 
and that again is what people told us they want. It is intended to improve housing diversity, with lots of different 
forms of housing. That is what people told us they want. A lot of people in big homes want to be able to downsize, 
but they do not want to move away from their kids or grandkids. It is really important that associated with the 
Metronet project in the Ellenbrook town centre, we ensure a diverse array of housing forms, so people can make 
the transition through the phases of their lives in their community, in the places they have lived for decades, with 
generations of their families and friends around them, and where they feel comfortable and welcomed. It is through 
these processes that they have contributed to the development of this area. These are the things that are so important. 

The fact that I was criticised by members opposite for going through that history is testament to the fact that they 
just do not understand place making, they do not understand community building and they do not understand the 
significance of this project to the people of Ellenbrook. I say, shame on them! I can see why there was such an 
overwhelming endorsement of this project in the 2017 election in both the West Swan electorate and the Swan Hills 
electorate. I certainly look forward to working with the member for West Swan over the coming years in the 
community of Ellenbrook, and to continuing to listen to the people of Ellenbrook as we develop their community, 
support the aspirations of that community and deliver those aspirations through this project. 
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The design for the station and work around the area have been undertaken. We have moved the telecommunications 
tower. One of the other things that people said through the consultation process that they really wanted to see was 
the delivery of connecting public transport options. On 1 November, as part of the new Lord Street project, we will 
respond to those community concerns, as conveyed to us in the consultation process, by opening a Park ‘n’ Ride 
facility at the intersection of Lord Street and Gnangara Road in the Henley Brook area, the Ellenbrook transfer facility. 
That is a core part of Metronet and a core part of providing the feeder links into the Ellenbrook train station. Again, 
that will be a significant boost to the people of Ellenbrook. 

In terms of the survey response on how people intend to use this train line, we heard a lot about patronage and 
utilisation, and where people want to go. The key destinations that a lot of people in the Ellenbrook area said 
they wanted to utilise public transport to travel to were Wanneroo—unsurprisingly as it is quite a significant 
employment centre—Joondalup, Malaga, Morley, Osborne Park, West Perth, Perth, Belmont and Welshpool. 
The delivery of the Ellenbrook train line, in response to those community needs, will facilitate access to all 
those areas, but we have not just stopped there. In August 2017, the minister and I were at the Ellenbrook bus 
depot where we announced the 355 bus service from Ellenbrook to Whitfords Station, which responds to this 
community’s concern about access to Joondalup. The 355 bus service, which is a brand-new east–west bus 
service, has been running very successfully. It facilitates people’s access to Edith Cowan University, the 
Joondalup Health Campus and the Joondalup train line while we wait for the delivery of the Morley–Ellenbrook 
line, so we really responded there. 

The other destination that people like to get to from Ellenbrook is Midland. Previously, under the last government, 
there was one bus a day. If people needed to access community or commonwealth services, they had to go all the 
way to Midland on only one bus a day. That was not responding to the community’s needs as communicated to us 
in this document. We added another four services on weekdays between Midland and Ellenbrook. Again, we were 
listening to the community, understanding what it is that it wanted and providing it with the services and facilities 
it needs and deserves. 

For travelling to work, the Morley–Ellenbrook line will clearly facilitate people’s access to employment 
opportunities. It will also generate local employment opportunities as we construct the railway line and with the 
finalisation of the Hesperia precinct and associated commercial development and ongoing retail jobs in the area. 
I should also say that the Morley–Ellenbrook line will be dropping off passengers at the beautiful tourism 
destination of Whitfords—sorry, Whiteman Park. Whitfords is up and coming! It is prospective. I am ambitious 
for Whitfords. I meant Whiteman Park, the jewel in the crown. 

A member interjected. 

Ms J.J. SHAW: There is a bus! 

The long-term vision is a ring-road all the way around the Perth metropolitan area and the beautiful tourism 
destination that is Whiteman Park. Obviously, a train station will generate local jobs in tourism and hospitality, 
which is very welcome. That is exactly what people told us they wanted. In terms of where survey respondents 
travel for study, I mentioned ECU and the bus link that we have introduced to facilitate the access of people who 
live in Ellenbrook to educational opportunities in Joondalup. But people also want to get to the University of 
Western Australia, Curtin University and Murdoch University and, again, this project will respond to those concerns 
and facilitate their access. Some concerns were expressed—I think it is important to acknowledge those because 
we are not just all about listening to what we want to hear. There are also some things that people wanted us to 
respond to. A lot of people said, “Look, it won’t really impact or benefit me.” I am at pains to emphasise—as I did 
in the second reading debate in response to an incredibly narrow-minded analysis of what the dollar value in the 
public subsidies for rail lines is, which was quite unimaginatively offered by the member for Cottesloe—that there 
are a range of project benefits — 

Point of Order 

Mrs A.K. HAYDEN: I would just like to reiterate the relevance to the third reading, and referring to another 
member’s speech in the second reading is not part of the third reading debate. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Swan Hills, can you just keep this on the consideration in detail of the 
bill. 

Debate Resumed 

Ms J.J. SHAW: Sure. Actually, there was—if you review Hansard—I believe, quite some discussion in consideration 
in detail on the financial analysis associated with this project. I will accept your instruction, Deputy Speaker, but 
I would make the point that relevance is perhaps something that has been misunderstood by the other side. Again, 
those members just do not get it. I will move on. 

In the consultation process, some concerns were raised, but, as I say, the benefits that will be delivered by this 
project are better connections, reduced road traffic, community development opportunities, and decreased congestion 
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on roads, in particular, which saves people time and petrol money. When the price of petrol is up there at around 
$1.65 a litre, that is really material to the people of Ellenbrook and, certainly, cost-of-living pressures are material, 
so this project is really going to help. 

In terms of the comments on some less desirable social activity in the area, the idea is that integrating a train station 
into a community, rather than just plonking a train station somewhere and surrounding it with car parks, creates 
much more activity and life. We do all that place making that I was talking about at the beginning of my speech 
that, again, was so misunderstood by those opposite. It has been demonstrated around the world that place making 
and creating activity with people walking through and engaging in the community goes a considerable way towards 
controlling socially undesirable behaviour. On 24 July 2017, we also opened the Ellenbrook Police Station 24/7. 
The timing of that was interesting. The 24/7 police station, which is proving to be very effective, is intended to 
address any social impacts. There is also a plan in response to concerns raised in the consultation process about 
train noise, and some measures are being put in place to mitigate train noise.  

In terms of the station features that people ranked as most important, safety was ranked as very important, along 
with access to parking and disability access. The point that ranked fourth is integration with the local area. I have 
been at pains to emphasise throughout the course of my speech that this is so important. The interface between the 
Ellenbrook transfer station, the bus station and the Ellenbrook train line was a key point. People raised making 
sure that the area is functional and that amenities are provided, with maybe toilets, showers, storage, bike storage 
and parking. Then there is the overall look; it has to fit in with the look and feel of the area.  

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 8375.] 

DARLING RANGE ELECTORATE — SPECIAL EVENTS 
Statement by Member for Darling Range 

MRS A.K. HAYDEN (Darling Range) [12.50 pm]: I would like to take this opportunity to highlight the fantastic 
events that have been held throughout the Darling Range electorate over the past few weeks and to acknowledge 
the efforts of all the outstanding local volunteers who work hard to make them happen. 

This month, I had the pleasure of attending four large annual events in Darling Range. We started off with the 
Armadale Highland Gathering and Perth Kilt Run, when we all donned a kilt. Then it was on to the Jarrahdale Log 
Chop and Serpentine Jarrahdale Lions Country Fair, held on 6 October, at Jarrahdale Oval. The Perth Hills Festival 
was held on 12 October, at Karragullen Oval. Last weekend, we all enjoyed the Kelmscott Show at Rushton Park. 
Events like these are a celebration of what makes our communities special and stand out. They are a great way to 
support and promote our region and they drive local tourism. 

I wish to thank the local governments, community groups and the many amazing volunteers who make these events 
happen. A special thankyou to the City of Armadale, the Serpentine Jarrahdale Lions Club, the Hills Orchard 
Improvement Group and the Kelmscott Agricultural Society for their dedication in delivering these events every 
year. I look forward to doing it all again, in October 2020, and to supporting our amazing volunteers groups as 
they showcase the wonders of Darling Range and our Perth hills. 

BICTON ELECTORATE — MENTAL HEALTH WEEK 
Statement by Member for Bicton 

MRS L.M. O’MALLEY (Bicton) [12.52 pm]: Approximately 4.7 million Australians play sport. If each of those 
people spoke to six other people about mental health, we would cover the entire population of this country. To 
mark Western Australia Mental Health Week 2019, I hosted an event titled Kicking Goals for WA Mental Health 
Week at the East Fremantle Football Club. The event was attended by players, coaches and members of local 
sporting clubs and community groups, including East Freo Football Club, East Freo Women’s Football Club, 
Palmyra Junior Football Club, Melville Junior Football Club, Fremantle Netball Association, East Freo Sharks 
Netball, Kardinya Junior Football Club, North Fremantle Amateur Football Club, Attadale’s Fabric, Bicton Men’s 
Shed and Attadale Rotary Club. 

The event focused on the critical role community sports clubs play in achieving positive mental health outcomes. 
Designed to help local sports clubs address team mental health, the event featured a screening of Collingwood: 
From the Inside Out by filmmakers Marcus Cobbledick and Josh Cable. The powerful documentary charts the 
club’s cultural transformation through an increased emphasis on player mental health. On the night I was joined 
by special guest speakers Claire Eardley, director and founder of the Kai Eardley Foundation; Jodie Maguire, 
performance psychologist and director of Think! Performance Psychology; and Jake Edwards former AFL player 
and founder of player welfare organisation Outside the Locker Room. I would like to thank Claire, Jodie and Jake 
for sharing their insights and personal stories and acknowledge them for the vital work they do in and for mental 
health. Thank you to everyone who attended. I am proud to be part of a state government committed to improving 
mental health outcomes in my electorate of Bicton and throughout WA.  
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SPRINGFIELD PRIMARY SCHOOL 

Statement by Member for Hillarys 

MR P.A. KATSAMBANIS (Hillarys) [12.53 pm]: Hillarys is blessed with wonderful school communities, 
committed principals, teachers and staff, great students and supportive parents who all work hard to achieve optimal 
results for our children. However, many of my local school communities are putting up with substandard buildings 
that are well past their use-by date. Despite this, the staff and parents continue to operate with enthusiasm and 
drive in pursuit of educational excellence for their students. Regular maintenance funding is just doing a patch-up 
job. Fixing ceilings just before they collapse, repainting crumbling walls or plugging leaks in rusting roofs are only 
temporary solutions when the buildings are simply well past their use-by date. One such school is Springfield Primary 
School in Kallaroo. Its 50-year-old buildings can no longer just be patched up. These buildings need to be rebuilt, 
to give our teachers and students the opportunity to learn in a welcoming environment. Earlier this week I welcomed 
the opportunity to take the Leader of the Opposition, Liza Harvey, to Springfield Primary School so that she could 
appreciate how critical it is to back up the efforts of the principal, teachers, staff, parents and students of this great 
school by providing the appropriate learning facilities that they need and deserve. Urgent funding needs to be 
prioritised for this school and several others in the Hillarys electorate. Our children need and deserve appropriate 
twenty-first century facilities, so that they can continue their wonderful learning. 

WANNEROO AGRICULTURAL SHOW 

Statement by Member for Wanneroo 

MS S.E. WINTON (Wanneroo) [12.55 pm]: The Wanneroo Agricultural Show is the biggest regional show in 
Western Australia after the Royal Show. This year’s show, to be held on 29 and 30 November at the iconic 
Wanneroo Showgrounds, will be the 110th and it was John Forrest who opened the very first one in 1909. I want 
to publicly acknowledge and thank the Wanneroo Agricultural Society management committee, who have been 
working all year to make this year’s show the best ever. I thank the president, Michael Aspinall; secretary, Jan Hacon; 
treasurer, Bev Errington; Vince Berlingeri; Meg Birch; Patrick Burke; Angelo Canzirri; Margaret Cockman; 
Joy Greenhalgh; Graham Gibbs; Rose Marinovich; Sue Omodei; Jenny Pell; Janelle Perkins; Rhonda Marinovich; 
William Fitzgerald; Teresa Livingston; Wanda Longley and Deena Tsalis. Their passion and commitment to our 
agricultural society is extraordinary, and our show’s success is very much because of them. Alongside them are 
many, many volunteers and community groups including Wanneroo Rotary Club, Wanneroo and Joondalup State 
Emergency Service and the 53rd Army Cadets based at Wanneroo Secondary College. Our agricultural sector has 
a long and proud tradition and continues to be a major contributor to the total agricultural production in the Perth 
area, with 38 per cent of Perth’s total production and more than 100 growers employing more than 1 000 people. 
Wanneroo has a bright future in continuing to be an important part of Perth’s food bowl. The Wanneroo Agricultural 
Show is the biggest community event in our annual calendar when we celebrate Wanneroo’s extraordinary 
heritage, showcase the fantastic produce from our local growers and bring the Wanneroo community together like 
no other event. 

