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COMMISSION OF INQUIRY — PERTH FREIGHT LINK 

21. Dr M.D. NAHAN to the Premier: 
I refer to the commission of inquiry’s terms of reference, which states — 

The adequacy of decision-making processes leading to the awarding of the projects, including the 
adequacy of their supporting business cases and assessments of risk to taxpayer funds. 

(1) Did the repurposing of the Perth Freight Link contract go through advertised open and competitive 
tendering processes? 

(2) If yes to (1), will the Premier immediately table all procurement processes or business cases and all 
contracts; and, if not, will he immediately commit to expanding the terms of the commission of inquiry 
to this ongoing project to include the repurposing of the Perth Freight Link contract? 

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
(1)–(2) I thank the Leader of the Opposition for the question. He is referring to some of the money allocated 

towards Roe 8 being, as he said, repurposed towards other projects. From my recollection, three projects 
will be repurposed so that people can gain jobs and so that some important projects will get underway 
quite shortly. Some are in the southern suburbs and some are in the northern suburbs. In doing that, we 
relied upon a precedent. The precedent is the Gateway WA project. 

Mr D.C. Nalder: Oh! 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I hear someone groaning on the other side. I hear who I think is the shadow Treasurer. 
Mr D.C. Nalder: I am today. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: He is today! He is saying that the bloke to his left may not be there for too long. 
With the Gateway project, there was some repurposing towards additional projects, relying upon an underspend 
on the original project. That is what happened. We followed that brief. 
In talking about issues that I think need some public airing in relation to Roe 8, I have a briefing note to the former 
Minister for Transport. This briefing note states that two options were available to the former government back in 
September last year when it recklessly went ahead with a massive clearing exercise in the Beeliar wetlands. There 
were two options. One option was the cheaper option. It was half the price of the other option. It meant some 
clearing had to occur around Fiona Stanley Hospital to enable some roads to be built. The other option was the 
longer and most expensive option. It involved the biggest clearing. The government was given a choice. This 
briefing note sets out the choice. The choice was to go for the more expensive option pending an election in which 
the other side is not committed to the project or go for the cheaper option to save taxpayers’ money if a new 
government was elected and did not go ahead with it. What did the former government do? It went with the most 
irresponsible option—the most expensive option. It went with the option that cost taxpayers the most money. 

Point of Order 
Mr D.C. NALDER: If the Premier is referring to documents that were supposedly delivered to me as a transport 
minister, I would like to see them tabled to show that they have been signed off by the director general. 
The SPEAKER: Are they official documents? 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Mr Speaker, I am not even quoting from them. 
Mr D.C. NALDER: Hang on; you are referring to them. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members, no-one speaks when I am on my feet. When there is a point of order, it is taken in 
silence. Premier, can you tell us if they are official documents? 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Mr Speaker, I am not quoting from them. I do not mind either way. 
The SPEAKER: Proceed. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The most disgraceful part of this is that the government made the call that cost taxpayers 
the most money. That is what the former government did. It made the call that cost taxpayers the most money. The 
most interesting aspect of it all is this: where did this document come from? I will tell members opposite where it 
came from. When new ministers moved into their offices, guess what was sitting on one of the desks? This 
document was sitting on the desk. It was available for the next government to reveal. I think there was someone in 
the former government who was absolutely shocked and appalled by what it had done. That person wanted to make 
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sure that it came to public light that the former government had been so irresponsible with taxpayers’ money and 
so irresponsible with the Beeliar wetlands environment. They wanted this document to be released so someone left 
it on the desk when new ministers moved into their offices. 
That is the former government’s record when it comes to this project. I think the Leader of the Opposition has 
quite a hide asking me a question about these sorts of projects. 
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