KALGOORLIE ELECTORATE 

Statement by Member for Kalgoorlie 

MR K.M. O’DONNELL (Kalgoorlie) [12.56 pm]: Greetings, Madam Deputy Speaker. Mr Allan Pendal has 
recently retired from city council as the Deputy Mayor of the City of Kalgoorlie–Boulder and a long-serving 
councillor. At the 2019 Real Estate Institute of Western Australia awards for excellence, real estate professionals 
who have had outstanding careers were acknowledged. Allan won the Kevin Sullivan memorial award, with 
adjudicators describing him as a man of great integrity. 

Another great achievement goes to the Kalgoorlie Volunteer Fire and Rescue Service for taking out the firefighting 
team achievement award at this year’s WA Fire and Emergency Services awards. The team fought bravely and 
selflessly during the fire season last November to March, and were even deployed to other regional areas for up to 
10 days at a time. 

A total of 29 Kofukan Karate competitors from Australia, with four from the goldfields, competed in two international 
karate competitions in Japan. Australia brought home two second places and seven third places, of which 
Kalgoorlie picked up a second and third place. I would like to congratulate Zachary Malicky, Jeremy Castle, 
Blake Bairstow and Robert Sage for their continued dedication to the sport and for doing well. 

Last Friday, I attended the Western Australia Regional Achievement and Community Awards. Shannon Richards 
of Boulder won the Ricoh Australia customer service award for her outstanding service as customer service team 
leader at Goldfields Oasis. The Shire of Laverton youth services was a finalist for the Department of Local 
Government and Communities. Other Kalgoorlie semi-finalists included Teena Camarata and Dr Ian Kanini. 

Lisa Malicky has just been sworn in as the youngest Deputy Mayor of the City of Kalgoorlie–Boulder. She is 
31 years old. Sorry, Lisa. Lisa started off as the youngest councillor at the age of 19, and I wish her all the best. 
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CLARKSON COMMUNITY HIGH SCHOOL — 2019 GRADUATING CLASS 
Statement by Member for Burns Beach 

MR M.J. FOLKARD (Burns Beach) [12.58 pm]: I rise to recognise the graduating class of 2019 from 
Clarkson Community High School. This group of fine young men and women graduated year 12 last Tuesday 
night. I was privileged to be invited to award some honours on the night. This is a group of fine young adults 
who have been at the school for the past five years. They are part of a group of students that has seen consistent 
improvement of their literacy levels during their time at the school. For the past 10 years, the principal of 
Clarkson Community High School, John Young, has achieved constant improvement in student literacy levels 
across all grades of the school. This is a fantastic achievement for the students, parents, teachers and the leadership 
group for the school. I would like congratulate the school dux, Rhaeleen Hoban-Dyster and the Caltex best 
all-rounder, Viviann Nou. I congratulate Emily Lowry, who was awarded the Edith Cowan University year 12 
achievement award; Zach Smith, for the Department of Education commitment to excellence award; Brandon Talbot 
and Olivia Liddiard for the City of Wanneroo citizenship awards; Jhameika Bradford for the ADF Long Tan award; 
Jordan Tyndall for the VET award; Brandon Willis-Moore for the sportsperson award; Kaiza Metuariki for the 
Christian Porter leadership prize; and Chelsea Archer, Allisha Baker-McCawley, Casey Cole, Duchess Escobido, 
Leandrei Ninel Flores, Bradley Highet, Jaice McGibbon and Shaniqua-Li New-Malone.  

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm 
VISITORS — MOUNT HAWTHORN PRIMARY SCHOOL, 

NORTH PERTH PRIMARY SCHOOL AND 
SAINT MARIA GORETTI’S CATHOLIC SCHOOL 

Statement by Speaker 
THE SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson) [2.00 pm]: Members, on behalf of the member for Perth, I would like to 
welcome to the chamber today student leaders from Mount Hawthorn and North Perth Primary Schools; and, on 
behalf of the member for Belmont, I welcome the grade 6 leadership team and their teachers Melissa and Tiffany 
from Saint Maria Goretti’s Catholic School. 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 
STATE ECONOMY — STAMP DUTY REBATE 

945. Mrs L.M. HARVEY to the Premier: 
I refer to yesterday’s announcement on stamp duty relief. Can the Premier confirm that this rebate is not asset or 
income tested; and, if so, what is the basis for this decision? 
Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
The basis of the decision is that we want to create jobs. I mean, the only people complaining about the announcement 
is the Liberal Party. Members opposite call on us to do something about tax relief, and, when we do, they complain 
about it. We actually have real policies. The policy release yesterday is all about ensuring that we get more jobs in 
the construction sector. The announcement was widely welcomed, as I will discuss in a moment, by the property 
sector. This is about ensuring that we get construction jobs and activity in the property sector, particularly in the 
high employment generating area, which is higher-density development that is multi-tiered. Yesterday, I went to 
a property in the member for South Perth’s electorate. There is a lot of higher density living there; a lot of high-rise. 
A lot of it is very well done, in my opinion. The development that I had a look at yesterday by Stirling Capital was 
very well done. It is a $16 million or $17 million project, with 200 jobs as part of it. We want to bring more of that 
activity forward. We think it is a worthwhile thing to do. Although the benefit to any investor or purchaser is capped 
at $50 000, it can apply to multiple properties across the board. The benefit is capped at $50 000. It will run out at 
that level. If the value of the property would ordinarily attract a duty significantly higher than that, it is capped at 
$50 000. I know that is complex to understand, but most people will get it. 

STATE ECONOMY — STAMP DUTY REBATE 
946. Mrs L.M. HARVEY to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question. Can the Premier confirm that a very, very wealthy individual who purchases an 
apartment for $7 million to $10 million will be eligible to receive the $50 000 rebate? 
Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
I mean, honestly; the Liberal Party is so useless! It is so embarrassing. We are ensuring that there is activity in the 
property sector. We are ensuring that there is a reduction in transfer duty for people who want to buy off the plan. 
If we can bring forward activity via this technique, that is what will happen. Any benefit will be capped at $50 000. 
If a very expensive property is purchased as a consequence of this, the benefit will be capped at $50 000. Again, 
I do not think the opposition gets it. As I said yesterday, I do not think the opposition understands the way it works. 
But, then again, I think that is quite common with the Liberal opposition and the opposition leader—they often do 
not understand complex things. 
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STATE ECONOMY — STAMP DUTY REBATE 

947. Mr D.R. MICHAEL to the Premier: 

Firstly, can I welcome, on behalf of the members for Southern River and Thornlie, the student councillors from 
Wirrabirra Primary School. 

I refer to the excellent announcement yesterday of stamp duty relief for apartments purchased off the plan. How 
has this news been received by the property industry? 

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 

I thank the member for Balcatta. Yesterday, we announced a 75 per cent rebate, capped at $50 000, for the next 
two years for people who purchase apartments off the plan. It will apply whether they are first home buyers or 
established property investors, and whether they are Western Australians or overseas property investors. The response 
from the industry has been extremely encouraging. Yesterday, I read out some very complimentary remarks by 
Cath Hart from the Housing Industry Association. I want to outline to the house now that the remainder of the 
property industry is very excited and thinks it will have a huge impact on confidence and activity in our building 
sector in Western Australia, and also in job creation. 

Paul Blackburne, a well-known builder and investor in Western Australia, whose company Blackburne is doing 
some great developments around the place, had this to say, and I quote — 

“The government’s reduction in stamp duty will absolutely help buyers to make that decision to purchase 
off the plan and downsize, upsize or invest,” … 

“It is one of the most significant initiatives for WA’s economy in 20 years.” 

I repeat—in 20 years. 

I also want to quote Sandra Brewer from the Property Council of Western Australia. I would like to give a shout-out 
to Sandra. Thank you, Sandra. 

A government member: I love you, Sandra! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I like Sandra’s work. Sandra Brewer said this, and I quote — 

“It’s terrific to see the State Government encouraging housing diversity by balancing the mix of infill and 
greenfield development by levelling — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! The Premier is on his feet. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Sandra Brewer from the Property Council said, and I quote — 

“It’s terrific to see the State Government encouraging housing diversity by balancing the mix of infill and 
greenfield development by levelling the policy playing field. Fixing this stamp duty inequity will lead to 
a brighter and less congested future for Perth.” 

The Master Builders Association of Western Australia executive director, John Gelavis, said, and I quote — 

“I think this has come just at the right time for the sector,” … 

Damian Collins from the Real Estate Institute of Western Australia said that it will create more construction jobs. 
Today’s The West Australian said that it was good news. 

The only critics out there are the very sad, morose and unhappy opposition members. They seem to find ways of 
criticising everything and being negative about everything. They criticised the announcement yesterday, just 
because they wanted to be critical. What yesterday showed, and what today shows, is that they do not understand 
the Western Australian economy. They do not have any polices. I have not yet seen a policy document from the 
opposition, in two and a half years. They have not done a policy document in two and a half years. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Day in, day out, the government releases policies and initiatives to create jobs in 
Western Australia. 

Mr A. Krsticevic interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Carine! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The opposition does not do any. Or do they? 

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

Mr M. McGOWAN: Yesterday, we saw the release by the shadow Treasurer of what has been broadly interpreted 
as a policy. That begs the question: why did the opposition leader not launch yesterday’s policy? Why did the 
opposition leader not do it? Why has the opposition leader been sidelined in these things? What was interpreted as 
a policy was 10 paragraphs of thought bubbles by the shadow Treasurer. The opposition and the Liberal Party are 
a policy-free zone—no policies and no ideas. All they do is criticise and carp. The Western Australian community 
can see right through them. 

STATE ECONOMY — STAMP DUTY REBATE 

948. Mr D.C. NALDER to the Premier: 
I refer to the Premier’s announcement yesterday about addressing the crisis in the housing sector.  

Can he confirm that under his plan, a Western Australian purchasing a $620 000 apartment off the plan will receive 
a rebate of just $17 000, while a foreign purchaser of the same property will receive a rebate of $50 000? If so, 
how is that fair?  

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
I do not have the figures in my head but I can confirm that under the changes, it is a 75 per cent reduction in off-the-plan 
purchases in transfer duty and foreign investor surcharge. A foreign investor will always pay significantly more. 
Intellectually, the member for Bateman clearly does not get that. At every single price point, a foreign investor 
will pay more.  

It is interesting that the member raised this because the member for Bateman said yesterday that the foreign investor 
surcharge should be abolished. One day he is saying abolish it and the next day he is saying that we are being too 
generous to foreign property speculators. As I outlined to the house yesterday, foreign property speculators or 
investors get a significant benefit by investing in Western Australia. They get the benefit of low sovereign risk and 
the benefit of all the infrastructure provided by generations of Western Australia that support whatever their 
investment is. Whether they buy a house, a multistorey property, a unit or whatever it is, they get all the benefits 
of the roads, water and electricity and everything else built by generations of Western Australians. We think they 
should pay a premium or an additional amount of money for that. That is our position. The member for Bateman 
said yesterday that he wanted to the get rid of it. The Liberal Party’s position is to get rid of the surcharge on 
foreign property speculators. Our position is that they should pay more. However, we are reducing the burden on 
everyone in multistorey developments, but foreign property investors will always pay more.  

STATE ECONOMY — STAMP DUTY REBATE 

949. Mr D.C. NALDER to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question. Does the Premier no longer stand by his claim that foreign property speculators 
should pay for their fair share of infrastructure, or if he does, why is he giving them massive handouts? This is 
where he is contradicting himself from yesterday’s statement.  

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
It is apparent that the shadow Treasurer does not process information very well. I will give members an example. 
With the 75 per cent rebate on a $700 000 property in a multistorey development, a domestic buyer will pay duty 
of $6 816. A foreign investor will pay $32 240 in duty. By definition, it is $25 000 more.  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Therefore, the shadow Treasurer has just shown himself unfit ever to be Treasurer of 
Western Australia and shows why Colin Barnett and Colin Barnett’s office had such a low opinion of him, as the 
bloke sitting next to him will no doubt attest. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Minister for Mines and Petroleum, I call you to order for the first time.  

NATIONAL RUGBY LEAGUE NINES TOURNAMENT 

950. Mr S.J. PRICE to the Minister for Tourism:  
Before I ask my question, on behalf of the member for Kalamunda, I welcome the representatives from Wheels in 
the gallery this afternoon.  

I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s significant investment in events that drive economic growth across 
WA’s tourism and hospitality sectors and helps to create more local jobs. Can the minister update the house on 
what the National Rugby League Nines tournament will mean for the state’s tourism industry? 
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Mr P. PAPALIA replied: 
I thank the member for his interest in tourism and, I assume, rugby league. I do not know whether he is a rugby 
league fan. However, there are plenty of them in the house. The Deputy Premier is one of the biggest fans in 
Western Australia. It was great when a couple of days ago we began three days of announcements in my portfolios 
and an announcement about the NRL Nines coming to Western Australia next year on 14 and 15 February for an 
extravaganza of Rugby League’s preseason. This is its preseason event. I would speculate that it will be much more 
successful and interesting than the AFLX. This will be a really interesting, good event. In the NRL Nines, all 
16 men’s teams will be represented. Most of the top-end players will be competing and there will be four NRLW 
teams, including the Broncos, the current champions. We can see them at HBF Park, up close and personal, when 
our favourite players will be running around in a really exciting fast-paced novel game. It will be the first time it 
has ever happened in Australia. In the past, the NRL Nines event has happened only in New Zealand. It will be the 
first time it has come to Western Australia. On their own, the players will be making a contribution to tourism. They 
will bring 300 NRL players across for this event. It is a significant event that will make a valuable contribution. It 
will continue to engage with those NRL fans on the eastern seaboard, who watched an opening round doubleheader 
last year at the stadium for which 3 000 visitors came across. Of course, the State of Origin was held this year, 
which gave a spectacular return. I reckon about a quarter of the numbers in the stadium would have been from 
outside Western Australia. They are engaged with Western Australia and they know it is a great place to visit and 
watch their favourite game. Now we can entice them over at an attractive time of the year to watch the preseason 
event—the NRL Nines. It is another great announcement by the McGowan government that will boost tourism 
and fill our hotels, bars, restaurants and cafes. They will get out to the regions and create jobs right across the state.  

GLYPHOSATE 
951. Mr R.S. LOVE to the Premier:  
I refer to comments made by the Labor member for Belmont this morning in this place advocating her latest 
metro-centric policy to ban glyphosate. Is this proposed ban on glyphosate a Labor Party policy; and, if so, what 
evidence has been used to formulate this policy?  
Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
It is a silly question. I was unaware of what the member for Belmont had to say. She is right behind you if you 
want to ask her.  

GLYPHOSATE 
952. Mr R.S. LOVE to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question.  
Several members interjected.  
The SPEAKER: Members!  
Mr R.S. LOVE: I am asking the Premier because I would like know what his government’s position is on the 
continued use of glyphosate and whether he will undertake not to have a kneejerk reaction and seek to ban this 
very important pesticide.  
Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
Roundup or glyphosate is important in the agricultural industry. Obviously, we work with the best of scientific 
authorities to manage any health impacts and make sure there are no health impacts. We do not have any plans to ban it.  
Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Minister for Water! I call you to order for the first time.  

PLANNING REFORM ACTION PLAN 
953. Ms J.J. SHAW to the Minister for Planning: 
Before I begin, can I acknowledge the fantastic women union leaders from the Anna Stewart Memorial Project 
with us today in the house.  
I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s Planning Reform Action Plan, which aims to make the planning 
system easy to understand and ensure that information on planning matters and decisions are communicated 
effectively to the community. Is the minister aware of anyone who is undermining these efforts and creating 
uncertainty within the community about planning decision-making?  
Ms R. SAFFIOTI replied: 
I thank the member for Swan Hills for the question. Of course, planning reform is all about making the system more 
transparent and more efficient, with the aim of creating better places for people to live and making sure that people 
can navigate the planning system in the community. We are progressing a number of key reforms to standardise 
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land-use zones across Western Australia, to make it a more simple and a more efficient development approvals 
process. We want to make sure we develop a planning system that is more transparent that the community can be 
involved in and that we do a good job creating better places to live. What we do not need, of course, are people 
spreading misinformation and mistruths on the planning system. I am afraid that has happened yet again from the 
member for Darling Range.  

Several members interjected.  
Mrs A.K. Hayden interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Darling Range, you did not even need bait on the hook.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: On 30 August 2019, I approved MRS amendment 1343/57—South East and South West Districts 
Omnibus 3, the purpose of which is to update varied zones and reserves in the south east and south west districts. The 
amendment contains 22 separate proposals. As a matter of courtesy, the Western Australian Planning Commission 
notifies local members. It wrote to the member for Darling Range, advising her that submission 1343/57 had gone 
through. What did the local member do? Did she get across the detail and absorb the information? No! She wrote to 
people in Cardup and said, “Sadly, Labor state government minister Rita Saffioti has approved the metropolitan 
region scheme amendment regarding Hopkinson Road in Cardup.” The problem is that she got the wrong MRS! She 
attacked me in a letter she wrote to the community, but she got the wrong MRS. That MRS is still under consideration. 

Ms S.E. Winton interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Wanneroo! 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I received abusive letters and emails, including one from a local resident who wrote, 
“How dare you”. That local resident then wrote back and said, “Sorry, Alyssa Hayden got it wrong.” It is very 
important, when we are talking about planning in the community, to work to get good outcomes and not make 
such a mistake. I hope the member apologises to me and all those community members for making such a bad 
mistake. Another community member wrote and said, “This is what’s happened, minister.” A member of the public 
wrote to me and said, “Alyssa Hayden wrote to us telling us something, but it’s completely wrong.” It is not the 
first time, nor will it be the last time, that the member for Darling Range, in her political way, has tried to attack 
the Labor government without getting across the facts. 

MEDIHOTELS 

954. Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP to the Minister for Health: 
With some indulgence, I recognise the team from my office and volunteers who assisted me significantly during 
the VAD debate. They are Stella Kassiotes; Amanda Burton; Jenny Green, who was recently made a councillor; 
Jill Millman; Gaynor Sanders; Olivia Fortune; and Rob Cooper. They have been a great help to me. 
I refer to the minister’s election commitment to build medihotels and his media statement of more than two years 
ago titled, “Work begins on WA’s first Medihotel”. Can the minister confirm that the medihotel at Fiona Stanley 
Hospital is near completion or is it true that not a single medihotel bed will be delivered in this, his first and only, 
term in government? 

Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members, please! 

Mr R.H. COOK replied: 
I suspect that if the member thinks that this is the only term of this government, he will need even better staff! I am 
glad that he appreciates them, because if he were left on his own, we would see more pathetic questions like this 
one coming up again! 

As the member knows, before we came to government, the former government had been in the process of trying 
to offload a particular parcel of land at Fiona Stanley Hospital called the Murdoch Health and Knowledge Precinct. 
We partnered with one of the private providers at that site and said, “While you’re there, why don’t you look to 
incorporate a medihotel? This is our vision for it. What’s yours?” We have had some really interesting, fruitful and 
productive discussions with the private provider, and it is now going ahead. Having confirmed the development 
application, from what I can understand, the private provider is now charging on. We are actually adding value to 
the precinct by making sure that the medihotel is part of it. We are very pleased to have partnered with the private 
provider. I am sorry that the opposition has seen fit to attack it. 

MEDIHOTELS 

955. Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP to the Minister for Health: 
I have a supplementary question. Will the minister outline to the house when the Joondalup and Royal Perth Hospital 
medihotels will be completed, or are they yet another example of the government’s hollow promises to the people 
of Western Australia that it has no intention of delivering in this term of government? 
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Mr R.H. COOK replied: 
As the member well knows, we are hot on the heels of the issues with the Joondalup hospital redevelopment. With 
the members for Joondalup, Kingsley, Girrawheen and Burns Beach, and other members from our northern 
suburbs, I look forward to announcing the ways forward for Joondalup hospital. They will be good days. The only 
people who do not want the Joondalup hospital redeveloped are those opposite. They are the only people who 
would not come up with a promise at the last election about how to move forward. They are the only people who 
want the people of Joondalup and the northern suburbs to continue to languish with an under-resourced health 
system. We continue to develop the health system in the northern suburbs. Thank goodness for a McGowan Labor 
government! We will make more announcements about rolling out medihotels and our other really important 
election commitments in the coming months. 

GENDER EQUITY 

956. Ms C.M. ROWE to the Minister for Women’s Interests: 
I refer to the McGowan government’s commitment to address gender inequality in Western Australia. Can the 
minister outline how this government is listening to Western Australian women to develop a long-term plan of 
action to improve outcomes for women in all walks of life; and is the minister aware of any barriers to women’s 
full participation across the community? 
Ms S.F. McGURK replied: 
I am very pleased to answer this question and I am very pleased with the member for Belmont’s interest in this 
issue. Members might be aware that we released a three-year report into the status of women in Western Australia. 
It contains a range of more than 200 indicators of how women are faring in this state and provides an important 
snapshot of how we are going. When I look across the chamber now, it is interesting to see the level of interest in 
this issue. The member for Dawesville has just lifted up his head, but apart from that, not one eye is looking at me 
and not one member is listening to this debate. They are all looking at their phones. I know that not many women 
are over there but — 

Point of Order 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Point of order. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Ms S.E. Winton interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Wanneroo, do you have to have a comment on everything? Members, it is a point 
of order. I will hear it in silence. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: The minister is clearly misleading the house with her statement about members on this 
side of the house. She should withdraw those lies that she is making up. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! Start again. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: I said that the minister is obviously misleading the house and she should withdraw her 
statements. 
The SPEAKER: That is not a point of order. We have people who sometimes say that other members are not in 
the house, which is a point of order, but that is not. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 
Ms S.F. McGURK: We know that the Liberal Party’s record on women’s interests is poor, and that is indicated 
by the fact that only three women represent that party on the other side. 
Mr A. Krsticevic interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Carine, I call you to order for the second time. 
Ms S.F. McGURK: The member for Carine would be well placed to listen for once. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: The minister is on her feet. She has something to say. If you want to have something to say, put 
a question up. 
Ms S.F. McGURK: On a range of different issues regarding how women are faring in this state, there are some 
areas in which we are doing well—for instance, on a couple of health indicators. The five-year survival rate for 
women with cancer is more than 91 per cent, which is a fantastic achievement, and since 2002, the number of 
teenage pregnancies in our state has halved. They are some fantastic health indicators. However, on many economic 
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indicators, we are not doing well and Western Australia is at risk of being left behind. Certainly, if it were left to 
members on the other side of the house, we would be left behind. We have the highest gender pay gap in the country, 
at 22 per cent. South Australia and Victoria are both at nine per cent. Reducing that gender pay gap is achievable, 
but we need a specific plan and we need to work hard and put our shoulders to the wheel if we want to effect 
change. Another indicator is the number of women in Parliament, which has not changed in the last 10 years. It is 
about 30 per cent. There is no doubt that this side of the house, the government benches, is doing the heavy lifting. 
Forty-one per cent of government members are women, as distinct from the Liberal Party, which has 17 per cent. 
It is appalling. We had a plan and we debated that plan within our party 25 years ago, in the early 1990s. We decided 
that, in alignment with our values, we wanted more participation of women in representative ranks in our party. 
We changed our rules and the results are now very clear. We are calling on the community and corporate industry 
to do that as well.  

If we look for instance at BHP, we see that it has an ambitious target of employing 50 per cent women by 2025. It 
has a specific target and it will be held to that target, and I applaud it for that. There are some good signs of employers 
in this state doing some good work. They understand that they need to access the full human resource that is the 
women of Western Australia and make sure that they remove the barriers to doing that, and I thank them for that. 
We need to celebrate and acknowledge those changes. 

With respect to the women’s plan, we decided that it was worth going out and asking women throughout 
Western Australia what the issues are for them, not just in a statistical sense, which we have done through the 
“Women’s Report Card”, but also by actually having conversations, and we did that throughout the state. We had 
over 2 000 responses either through surveys or from people attending workshops. We have had some fantastic 
interest in this issue. I look forward to releasing the outcome of that plan from this government early next year. 
There is a lot work to do but I am very proud to be a part of the McGowan government and the Labor Party that 
takes women’s participation and gender equity in our state seriously. 

AGRICULTURAL VEHICLES — PILOT REQUIREMENTS 

957. Mr P.J. RUNDLE to the Minister for Transport: 
I refer to continued confusion in relation to pilot licence requirements for agricultural implements, coupled with 
inconsistent and expensive standards of training being delivered. 

(1) Is the minister confident that the standard of training is meeting expectations and will the minister 
consider exempting those who have not been able to access training, with harvest already underway in 
many areas? 

(2) Will the minister review the training system so that multiple individuals working for a single farming 
entity can all be accredited for the training fee that costs from $1 000 up to $1 500, rather than each having 
to pay that amount? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI replied: 
(1)–(2) I thank the member for the question. There is a lot of the detail in that question, so I will endeavour to get 

back to the member with more detailed information. 

However, this gives me a good opportunity to outline that this morning I addressed the Freight and Logistics 
Council of WA conference, sponsored by the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia 
and the Western Roads Federation. We had a good discussion with a lot of members beforehand about 
some of the issues facing the industry. This particular issue was not raised with me, but one issue that 
has been raised with me quite a lot is the issue of truck-driver training. It has also been raised by the 
Transport Workers’ Union of Australia together with Western Roads Federation. I outlined this morning 
that there is a need in general for industry to embark upon more dedicated training for truck drivers and 
to try to ensure that more people choose this as a career. It is an ageing demographic. The Premier and 
I met with the Western Roads Federation and the TWU about six weeks ago, when they outlined their 
concerns about the level of training in that industry. Since then, the Minister for Education and Training 
has followed up with those organisations. We are looking at having a program to help people to train in 
that industry. It was a really good conference and I wish them all well today. 

On the particular detail in the question, I will get back to the member by next week. The feedback I am 
getting from Main Roads Western Australia is that it is working well with industry and the sector, and we 
really want to make sure that we work well with the farming industry ahead of the harvest this year. 

AGRICULTURAL VEHICLES — PILOT REQUIREMENTS 

958. Mr P.J. RUNDLE to the Minister for Transport: 
I have a supplementary question. Should people be unable to obtain accreditation, does the minister recommend 
that they adopt the approach suggested by Hon Darren West to farmers in Lake Grace on 25 March, which was, 
according to my notes, “If you sneak down a back road, you should be fine”? 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI replied: 
All I know is that Darren is a very good farmer out there; he has worked on the land, he continues to work the land 
and he is very well respected in the farming community. I will not make any particular comment about his 
comment. All I know is that I want to continue to work with the industry to make sure that we work well during 
the upcoming harvest. 
As an industry all up, it was great being at the conference this morning and talking to its many members, outlining 
our great plan when it comes to the Revitalising Agricultural Region Freight Strategy, the secondary freight network, 
the record spending on roads—both metropolitan and regional—that addresses many longstanding concerns, and 
looking at new projects like the Great Northern Highway Bindoon bypass, if only we could get the federal 
government environmental approvals. We are really keen to continue to work to make sure that we improve safety 
on roads by working with industry across the state. 

DEPARTMENT OF MINES, INDUSTRY REGULATION AND SAFETY — REGIONAL JOBS 
959. Mrs R.M.J. CLARKE to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum: 
I note the McGowan government’s goal to create more jobs in our regions. Can the minister explain how the 
Department of Mines, Industry Regulation and Safety is putting more jobs and service delivery into our regions? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON replied: 
I appreciate the question from an active regional member in the member for Murray–Wellington. The Department 
of Mines, Industry Regulation and Safety is not only supporting the creation of jobs in the private sector in regional 
Western Australia that now sees the highest number of people working in the mining industry in the state’s history—
the same number as in 2012—but also looking to see how it can move employment into regional Western Australia 
at the same time within the public sector. 
The Premier recently announced that 10 jobs would be created in Collie through the department moving its 
licensing processing activity to Collie. This is good news. The centre will open in July next year with 10 jobs and 
the capacity to grow that to 20 jobs over time. Importantly, members might like to know how this is being paid 
for. It is being paid for by savings on the current processes for licensing. Historically, these licences were processed 
by labour hire staff. Of course, labour hire staff cost more than public servants. By insourcing this work into the 
department, we have been able to save taxpayers’ money and provide jobs for regional Western Australia. 
My department is leading with other agencies on the process of converting labour hire and outsourced positions to 
direct public service roles. This is not the first occasion on which we have been able to insource work at the 
department and save money. Another example of doing this is with the core library. This is a great example of 
when public servants can provide a high-quality and effective service to the community at a lower cost than under 
the arrangements that we inherited from the former government, and at the same time ensure that we provide 
employment opportunities, in this case in the Collie region while Collie transitions because of the changing nature 
of energy technology. 

TOURISM — VISITOR SPEND 
960. Mrs A.K. HAYDEN to the Premier: 
I would like to — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! I am a man of the people. 
Mrs A.K. HAYDEN: I, too, would like to acknowledge the Perth hills Wheels people here today as a guest of the 
member for Kalamunda and I welcome them to Parliament. 
I refer to the key performance indicators on page 77 of Tourism Western Australia’s annual report. Is the Premier 
aware that the Minister for Tourism missed his target on the visitor spend by $400 million in the last financial year 
and that — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mrs A.K. HAYDEN: — after two years of his government, tourism visitor spend is still well below what this 
government inherited from the previous government? 
Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
There is one thing I am confident in and that is that the Minister for Tourism is attracting more tourists. We have 
more tourists coming in from interstate and overseas than ever before. From memory, we have had a 12 per cent 
jump in international tourists over the course of the last year. Recently, the minister and I went to the airport and 
launched the All Nippon Airways flights from Tokyo. We have had direct flights from Shanghai to Perth start, on 
a trial basis, admittedly, but we are working to make that permanent. We have reopened the eastern states office 
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in Sydney and enormous additional tourism numbers are coming into Western Australia, but the only thing we 
hear from the Liberal Party is complaint. The one thing that is universally acknowledged across the tourism sector in 
Western Australia is that we have a very successful and proactive tourism minister. He has run the quokka strategy—
the quokka strategy is world famous. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: It is. 
Ms L. Mettam interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Vasse! 
Several members interjected. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Who was it? 
Government members: Shawn Mendes. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Shawn Mendes—there you go. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: He is a singer, isn’t he? 
The SPEAKER: He is a cricketer for Sri Lanka, isn’t he? 
Mr M. McGOWAN: He is well known, Mr Speaker! 
Across the board there has been enormous growth in tourism numbers, tourism spend, international flights, 
international visitors, interstate visitors and intrastate visitors all over Western Australia. That is the reality; that is 
a fact. 
Recently I drove to Kalbarri and spent a few days up there with my wife and children. It is a lovely town. The 
number of local and international tourists on Indian Ocean Drive and heading north was absolutely extraordinary. 
At Nature’s Window—I do not know whether members have been there—there was a big line of people lining up 
to get a photo; it must have been 50 or 60-people long. That is what is occurring all over Western Australia with 
tourism numbers. All I know is that the member for Darling Range sometimes gets her facts wrong, and by 
“sometimes” I mean always! Whatever facts or whatever she quotes will no doubt be inaccurate and wrong. 

TOURISM — VISITOR SPEND 
961. Mrs A.K. HAYDEN to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question. Given the Premier’s election commitment that every part of government will 
have to meet key performance indicators, what will the repercussions be for the Minister for Tourism failing on 
his own KPIs? 
Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
That is, again, a misunderstanding of government policies. I just want to outline this: if anyone goes to any aspect 
of the hospitality, liquor, small bar, tourism, and racing industries, they will find universal respect for the Minister 
for Tourism; Racing and Gaming. He is proactive and gets things done. That is widely, widely acknowledged. The 
only critic—I must say the criticisms today have been very, very sad—is the Liberal Party. It criticised a tax cut 
we launched yesterday. It does not actually have any policies of its own. It classes as a policy 10 paragraphs in 
a poorly written column in the newspaper, launched by the shadow Treasurer who probably did not even inform 
the Leader of the Opposition before it was written! That is now classed as the policy process of the opposition. It 
does not have one policy out there. People have nothing to read about what it stands for. There is nothing on its 
website. There is nothing anywhere. All members opposite do is sit there; they do not do any work on anything. 
In opposition, we used to have a program of shadow ministers, opposition spokespeople, actually writing policies, 
but they all sit around and drink coffee all day and do not do anything. The reason they do not do anything is they 
are not up to doing anything! Lazy, useless, hopeless, ill-informed—that is what you are. 
Mr A. Krsticevic interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Carine! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I was in the Parliament with people like Richard Court. They were driven and they actually 
worked. Members opposite have no work ethic and no ability. They have no ability to ever form a government again. 

WATER CORPORATION — WATERWISE STRATEGY 
962. Mr M. HUGHES to the Minister for Water: 
I refer to meteorology predictions for a hotter than average summer for Perth. 
(1) How is the McGowan government addressing the impacts of reduced rainfall due to climate change? 
(2) What strategy is the government putting in place to conserve water? 
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Mr D.J. KELLY replied: 
I thank the member for Kalamunda for the question. 
(1)–(2) As part of National Water Week this week, we had a presentation from Neil Bennett. As people would 

know, he is an icon of the Bureau of Meteorology. He gave a presentation to staff at the Water Corporation 
about the prospects for the weather going forward. The presentation was quite sobering. There has already 
been a 15 per cent decline in rainfall in the south west and Perth since the 1970s. Our winters are getting 
drier and our summers are getting hotter. There is a further prediction of a six per cent decline in rainfall 
by 2030. It is predicted that the number of days over 35 degrees will increase from 28 to 36, so there is 
no doubt that climate change is having a very significant impact on Perth’s weather. 
What we have done since we came to government is take a range of actions around the state. One thing 
we have done with respect to Perth’s water supply is to get government, industry and community groups 
into the tent to work up Perth’s first waterwise strategy. It is a two-year action plan, outlining 38 different 
measures that will be taken, in conjunction with industry, to deal with the impact of climate change on 
Perth’s water supply. The really impressive thing about this plan is that we are trying to not only conserve 
water, but also ensure that Perth remains a green, liveable city. We now know that it is not a choice 
between concrete or lawn; we can actually have a really pleasant and liveable city and be waterwise at 
the same time. 
A key target we have set for 2030 is to reduce water use in Perth from 126 kilolitres per person per year 
to 110 kilolitres per person per year. Most people have no idea how much water they use. The average 
water use in Perth per person per day is 340 litres. If we could get that down to 300 litres per person 
per day, we would save enough water to fill Optus Stadium 32 times. 

Mr S.A. Millman: It is a great stadium. 
Mr D.J. KELLY: It is a great stadium. It would look great filled up with water 32 times! 
Members will remember that the first desalination plant was built with a capacity of 50 billion kilolitres. The 
saving we are aiming for here would save 32 billion kilolitres. That is very significant. 
We are going to introduce a showerhead swap program for Perth and a $100 rebate for people who want to get 
a plumber to audit their house and to fix up their plumbing and toilet leaks, because we know how much water 
that would save. 
Tanya Steinbeck, the CEO of the Urban Development Institute of Australia, has endorsed the plan. We know 
that if we are to continue to build Perth as a waterwise city, we need to talk and work with industry. Josh Byrne, 
a well-known environmental consultant, and 200 stakeholders were involved in putting this plan together. We have 
done the work and we take this issue seriously. Contrast that with members opposite. When they were in 
government, they made the bold and ridiculous claim that they had droughtproofed Perth. That claim was made 
by the Minister for Water, the Leader of the Nationals WA, and repeated by the member for Riverton when he was 
Treasurer. In his budget speech, he claimed that his government had droughtproofed Perth. Without doubt, they 
were the worst government we have ever had in the last 20 years when it came to dealing with the issue of climate 
change and with very serious water issues we have in Perth going forward. I really want to commend the 
departments, industry and community groups that have come together to put this two-year plan in place. I look 
forward to working with them to see it implemented. 

SMALL BUSINESS — ANTISOCIAL BEHAVIOUR 
963. Mrs A.K. HAYDEN to the Minister for Small Business: 
I refer to the revelation that Mecca Cosmetica in the Hay Street Mall will close its doors because of antisocial 
behaviour in the heart of our city. How many small businesses have to close before the minister starts taking action 
on this antisocial and homeless epidemic that is affecting businesses in our CBD? 
Mr P. PAPALIA replied: 
I have received an extraordinary series of questions. One member appended blame to me for the key performance 
indicators that Tourism WA had set itself with regard to visitor spend, when we have the highest visitor numbers 
in history, with visitors spending more than ever in a leisure market that we never had under the previous 
government. That came out in one of the questions. Now I have received a question about a shop that has closed 
in one street and moved to another street. I do not have my finger on the pulse of the individual retail outlets on 
a street in the city. I am informed by a couple of members—obviously, the member for Perth knows it intimately, 
as does the Minister for Transport—that it has shut and has moved to Murray Street. 
Mrs A.K. Hayden: There are two different stores. 
Mr P. PAPALIA: I assume the business has done that because it believed there was value in retaining its outlet 
in a different location. Maybe it got a better figure. 
Mrs A.K. Hayden interjected. 
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The SPEAKER: Member for Darling Range!. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: Maybe it had proximity to better footfall and passing traffic. I do not know the business plan 
at that level of its business. 

Ms L. Mettam interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Vasse, you sound like the member for Darling Range. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: What I do know is that the government has fixed the state’s finances. As a consequence, there 
is optimism everywhere in Western Australia. There is optimism in every sector of business, including in tourism, 
and people are optimistic. They are talking about investment opportunities. People in the commodity sector are 
talking about investment opportunities, and they are coming to fruition. 

Mr A. Krsticevic interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Carine! 

Mr P. PAPALIA: People know that the construction industry is getting a boost from yesterday’s announcement 
by the state government. The defence sector knows that we are advocating for it. The education sector knows that 
we are advocating for it. There is reason for optimism everywhere in Western Australia, with the exception of 
a little pocket of pessimism and negativity on the other side of the chamber, where everything is always bad. 

Mr A. Krsticevic interjected. 

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

Mr P. PAPALIA: Regardless of what it is, it is bad, and members opposite are talking down our state. I wish they 
would stop it, because that is the worst thing they can do for small business or any business. 

SMALL BUSINESS — ANTISOCIAL BEHAVIOUR 

964. Mrs A.K. HAYDEN to the Minister for Small Business: 
I have a supplementary question. It is obvious that the Minister for Small Business knows absolutely nothing about 
Mecca Cosmetica. I suggest that he go downtown and look at the different stores. What is the point of the minister’s 
Make a Small Change advertising campaign, which lasts only a few days, if the epidemic of antisocial behaviour 
impacting small businesses right now in our CBD is not being addressed? 

Mr P. PAPALIA replied: 
That is a completely different question. Nevertheless, I am happy that it was asked after the appalling comments 
made by the member about the Make a Small Change campaign. We launched the campaign this morning at 
a brilliant small business in Victoria Park, with the support of a number of other people across the small business 
sector. I sought a comment from the Small Business Commissioner after I saw comments from the member saying 
that the campaign we helped launch this morning was a pathetic, token effort. I sought a comment from David Eaton, 
the Small Business Commissioner of Western Australia. He is respected by everyone across the small business 
sector. He said — 

As per your request, below are a few dot points on the Small Change campaign. 

• The Small Change campaign is a grassroots initiative driven by a collaboration between (Small Business 
Friendly) Local Governments and … the SBDC. 

• The Campaign aligns with Small Business Day (Sat 26 October) and is strongly supported by the 
Kitty Prodonovich, CEO of Regional Chambers of Commerce And Industry: 

• Local governments participating in this initiative include: 

• in the electorate of Darling Range: 

I do not know why he put that in there; perhaps it was because he was prompted — 

• City of Armadale; and 

• Shire of Serpentine–Jarrahdale 

They are both participating in the campaign deemed to be pathetic by the member — 

• as well as of the Cities of: 

• Joondalup, Wanneroo, Stirling 

• Canning, Melville, Cockburn, Fremantle 

Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the House, you will be Leader of the Opposition. 
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Mr P. PAPALIA: Thirty councils across the state are participating in this campaign. They are supportive of it. 
The commissioner stated — 

• Everyone is welcome to jump on board the campaign; and 

• I would encourage all members of Parliament to support the local businesses make a small change 
today and every day. 

The member should stop talking down the state and small business. Perhaps she is doing so because she is envious 
of small business operators who are successful. I do not know. All I would ask is that she stop talking down the 
state of Western Australia and start supporting small business in this state. 

Tabling of Paper 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Mr Speaker, the minister appeared to be quoting from an official document. I ask him to 
table it. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: It is an email from the Small Business Commissioner. I actually read it in full, so there is nothing 
else to table. I will give it to him if he wants. 

[See paper 2964.] 

The SPEAKER: That is the end of question time. 

JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 

Inquiry into the Corruption and Crime Commission’s Oversight of Police Misconduct Investigations — 
Statement by Speaker 

THE SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson) [2.55 pm]: The Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime 
Commission has resolved to inquire into the CCC’s oversight of police misconduct investigations. In particular, 
the committee will consider — 

(1) The nature and prevalence of allegations of excessive use of force by WA police officers. 

(2) Circumstances in which allegations of excessive use of force are investigated internally by 
WA Police. 

(3) Circumstances in which allegations of excessive use of force are investigated and/or oversighted 
by the Corruption and Crime Commission. 

(4) The Corruption and Crime Commission’s “active oversight” policy and its adequacy in dealing 
with allegations of excessive use of force. 

(5) The nature of sanctions for excessive use of force allegations which are substantiated. 

The committee will report by 25 June 2020. 

RAILWAY (METRONET) AMENDMENT BILL 2019 

Third Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MS J.J. SHAW (Swan Hills) [2.57 pm]: It is a pleasure to speak during the final stage of the bill implementing 
legislative authority for the construction of the Morley–Ellenbrook railway line. What a significant day it is for 
the people of Ellenbrook. It is so exciting. This project will finish the town centre for the people of Ellenbrook, 
delivering vibrant commercial precincts and additional forms of housing. It will finally finish all the beautiful 
villages that constitute Ellenbrook. A considerable amount of work has been done to deliver this project, keeping 
in mind that when the McGowan government was elected, absolutely nothing had been done on this project. So 
many people in Ellenbrook realise and appreciate that the promise was broken so many times. 

From a standing start, we have commenced the earthworks for the project by relocating the telecommunications 
tower at the train station site in the heart of Ellenbrook just behind Charlie Gregorini Memorial Park as part of the 
new Lord Street project, which includes the creation and duplication of the dual carriageway. The preliminary 
earthworks have also been completed for the rail project. The planning changes required through Henley Park 
in order to facilitate the delivery of the rail line have been done. Geotechnical assessments, environmental 
assessments and design and engineering assessments are underway. Over the past two years, the minister 
announced a series of tender awards for detailed planning, design and engineering to complete the detailed business 
case. Noise assessments are underway. All sorts of work has been progressed following the fact that we came from 
a complete standing start. 

As part of the delivery of the Morley–Ellenbrook railway line, we have engaged the community at every step of 
the way. I have been so pleased to participate in so many of those consultation processes.  
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I would like to thank all the people of Ellenbrook who came to the community forums. Nearly 2 000 people in the 
community completed the survey that was issued asking them what they wanted from the Morley–Ellenbrook 
railway line. As I say, this will complete the town centre. It will complement many other aspects of Metronet that 
this government is delivering for the people of Ellenbrook. The new Lord Street Park ‘n’ Ride facility will open 
in two weeks at the intersection of Gnangara Road and Drumpellier Drive, or new Lord Street, where there used to 
be two-and-a-half-kilometre-long traffic jams. We have fixed that for the people of Ellenbrook. We have introduced 
a 355 bus service that links Ellenbrook to Whitfords. It gives people an east–west option and cuts the trip time from 
95 minutes to 44 minutes. It allows people to access education, employment and health opportunities in Joondalup 
and also the Joondalup rail line. We have also increased the frequency of the services connecting Ellenbrook to 
Midland, which allows people to access St John of God Midland Public Hospital and the Midland rail line. It 
allows people to get to the commonwealth and community services that they so desperately need. This project 
complements all those other infrastructure and transport projects that our community deserves. 

It is genuinely a pleasure to speak to this bill to acknowledge that this government is delivering a flagship 
commitment to the people of Ellenbrook. We are delivering local construction jobs; supporting the housing sector 
with the delivery of the Hesperia precinct; supporting the construction industry with the delivery of the railway 
line itself; and delivering railcar manufacturing to the Midland workshops, which is long overdue and will bring 
meaningful manufacturing employment back to the people of the north-east corridor. We are designing a community 
that people want, in consultation—in lock step—with that community. We are finally providing the services and 
facilities that Ellenbrook needs and deserves, and we are doing it in a thorough, purposeful, methodological and 
sensible manner. We are delivering it in a financially responsible way without the need to sell Western Power. 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan — Minister for Transport) [3.01 pm] — in reply: I rise to conclude the debate 
on the Railway (METRONET) Amendment Bill 2019, which will facilitate the Ellenbrook rail line. Firstly, I thank 
everyone for their contributions, particularly at the consideration in detail stage. I want to recap many of the key 
points that were addressed during consideration in detail. This rail line has been much discussed in broad terms 
for many years, but today we went through it in a little more detail. I thank the member for Swan Hills for her third 
reading contribution in which she summarised the achievements we have already made in only two and a half 
years, which is — 

Ms J.J. Shaw: Quite an achievement, minister. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is quite incredible when we think about it. 

I want to recap a couple of issues. First of all, I will refer to the consultation. The member for Swan Hills 
mentioned—I did not make this point during the consideration in detail stage—the forum we held in Ellenbrook 
last year that kicked off the public consultation on this rail line. At the time, we highlighted the planning process 
that was well underway for the Ellenbrook rail line. We got a lot of feedback on the route and also on the facilities 
and the style of stations that people want. As part of this project—it was outlined by the member for Swan Hills—
we will continually engage on the amenities and services to be provided at those train stations. Every train station 
will be different in its nature and how it interrelates with the community, and I will go through them all. We want 
all of them to have very good access, whether it be car parks, bus feeder services, or pedestrian and cycling 
infrastructure. We will look at all those different aspects in the design of the stations. 

I will go through some of the issues raised during the debate. The member for Nedlands asked some good 
engineering questions, which is always good. 

Mr T.J. Healy: That was an exciting part of the debate! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I quite liked the curvature of the discussion; it was quite interesting. Of course, in assessing 
rail lines, we have to make sure that we never make any very hard right or hard left turns. 

I will go through some of the issues. The Ellenbrook centre train station has been identified for a number of years. 
We are working to deliver the train station in that area. Specific consultation is underway with Ellenbrook Christian 
College. It has been aware for many years that its oval lies partly over the easement for the public transport corridor. 
I remember that it was first raised with me by people at the college about eight or nine years ago when I was in 
opposition. Of course, the current college administration has picked up this issue after many years. There is good 
engagement with Ellenbrook Christian College to ensure that it has access to its oval, some of which was relocated 
as part of the bus rapid transit project. That engagement is ongoing to ensure that the college has really good access 
to its oval. That is something that the Metronet team is doing. 

As the member for Swan Hills outlined, last year we had a really good initial consultation forum in the theatre that 
was attended by a lot of people. One of the big things that I took away from it was the level of excitement at the 
fact that this was being realised after it had been talked about for so long and that we were in government and we 
were planning it. The feedback I get from people is that they are glad that they have a government that is delivering 
on that commitment. That forum really kicked off our public consultation in government, after we had undertaken 
a number of forums when we were in opposition. 



 [ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 24 October 2019] 8377 

 

Further south, there is the Henley Brook area. As we have said, there will be some space there for the storage of 
trains. We also want to be able to build a Henley Brook train station in the future. That may be looked at in the 
future. It is not currently in the plans, but we believe that the Morgan Fields subdivision in Henley Brook, together 
with the planning that is underway for the rest of the Henley Brook urban area, will see up to 30 000 people in that 
district alone. We are making sure that we can facilitate that prospect in the future. 

As part of the planning, we will look at noise attenuation. Because the line will be predominantly on the west side 
of Drumpellier Drive, apart from when it crosses Drumpellier Drive and Gnangara Road, we think we can manage 
the noise issues. Of course, the relevant noise walls will be built where required. 

Even further south, there is the growing residential development of Brabham. That development has been undertaken 
by both the private sector and the Department of Communities. I think there was a sod turning for the Brabham 
joint venture development a few weeks ago, which I unfortunately could not attend. Again, it is a significant new 
housing development that will feed into the Whiteman Park train station. Dayton also continues to grow. Its 
development is probably a little more advanced than Brabham’s. It continues to see significant housing development. 
The Whiteman Park train station is a very exciting train station. It will take international and interstate visitors and 
Western Australians to the front door of Whiteman Park. We will work with the local community and the volunteer 
groups on linking their exhibits and the train rides in the park to the Whiteman Park train station. It is an intermodal 
shift, but it is very exciting. I know that the volunteers are very excited by it. We just need to sit down and formalise 
the arrangement. The whole idea is that families and young kids will be able to catch the train to the door of 
Whiteman Park, and get off and catch the little train into the playground and other areas. Whiteman Park has 
been given a number of awards in recent years for its tourism promotion. As I have said, this government funded 
Pia’s Place nature playground. That is an all-access playground that has been long wanted. Whitman Park is 
continuing to grow and evolve. It is a great place for people in the northern corridor and across the northern suburbs. 
That train station will be absolutely incredible. It will draw visitors and families to Whiteman Park in record numbers. 

The Ellenbrook line will then go through the Bennett Springs cell, as I call it. As has been outlined, it will impact 
some private properties. All those landowners have been notified that we are planning this rail line in their area. 
They may not all be directly impacted by the corridor, but they have all received notification. We intend to work 
with those landowners over the coming months. 

[Quorum formed.] 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: As outlined by the member for Nedlands during consideration in detail, we have written to some 
of the affected landowners in Bennett Springs to alert them to the route alignment. We are continuing to work with 
some of those landowners to try to minimise the impact on home structures in that area. Many of the landowners 
also see this as an exciting opportunity to develop land that they have long wanted to develop. As I said to the 
member for Nedlands, as part of that, we are looking at planning for the Marshall Road–Bennett Springs area. We 
believe that some of the uncertainty that has plagued that area for many years in relation to buffers can be 
addressed. We just need to work through all those issues with the relevant landowners. 

The rail line will then go into the Marshall Road land. We have talked about that. We are continuing to discuss the 
location of the proposed sporting complex, and to work with the Department of Sport and Recreation. We also 
want to continue to work with the City of Swan—if it wants to work with us. The new Mayor of the City of Swan 
is very keen to continue to work with the state government to improve infrastructure in that area. I hope the 
majority of the council will take a positive and proactive approach to infrastructure in that area. I hope it will not 
let some of the negative forces take over the City of Swan, and that it basically alienates itself from the process 
and is seen in the eyes of the public as opposing the Ellenbrook rail line. I hope that does not happen in that area. 

The rail line will then cross, in a sense, Beechboro Road North, which has basically changed in nature because of 
NorthLink, to arrive at the new Malaga station. Malaga station will have a significant Park ‘n’ Ride facility, because 
it will be a significant catchment station for Ballajura, Bennett Springs and the Malaga industrial area, and also 
for a lot of suburbs along Alexander Drive, including Landsdale, Alexander Heights and Girrawheen, and also 
Marangaroo, as I recall. 

We understand that Malaga station will service that entire community. As part of the operational plan, we will 
also look at the types of bus services that will be provided. The idea is that shuttle buses will service the suburb 
and bring people to and from the station. That will be a bit of a challenge, because of the significant infrastructure 
such as NorthLink, which surrounds this station. We will be working to see how the new infrastructure along 
Marshall Road will connect with the road, pedestrian and cycling connections into the new station. Another 
constraint is the high-voltage transmission lines in that area. I noted that this was a 30-hectare area. It is actually 
70 hectares. Malaga station will be an exciting new precinct for the entire area. It already has the appropriate urban 
zoning, as I recall. It will feed into the Malaga employment area, and also service the Bennett Springs, Ballajura 
and wider Alexander Drive communities. 

The line will then go under the southbound carriageway of NorthLink, through the median along Tonkin Highway, 
and stop at Benara Road and the new Noranda station. That has been welcomed by the community. We are working 
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with local residents on some of the amenity impacts. The member for Morley has been very closely involved and 
is helping with the dialogue with the local community about the location of car parks and how the station will be 
positioned. A specific group has been set up involving the member for Morley to ensure that we engage really well 
with the local Noranda community and get a really good station precinct in that area. 
The line will then continue further south to the new Morley station. That is also welcomed by the community in 
general. It will provide great connectivity to Morley Galleria Shopping Centre and assist with some of the traffic 
issues. The great aspect of the new Morley station is that it will not be landlocked or lack permeability into the 
wider suburbs. It will service suburbs both east and west of Tonkin Highway. It will also have great connectivity 
to Broun Avenue for cars and buses, and for walking and cycling. It will provide a transit node that will connect 
to Morley Galleria through buses. That will help decongest the area around Morley Galleria and facilitate further 
redevelopment. I think it will work as a really good station. I have talked to some of the locals in the area. There 
is a level of excitement from the business owners and landowners and the wider community about this new access 
along Tonkin Highway. 
The Ellenbrook rail line will then go south and feed into Bayswater station. Planning is being done for the Bayswater 
station redevelopment to facilitate the Forrestfield–Airport Link and the Ellenbrook line, and forward works will 
be underway very soon. As we have outlined, it will be a two-platform station, one to facilitate the rail link to 
Ellenbrook, and the other to facilitate the rail link to Midland and Forrestfield. As we know, the Forrestfield dive 
structure will come out to the east of the new station. The rail bridge will be lifted to provide greater clearance. The 
aim of the Bayswater station redevelopment is not only to improve the infrastructure to facilitate the Ellenbrook, 
Forrestfield and Midland lines, but also to generate activity. A lot of planning is being undertaken by the City of 
Bayswater to redevelop that area and it has put forward its own structure plan for the area. We want to work 
with the City of Bayswater through the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority to pick up many of the ideas put 
forward by the City of Bayswater and have that redevelopment scheme. The Department of Communities, a big 
landowner in that area, is keen to do some revitalisation and refurbishment of its properties. We also want to assist 
landowners who want to develop. I think we will see not only a really good transport precinct and major hub where 
the Forrestfield–Airport Link will connect Bayswater together with Ellenbrook, but also there will be a lot of new 
activation supporting the old High Street, King William Street, working well with the community facilities owned and 
run by the City of Bayswater. We have had a very good relationship with the City of Bayswater. It has been very clear 
about wanting to be very involved in talking to the community about how the planning should look around this new 
station and this area and about looking at a core of activity, while allowing single residential zoning to continue, as was 
the case, without impacting on the heritage or the more historical parts of the area. We are very keen to facilitate that. 
I know our very good relationship with the City of Bayswater will continue in the future because we both want the 
same thing. We want preservation of much of the amenity of the area, with the understanding that we can improve 
the local precinct by some really sound development and improved transport infrastructure into Bayswater. 
This project will be delivered in three parts. We will do that because we want to capitalise and ensure we have 
value for money. Bayswater station will be redeveloped as part of the Forrestfield–Airport Link, so, of course, we 
will be also building Ellenbrook station. We will try to get value for money and reduce disruption. In any particular 
space, we will try to undertake all the work we need to so that we are not going backwards and forwards creating 
a lot of disruption and undermining value for money. 
As I said, the forward works for the Bayswater station project will commence very soon. Approximately eight kilometres 
of Tonkin Highway will be rebuilt, including new bridges. Depending on the successful contractor, the Tonkin Highway 
corridor works up to Malaga will be done as part of that contract. We have brought forward the Tonkin Highway 
gaps work so that we can facilitate the Ellenbrook rail line and make sure we get value for money and a smart 
process. On the rest of the Ellenbrook rail line, pretty much the rail infrastructure and civil works from Malaga 
through to Ellenbrook will be part of the last contract. 
The member for Bateman questioned the process. As I said, it is not unusual to bring in legislation before business 
cases are developed. Rail, unlike roads, needs enabling legislation, but even when building a billion-dollar road 
like NorthLink, we did not go through this process because it did not require specific parliamentary approval. 
We have worked really hard with Infrastructure Australia. My outstanding concern, not for my transport projects 
because we have an established process and we are going through all of that, is that in the future, the IA process 
probably needs to be a little more streamlined and not cause so many months of work and cost millions of dollars of 
consultancy work. I again put on record that some of the federal government time frames given for environmental 
approvals were simply too long. The federal agencies do not have the resources to, first of all, meet their statutory 
time frames. As I said, there are three key parts: meeting statutory time frames, delivering in an appropriate time 
frame and making the right decisions. Unless we can have people on the ground in WA to physically see the 
affected areas, we will see, and we have seen, some bad decisions. This is not to diminish in any way the role of 
the environmental agencies or the level of environmental protection of our work. It is about understanding that if 
bad decisions are made, it will not help protect the environment in the longer term, because the confidence in the 
system is undermined. We will stay on the case of seeking more resources from the federal government agencies 
to help get our projects on the ground, get the jobs and deliver the infrastructure. 
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I could not be more excited and more proud to have brought this legislation into this place. I wish the bill well as 
it travels through the upper house. It is something that I have been absolutely passionate about from day one. It is 
a result of a lot of campaigning and a lot of work and, in government, millions of dollars’ worth of work with hundreds 
of people working on it, throwing every resource we could to get this project done. We gave a commitment to the 
people in that corridor and there is no way we will let them down. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 

APPROPRIATION (RECURRENT 2017–18) SUPPLEMENTARY BILL 2018 
APPROPRIATION (CAPITAL 2017–18) SUPPLEMENTARY BILL 2018 

Second Reading — Cognate Debate 

Resumed from 31 October 2018. 

MRS R.M.J. CLARKE (Murray–Wellington) [3.26 pm]: I stand to contribute to the appropriation supplementary 
bills of 2018. Having now passed the halfway point of the term, I would like to highlight some of the McGowan 
government’s achievements throughout my electorate of Murray–Wellington. It has been my absolute pleasure to 
see the many terrific communities throughout my electorate thrive and overcome challenges in the past years. 
Investments have been made in a number of important areas, improving lives for those in our regions. These 
include maintenance programs for all our schools and hospitals across the electorate, looking after local contractors 
and creating jobs in the regions. 

I would like to talk now about a few of the towns and projects that have happened throughout my electorate of 
Murray–Wellington. The beautiful town of Dwellingup is currently planning for its future as a major tourism hub 
for the Peel region. Already a popular camping and tourism spot over summer, increasing tourism opportunities 
for the area will help diversify the local economy and bring economic growth to the area. Small projects to attract 
more visitors to the area are already underway with a new skate park and pump track opened in April this year 
after receiving state government funding through Lotterywest. It is exciting see these projects take place and I look 
forward to seeing Dwellingup transform into a tourism hub. 

North Dandalup recently celebrated its 170th anniversary with a family fun day well supported by the community 
of North Dandalup. Special thanks go to Sheree Chapman and the North Dandalup community group for putting 
on a great day. The North Dandalup station is receiving a major upgrade to encompass disability access for the 
Australind and other train services. Cookernup is the next station to be upgraded and is currently under construction. 
Yarloop station is complete and these types of upgrades, funded by the McGowan government, make a huge 
difference to the lives of communities along the rail network in Murray–Wellington. 

In Pinjarra, aged care has received a boost with Bedingfeld Park receiving $2 million from the state government 
towards the construction of a 25-bed dementia and high-care wing. 

The construction of this wing is incredibly important for Pinjarra and the greater Peel region because it will reduce 
the strain on the services available in the area for dementia patients and those with high-care needs. It will also 
provide local jobs in both construction and aged care. Pinjarra is also getting its own men’s shed. A recent 
Lotterywest grant will allow the Pinjarra Community Men’s Shed to build a new facility. I have been meeting 
regularly with the Pinjarra men’s shed since it formed last year, and it is fantastic to see how fast this project has 
progressed. We will officially open the men’s shed on 1 November, which is testament to the outpouring of 
community support for this much-needed facility in Pinjarra. 

There is so much happening in the Pinjarra industrial park with the recent announcement that Western Power’s 
new Pinjarra depot will incorporate the Waroona and Mandurah depots, creating local jobs during construction 
and giving Western Power workers a significant work depot. The Pinjarra bus depot, which will house buses from 
Mandurah, will also be constructed using local workers and contractors. 

North of Pinjarra in nearby Nambeelup, construction is underway at Peel Business Park with local company 
Wormall Civil undertaking earthworks at the site. The state government has invested more than $45 million in 
the business park, which, once finished, will create thousands of local jobs and bring in around $1 billion each 
year for the Western Australian economy. This is a transformative project for the region, providing much-needed 
job diversification. 

Adjacent to the business park, the Australian-first Bushfire Centre of Excellence will be built. The $18 million 
facility will provide training and support to firefighters from across the state and improve the delivery of bushfire 
management practices. Local communities in the area know all too well the devastation that bushfires can cause 
so progressing with the Rural Fire Division and locating the Bushfire Centre of Excellence within the region will 
provide great benefits to the area. 

Community-based projects are the focus in Waroona and Preston Beach. Waroona Family Services, in conjunction 
with the community resource centre, had a very successful mobile food bank visit to Waroona to ensure that those 
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disadvantaged had the opportunity to purchase quality parcels of food for very little cost. This was so successful 
it will now happen on the first Thursday of each month to assist the community. I congratulate Sarah Robertson 
and Debbie Murray on their passion for community engagement and ensuring those needing help have somewhere 
to go to and someone to listen to their needs. Well done, Sarah and Debbie. 
For years, the Waroona Community Men’s Shed has had to share facilities with the Waroona Agricultural Society, 
meaning that every time the society needs the shed, it had to move out all the men’s shed equipment. With help 
from a $100 000 state government grant, the group has been able to fund the build of a new shed to provide more 
suitable facilities for men. This may be seen as a small task, but the difference it will make for the community is 
huge. The Waroona men’s shed has been completed and the official opening will happen later this year or in the 
new year. 
Along the coast in Preston Beach, the local progress association has been busy for the last few years working 
towards an upgrade of the Preston Beach Community Hall. At over 20 years old, it was realised that the hall was no 
longer meeting the community’s needs as it had grown into the town’s central hub. Everything from Australia Day 
lunches to AFL grand final parties take place at the hall, and with the state government contributing more than 
$500 000 towards upgrades, the progress association was able to expand on its original plans and undertake a full 
redevelopment of the hall. The Preston Beach Community Hall had its official opening in September this year 
and, again, it is testament to the community engagement and contribution to its completion. I commend the 
Preston Beach Progress Association for the effort it has put in to making the redevelopment happen. This is 
a community that I am so proud to be a part of. 
Sitting between Waroona and Harvey are two small towns that are very special to me. The first, Yarloop, has gone 
through an incredible few years following its devastation in early 2016. Every time I visit the town, I am inspired 
by the spirit of the local community and heartened to see new buildings and homes going up. The new community 
centre, which was completed with government assistance of $1.75 million and retains the now famous town hall 
facade, will soon join the fire station and train station as community facilities that have been rebuilt or upgraded 
since the fires. The official opening of this magnificent facility will be in November this year. Again, it is a great 
outcome for the tightknit community of Yarloop, which is there for each other and everyone always. With student 
numbers at Yarloop Primary School increasing every year, there is a bright future for the town. 
Nearby Cookernup, which has had its own challenges to overcome as a result of the 2016 fires, has shown time 
and again that it is a strong community that will fight for its recognition. Last year saw the opening of a new 
kitchen in the community hall, an asset used on a weekly basis by various groups for Watch Out Wednesday, and 
the long overdue placement of town signs along South Western Highway. Then there was the campaign to end all 
campaigns. Cookernup local Jac Taylor took up the challenge to have the postcode reinstated, which was taken 
away from Cookernup many years ago. To the success of the passionate community engagement and a big effort 
from Mark McGowan stepping in and contacting Australia Post, we as a collective effort, were able to convince 
Australia Post that Cookernup’s postcode of 6219 was essential to give back the identity of this great town. 
Alongside Australia Post, we were pleased to announce, on Cookernup’s 125th anniversary in August this year, 
that for the first time in Australia Post’s history, it had reinstated the postcode. This was one of the best campaigns 
ever run. It has had such a positive outcome and made a great difference to the town’s sense of identity. 
Harvey has so much going for it, with Harvey Beef celebrating 100 years of operation and the Harvey Bowling 
Club receiving funding for upgrades to its facilities. The fantastic and historical 10th Light Horse Bridle Trail, 
which takes in gorgeous forest throughout the greater Harvey region, was reopened with funding by the McGowan 
government. Education has been the focus in Harvey. I recently visited Harvey Primary School with the Premier 
to open its new science lab, which was funded through the McGowan government’s science in schools program. 
This lab has allowed the school to significantly expand its science, technology, engineering and mathematics 
program. It ties in well with existing programs at the school, such as the school garden. Harvey Primary has also 
recently been allocated an extra education assistant. Harvey Senior High School has received an additional 
Aboriginal and islander education officer. Sport is important to those in Harvey, similar to most country towns.  
[Quorum formed.] 
Mrs R.M.J. CLARKE: As with most country towns, sport is important. With more women taking up football, 
particularly across the south west, it was great to see the Harvey Bulls Football Club receive a state government 
grant towards building women’s change rooms. This finally gives female players their own space before and after 
games and helps to encourage more women to get involved. 
Further south, in Brunswick Junction, the Palmerston Association received ongoing funding late last year to operate 
19 drug and alcohol rehabilitation beds at its centre in town. It is an unfortunate reality that drug and alcohol abuse 
is an issue in both Brunswick and the wider south west region, but through this funding, Palmerston is able to treat 
nearly 100 people a year. This will make a real impact in communities right across the south west. Brunswick has 
also benefited from funding through the regional aged accommodation program, with Brunswick River Cottages 
receiving funding last year towards the second stage of its development. This project will provide significant 
growth to the town and give older residents an option to stay in town near their family and friends. 
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Between Harvey and Australind, the Kemerton Strategic Industrial Area is progressing, with construction beginning 
on Albemarle’s lithium plant. This plant will create an estimated 1 000 jobs, with a strong focus on hiring people 
from the local area. The plant will be the biggest of its kind in the country and will help secure our energy future 
and put the south west at the forefront of new industries. The importance of this project and the industrial area 
cannot be understated. The job creation from Kemerton will ensure the economic future of its surrounding towns 
and provide locals with ongoing employment. 

Across the Myalup agricultural area, significant investments have been made in the Myalup–Wellington water for 
growth project, which will provide new irrigation opportunities for the region. Funding has also been provided to 
the Myalup primary industry reserve project, which will provide access to 2 000 hectares in the Myalup state forest 
and on the McLarty site for future agriculture in the area. 

A number of roads across the region have also been upgraded to meet increased traffic, including South Western 
Highway between Waroona and Brunswick, Pinjarra–Williams Road, Southern Estuary Road in Lake Clifton, and 
Harvey–Myalup Road. South Western Highway in particular is a known high-risk road and the upgrades will go 
a long way towards improving safety on the road. 

Over the past 24 months, the McGowan government has made a number of both small and large investments in 
Murray–Wellington across diverse areas. Schools, sporting clubs, aged care, transport and community facilities 
have all benefited, with many receiving attention after being overlooked for a long time. With major works finally 
underway at the Peel Business Park and milestones being reached at the Kemerton Strategic Industrial Area, the 
McGowan government is committed to bettering the lives of people in the regions. I look forward to continuing to 
work with the community to see every town within Murray–Wellington prosper. 

MR S.J. PRICE (Forrestfield) [3.43 pm]: It is with pleasure that I stand to make a contribution to the cognate 
debate on the second reading of the Appropriation (Recurrent 2017–18) Supplementary Bill 2018 and the 
Appropriation (Capital 2017–18) Supplementary Bill 2018. Being a Harvey boy born and bred from postcode 
area 6220—I know the postcodes down that way quite well—it was personally pleasing to hear the contribution 
by the member for Murray–Wellington. I vaguely remember from my younger days that Cookernup’s postcode 
is 6219. To hear about some of the investment in that area is really good, especially for the new science lab at 
Harvey Primary School. I was head boy at Harvey Primary School in 1981. It is really important that we continue 
to invest in our regional areas and all through the Harvey, Brunswick, Australind, Myalup and Wellington areas. 
It is certainly very important both economically and socially that we continue to invest money in the area to create 
employment opportunities. What is being proposed and developed at the Kemerton Strategic Industrial Area is 
sensational as well. It is a fabulous industrial park that has not been used to its full potential over the years. It is 
great to see new investment going into that park. 

This is a great opportunity to talk about the wonderful job that the McGowan government has been doing since it 
came into government. I especially compliment the Treasurer on the fabulous job that he has done in managing 
the state’s finances since he took control of what was a very leaky and sinking boat at the time. To be able to 
announce a surplus in 2018–19—the first surplus in five years—of $1.3 billion two years earlier than expected 
was a fabulous outcome for the state of Western Australia and a true reflection of great work undertaken by the 
Treasurer since he has been in that role. This has not happened by itself. The government has shown good, strong 
fiscal discipline and, as a result, we have been able to lower the net debt from the $40-odd billion that we inherited 
from the previous government, which went on a spending spree like drunken sailors. The Treasurer got into office, 
had a look at what was going on and, under the Labor Party’s election commitments, made the changes that we 
said we would make and the results are starting to show. To get an increase in our credit rating along the way is 
further proof of the great job that this government is doing. Hopefully, in the future, there will be further 
improvements in that credit rating. This has also given us the opportunity to look at some areas in which money 
needs to be spent to help all communities right across this great state of Western Australia. 

One of our other significant election commitments of course was to create jobs. Since we have come into government, 
the amount of activity that has been undertaken right across the state to create employment opportunities for 
Western Australians has been very significant and resulted in substantial opportunities. Once again, this has 
benefited the economy widely and created a lot of opportunity for people to get back into the workforce—an 
opportunity they previously did not have. Once again, the Labor Party is delivering on its election commitments. 

I would also like to talk about some key activities undertaken in my electorate, none of which is more important 
at the moment than our election commitment to complete the Forrestfield–Airport Link project. This project was 
commenced prior to us coming into government. However, since the Minister for Transport has become involved, 
and through a lot of consultation with community and local government, we have been able to turn what was going 
to be a fairly ordinary project into something that is very exciting and provides a lot of opportunity for the area. 
The original plan for the Forrestfield station itself was strange. The project was going to be life-changing for people 
who live in the area, but normally, when a decision is made to build a train station, there is a 360-degree catchment 
area of people who will use that station. Unfortunately, the location chosen for the Forrestfield station is right next 
to what is currently the Forrestfield rail siding area, which sort of links into the Forrestfield industrial precinct 
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that runs along Abernethy Road on the western side of the railway line. There are actually no residents in the back 
half of where the project is being built. The front half of the project is a beautiful semirural area that contains 
properties anywhere between one and 10 hectares in size. Previously, the City of Kalamunda had actually designated 
that as an industrial area. It was to be stage 2 of an industrial park. Stage 1 has almost been fully developed and 
the flow-on was to occur in stage 2 of the development. When the previous government tried to match our 2013 
election commitment for the Forrestfield–Airport Link, which was to be above ground along Tonkin Highway 
to the airport, it came up with the tunnel idea and picked this location. From the station, there would have been 
a 180-degree view where no-one was living, and on the front half there would have been 180 degrees of semirural 
properties and no huge catchment area. To establish the project, the City of Kalamunda had to rezone the land previously 
identified as industrial to residential, which created a lot of uncertainty for residents in the area. As the project went 
through the local structure plan process, a number of environmentally sensitive plants, which need to be preserved, were 
identified on some properties. That has essentially limited some people’s chance of selling their property in the 
future and has created challenges in minimising the impact on residents affected by the new local structure plan. 

Also, under the plan, people would have walked out the entrance of the train station at Forrestfield straight into 
a car park of, I think, 1 800 car bays. It would have been a sea of cars. When developing an activated area, in which 
people are to live and in which commercial opportunities are provided for people to patronise, we do not want 
a massive car park out the front. The Minister for Transport changed the design, which was fabulous. The government 
owns a lot of land in front of the station, which at the moment has a lot of tunnelling equipment on it. After 
consultation and looking at alternatives, the government committed to building a multi-deck car park to one side, 
which is a fabulous outcome. That is what people were looking for and it fits into the proposal really well. It also 
created and freed up land that had been previously earmarked to develop a car park on. As such, a transit-oriented 
development is planned for that area, with mixed commercial and high-density residential properties within walking 
distance of the train station. Phased into the back of that will be higher zoning for normal residential properties, 
which will create a catchment area of people who can use the train. The beauty of it is that it is only 15 or 20 kilometres 
away from the city, so if people want to get to the city, they can either drive or take a 20-minute rail ride via 
Bayswater station, which we heard extensively discussed this morning. It will become a very attractive location 
for people to live in, especially those who work in the city or those who need easy access to the airport via the rail 
tunnel, such as fly in, fly out workers. 

This project is progressing very well. The Forrestfield train station is probably close to 50 per cent developed and 
the tunnelling machines are certainly well underway. I think Grace is under the river at the moment and Sandy is 
about to start tunnelling. A significant amount of work has been done; unfortunately, it is predominantly underground 
and cannot be seen. Travellers interact daily with the road construction that is being done and people can see the 
improvements being made. The tunnelling project is quite incredible, but it is all happening underground. People do 
not notice what is going on, and cannot see much apart from the emergency egress stairwells and the construction 
of the portal where the tunnel resurfaces on Guildford Road near Bayswater. People do not actually see it happening, 
which is unfortunate. It is going to be a very good project when it is finished. Starting it was good and I think the 
changes that have been made to it have been positive. Once we sort out some of the land issues around the station, 
it will be a very positive development for the area and for High Wickham, Forrestfield and Maida Vale, and even 
provide good access for people from the hills and around that area. 

Another election commitment of the McGowan government is a project that is just getting underway at the 
moment at the intersection of Kalamunda Road and Roe Highway, which is one of the worst intersections for 
congestion. The government made, I think, an $86 million commitment to build a bridge. Once again, the benefit 
of hindsight has been applied here. Down the road a little bit, at the tail end of the Gateway WA project, is the 
Berkshire Road–Roe Highway intersection. I do not know whether members have ever driven there, but at the 
moment there are 16 sets of traffic lights to get on and off those roads at that intersection. The intersection was raised 
so that Roe Highway goes over the top of Berkshire Road. It is a nightmare. I do not know how Main Roads designers 
came up with it, but it is certainly a special piece of work! The learnings from that have been applied to the 
Kalamunda Road–Roe Highway intersection. Roe Highway will be sunk under Kalamunda Road and Kalamunda Road 
will remain pretty much at the grade it is at now—or maybe a couple of feet higher—and Roe Highway will be about 
nine metres below that. That is being done for a number of reasons. The main reason is to deal with noise from the 
amount of traffic on Roe Highway. Traffic noise is one of the biggest complaints about the Berkshire Road 
intersection, apart from the lights. Roe Highway was raised significantly, so the surrounding residents have had 
a big increase in traffic noise. Lowering Roe Highway under Kalamunda Road will certainly restrict the noise. 
Instead of having traffic lights for drivers to get on and off those roads, they will build a dog-bone intersection, 
which essentially is two roundabouts on top so that cars can jump on and off in all directions. That will certainly 
significantly increase the traffic flow along Roe Highway. As we know, that is a significant traffic route for all 
commercial and logistics vehicles leading product through Perth and the outer regions, whether it be on the way 
to Fremantle port or to one of the intermodal rail outlets along the way. 

Expanding on the infrastructure spend of the government all over the state is funding previously committed by both 
state and federal governments on interchanges on Tonkin Highway at the intersections at Hale Road, Kelvin Road 
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and Welshpool Road East into the future. These are significant intersections. The Hale Road–Tonkin Highway 
intersection at Forrestfield is the first set of lights drivers reach after the Gateway project. When people get onto 
Reid Highway at Erindale Road in Balcatta, there is a set of lights, which is the last set of lights on Reid Highway 
before drivers get off Reid Highway onto Tonkin Highway to get to Hale Road. That is a significant amount of 
uninterrupted driving, but then drivers suddenly come to a screeching halt at Hale Road. The Hale Road, 
Welshpool Road East and Kelvin Road intersections all follow in pretty quick succession, which eliminates any 
benefit gained from the unimpeded run on the way through. 

A lot of work needs to be done to design those intersections so that we do not repeat some of the previous mistakes 
that were made on the NorthLink WA project, for example. There were often issues at Beechboro Road North 
when accessing Reid Highway due to restrictions from roadworks. Main Roads must consider not only the benefits 
to the network, but also the needs of local residents when it designs these intersections. I have said to people at 
Main Roads that the networks do not vote, but the people who use the networks do. We have to make sure that 
what we design and put in place is beneficial to everyone, not just one aspect of the road network. The commitment 
to improve those intersections and further extend Tonkin Highway is very welcome for people in my electorate, 
certainly around the eastern corridor. 

Once again, as a result of the great financial management of the Treasurer, we were recently able to address the 
issue of TAFE fees. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr S.J. PRICE: A lot of the young adults who live in my electorate do not go to university; they pick up a TAFE 
qualification to obtain further skills to enable them to source employment. The cost of getting into some of those 
TAFE courses was becoming prohibitive for a lot of people. When the Treasurer, the Minister for Education and 
Training and the Premier announced the reduction in TAFE fees for a significant number of courses, it was certainly 
strongly welcomed in my electorate. The fees for the courses that we are talking about will be significantly reduced. 
We all understand how they ended up being so exorbitant after 500 per cent increases by the now Leader of the 
Opposition when she was education minister. 

Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: She was never education minister. She was the training minister. 

Mr S.J. PRICE: Sorry; she was the minister for training. For example, the non-concession fee for a certificate II in 
introduction to disability care used to cost $1 040 in 2017. It will now cost $518. These are some of the courses with 
larger fees. A certificate III in civil construction plant operations has reduced from $3 104 to $1 030. A certificate III 
in civil construction has gone from $3 396 down to $1 128. A certificate III in engineering–mechanical trade has 
reduced from $2 808 to $1 400. A certificate III in engineering–fabrication trade has also reduced from $2 808 to 
$1 400. These are all really important courses that people now have the ability to undertake; they will be part of 
the skill set that we require in the future to deliver a lot of the projects that we are talking about. That is why it is 
so important that we ensure that we have the fiscal capacity to make the right reductions in costs to help people 
get along in life. That is what the Labor government is doing. That is what the McGowan government has been 
able to do. We have been able to fix the finances, which gives us the ability to put money into areas that will mean 
something to people and help them get back on their feet. It was always a challenge when we were in opposition 
and we could see things getting out of control. We had no control over that, but we were always going to get 
control of the finances. It is incredible to see the impact that it is having in debt reduction and the perception from 
people in the community about the great job we are doing in that regard. They understand. The Premier made the 
comment before the election that he was going to pay off the debt like a mortgage. People understand that we have 
to spend within our limits. We cannot always keep putting things on a credit card, because that has to be paid for 
at some stage. 

Undertaking this fiscal management has enabled us to create a lot of opportunities. Another one of those 
opportunities was the recently announced school maintenance blitz—once again, something that is very important 
to our communities. A total of $35 million was committed to addressing outstanding maintenance items. A further 
$165 million will be allocated for targeted maintenance works, school upgrades, refurbishments and fixing stuff 
that schools have identified need to be fixed. A significant amount of money was contributed to a lot of the schools 
in my area. A lot of the schools in the Forrestfield area are pretty old and need a fair bit of maintenance. They are 
wonderful schools. The principals, teachers and students do a great job at these schools. It is great to see how much 
money has been committed to not only some of my schools, but also many other schools right across the state. 
Education is one of the key elements to anybody’s success in life. A good education is the key to social mobility. 
We cannot do enough to help our kids get a good education and give them the options that they need later in life. 
We have to keep looking at how we can do that. 

One of our main commitments in the electorate of Forrestfield at the state election was $10 million to upgrade 
Darling Range Sports College. After a lot of design consultation with the school and the school community, that 
work will start very shortly—sometime in the fourth term. That will change the face of Darling Range significantly. 
When I went to what they now call the design and technology section—the old manual arts area—of the school, 
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I saw woodworking machines and metal lathes like the ones I used in high school. These things were quite 
inadequate for giving students a modern-day education in how to use equipment in a workshop. Rightly so but 
sadly, a number of the machines have been tagged by WorkSafe as being too dangerous to operate. They might 
lack the relevant guarding and things like that. The money committed will ensure that the design and technology 
part of the school is essentially rebuilt to a modern-day standard. A majority of the students who graduate from 
Darling Range use the vocational path instead of the Australian tertiary admission rank. One of the areas in which 
students lack the ability to do certificate training is food science. A new food science building will be constructed, 
which will enable the school to offer certificates for students in years 10 to 12. As a result of that funding, there 
will also be some improvements to the science laboratories and some other general improvements to the school. 
This will give the kids another fabulous opportunity to pick up some certificates after graduating from high school 
and give them a helping hand to get into the workforce. 

I am on the board of Darling Range Sports College. It has had a discussion about what the school needs to look 
like into the future. It has developed a document that includes all the future plans for the school. The $10 million 
that we are spending now is essentially stage 1 of what we need to spend in the future. Stage 2 is another part of 
it, which will probably take at least one to two years to build, and into the future another section of the school will 
need to be improved. Ultimately, that school has a huge opportunity. It is the only recognised sports college in 
Western Australia. It currently offers nine different sports as part of the sports academy. It is starting a rugby 
league pathway next year. In the future, it will be really interesting to look at the possibility of having some sort 
of residential aspect to the school, and to see whether it will be feasible, because it does have a lot of reach with 
its sporting academy. It is how everything links together. We heard from the member for Swan Hills this morning 
about the opportunities that the Ellenbrook line will create for people from Ellenbrook to get to TAFE colleges. 
The Forrestfield–Airport Link will also create opportunities for people to get to Darling Range Sports College. 
Currently, a student comes up from Rockingham and it takes him two hours in the morning and two hours in the 
evening to travel to and from the school because there is no direct public transport route to get there. 

Once again, as a result of getting the books right, the McGowan government has been able to invest money in 
areas that are important to the community. It is not about building grandiose statues to ourselves. We have not 
built a belltower. It is about putting money where the state needs that money to be spent. As a result of that great 
financial management and fiscal discipline, we have been able do that. The public acknowledges and respects the 
good work that has been done in that regard. 

Mrs A.K. Hayden: We’d already built everything. 

Mr S.J. PRICE: That is one view. 

It gives me pleasure to talk about the good things that we are doing for the electorate of Forrestfield and for all the 
electorates right across the state from Albany to the Pilbara and the Kimberley and all places in between. Everyone 
is benefiting from the good financial management of the McGowan government. Once again, the Treasurer needs 
to be acknowledged for the great work he has done. I acknowledge and commend the bill to the house. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr D.R. Michael. 

House adjourned at 4.10 pm 
__________ 

 



 [ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 24 October 2019] 8385 

 

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

MINISTER FOR WATER — PORTFOLIOS — AIR TRAVEL 
5332. Mr D.C. Nalder to the Minister for Water; Fisheries; Forestry; Innovation and ICT; Science: 
For each agency, department and corporation within the Minister’s portfolios, I ask: 
(a) What was the total spend, broken down by each agency, department and corporation, on intrastate air 

travel for each of the following financial years: 
(i) 2016–2017; 
(ii) 2017–2018; and 
(iii) 2018–2019; 

(b) What was the total spend, broken down by each agency, department and corporation, on interstate air 
travel for each of the following financial years: 
(i) 2016–17; 
(ii) 2017–18; and 
(iii) 2018–19; and 

(c) What was the total spend, broken down by each agency, department and corporation, on international air 
travel for each of the following financial years: 
(i) 2016–17; 
(ii) 2017–18; and 
(iii) 2018–19? 

Mr D.J. Kelly replied: 
Aqwest 
(a) (i)–(iii) Nil. 
(b) (i) $5 433.30 

(ii) $5 495.94 
(iii) $9 160.93 

(c) Refer to the quarterly travel reports tabled in parliament. 
Busselton Water 
(a) (i)–(iii) Nil. 
(b) (i) $3 116.22 

(ii) $4 256.68 
(iii) $6 524.50 

(c) Refer to the quarterly travel reports tabled in parliament. 
ChemCentre 
(a) (i) $780 

(ii) $130 
(iii) $3 054 

(b) (i) $69 935 
(ii) $61 718 
(iii) $62 404 

(c) Refer to the quarterly travel reports tabled in parliament. 
Department of Fisheries 
(a) (i) $278 587 

(ii)–(iii) Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 5323. 
(b) (i) $44 512 

(ii)–(iii) Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 5323. 
(c) Refer to Quarterly Overseas Travel Returns tabled in Parliament. 
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Department of Primary Industries and Regional Development 

Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 5323. 

Department of Water 

(a) (i) $83 700 
(ii) Not applicable. 

(iii) Not applicable. 

(b) (i) $17 073 
(ii) Not applicable. 

(iii) Not applicable. 

(c) Refer to the quarterly travel reports tabled in parliament. 
Department of Water and Environmental Regulation 

(a) (i) Not applicable. 

(ii) $165 577 
(iii) $243 629 

(b) (i) Not applicable. 

(ii) $54 454 
(iii) $90 586 

(c) Refer to the quarterly travel reports tabled in parliament. 
Forest Products Commission 

(a) (i) $39 457.97 

(ii) $38 768.96 
(iii) $25 986.57 

(b) (i) $52 593.73 

(ii) $60 597.97 
(iii) $20 972.30 

(c) Refer to quarterly travel reports tabled in parliament. 

Office of the Government Chief Information Officer 
(a) (i) Nil. 

(ii) Nil. 

(iii) Please refer to the response to Legislative Assembly question on notice 5374. 
(b) (i) $3 606.89 

(ii) $4 376.42 

(iii) Please refer to the response to Legislative Assembly question on notice 5374. 
(c) Refer to the quarterly travel reports tabled in parliament. 

Office of Digital Government 

Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 5374. 
Department of Jobs, Tourism, Science and Innovation 

Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 5374. 

Water Corporation 
The Water Corporation’s total spend on flights is comparatively lower than that spent under the former Liberal National 
government. 

(a) (i) $2 353 661 
(ii) $1 815 045 

(iii) $2 219 111 
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(b) (i) $221 769 

(ii) $278 754 

(iii) $347 983 

(c) Refer to the quarterly travel reports tabled in parliament. 

WATER CORPORATION — AROONA ALLIANCE 

5444. Mr D.T. Redman to the Minister for Water; Fisheries; Forestry; Innovation and ICT; Science: 
(1) I refer to the Aroona Alliance within Watercorp and ask: 

(a) Is the Minister and/or the Watercorp reviewing the Aroona Alliance; 

(b) If so, when will the review be complete; and 

(c) If so, will the minister table the review? 

(2) Has the Minister discussed with the Watercorp Board a desire to review the services of the Aroona Alliance 
with the view to considering bringing these services back in-house as with the Perth Region Alliance? 

Mr D.J. Kelly replied: 
(1) (a) The Water Corporation continues to review all of its operating arrangements including the 

Aroona Alliance. 

(b) The operating arrangements review is broad in nature with no finite timeline. 

(c) A decision will be made on whether the review will be made public after it has been finalised. 

(2) No. 

__________ 
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