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METROPOLITAN REGION SCHEME AMENDMENT NO 1055/33 - DELETION OF FREMANTLE 
EASTERN BYPASS 

Motion for Disallowance 

MS K. HODSON-THOMAS (Carine) [7.14 pm]:  I move -  

That this House disallow metropolitan region scheme amendment No 1055/33 - deletion of Fremantle 
eastern bypass - a copy of which was laid upon the Table of the House on 19 November 2003. 

This issue is about people.  In saying that, I refer to the Western Australian Planning Commission’s November 
2003 report on submissions regarding metropolitan region scheme No 1055/33, which was tabled in this House.  
Before I discuss the report and some of the issues raised within it, I reflect on this Government’s commitment to 
accountability.  The executive summary of the Labor Party’s election policy on accountability stated in part  - 

A Gallop Labor Government will aim for:  

•  the highest standards of openness and accountability in government;  

•  the highest standards of integrity in public life; and  

•  an enhanced democracy.   

Mr M.F. Board:  It also said it would listen to the community.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Exactly.  The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure openly advocates public 
consultation.  We have seen that on a number of fronts, including the freight network review and Dialogue with 
the City.  I attended both those events.  It is all very well to tell people that they are involved in the process and 
to make them feel that they are being listened to; however, this Government started with a view that it would go 
down a particular path.  It decided that it would give people the opportunity to contribute but that it would not 
take any notice of the issues they raise.  That has happened on many fronts.   

The Labor Party’s policy on accountability, which it took to the last election, also refers to integrity in public 
life.  We talk about integrity in public life in this place on many occasions.  We talk about a code of conduct and 
the behaviour in this place.  There is no doubt that we all play the game pretty hard.  That is the nature of this 
place.  The section of the accountability policy on integrity in public life states -  

Public confidence in Western Australia’s political processes and public institutions is vital.  Labor will 
lead by example in its objective to improve the quality of the State’s political life.   

That is a great motherhood statement.  We should all aspire to that.  The policy then states -  

A strong public service is essential for an open and accountable government.  Public servants must be 
free from political interference and able to give professional advice - 

I emphasise “professional advice” - 

while carrying out their public responsibilities.    

Those public responsibilities are to the community of Western Australia.  We are all in this place for the 
community and general good.  At least, that is why I thought I should come into this place.  Yes, we wear 
political hats and have political viewpoints; however, we should take the technical advice of the people in the 
public sector who are employed to provide technical advice for the betterment of the entire Western Australian 
community.  That is what I thought this process was about.  I am absolutely staggered by this outcome.  Despite 
the political position of the minister, the Labor Party and the Liberal Party on whether the Fremantle eastern 
bypass should be built, this issue is about what is in the interests of the whole community and ensuring that we 
retain the opportunity to build the bypass if the six-point plan does not work.  Where will we go if that six-point 
plan does not work?  We will have nowhere to go and we will have no avenue through which we can redeem the 
deletion, which may well be found to be wrong.  The very least the Government should do is retain the land.  
The minister has said that the Labor Party went to the last election seeking a mandate to delete the Fremantle 
eastern bypass from the metropolitan region scheme.  I am hard pressed to believe that when I read the report.  I 
know that you, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr A.D. McRae), know this subject intimately.  You have been involved in 
the process and I am sure at some stage you will wish to make your own comments during this debate.  
However, the report states that some 9 736 submissions and 182 late submissions were received.  Of those, 
8 290, or 85.1 per cent, opposed the deletion.  That is a staggering majority of submissions opposed to the 
deletion.  I have not done the research, as I had hoped that this motion would not have come on for debate as 
soon as it did.  However, I would like to know how often the minister has ignored advice on similar metropolitan 
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region scheme amendments that have received a strong and marked response from the community when it 
believed that amendments should not be made to the scheme. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Smiths Beach.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Perhaps the minister will go into further detail on Smiths Beach when she 
responds.  Smiths Beach and the Fremantle eastern bypass are two very different issues.  We will deal with those 
issues.  I have a whole hour on my feet.  I do not often stand in this place and use all my time; however, I may 
well take my full hour today.   

Mr M.F. Board:  Good on you! 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  At least the member for Murdoch would like to hear me for a full hour.   

A total of 85 per cent of some 10 000 submissions state that they do not want the Fremantle eastern bypass 
deleted from the metropolitan region scheme.  I give some credence to the 1 392 submissions - 14.3 per cent - in 
support of the deletion and the 54 submissions - 0.6 per cent - that did not state a position either way.  Some 100 
issues were identified in those submissions.  I looked at appendix C of the report on the web page relating to the 
discussions and issues raised in submissions opposed to the amendment.  Some 64 issues were raised in those 
submissions that have not been addressed.  It is interesting to read the report; and the more I read it, the more 
issues I find.  It is fascinating reading.  The Hearings Committee states in its recommendation - 

The Hearings Committee recommends that Metropolitan Region Scheme Amendment . . . should not 
proceed at the current time or in its current form.   

The Committee does not support deletion of the Fremantle Eastern Bypass but if it is decided to pursue 
this course then the following should be completed first. 

That is interesting.  The Hearings Committee qualified that statement by saying that “the following” should be 
completed first, which was the six-point plan.  The committee expects that the Government will at least heed its 
advice.  It expects the Government to prove that the six-point plan will work and that all the freight referred to in 
the plan will get on rail.  The minister has claimed in this place on numerous occasions and I have read media 
statements to the effect that the Government has increased freight on rail by 50 per cent.  The minister’s proposal 
is to get 30 per cent of freight on rail.  

Mr M.F. Board:  It has gone from one container to one and a half; that is a 50 per cent increase. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  It is a 50 per cent increase.  It has gone from 3.5 per cent to seven per cent.  Is that 
not a long way short of 30 per cent, Mr Acting Speaker? 

It is all very well to say that the outer harbour will be up and running in the next five years because the planning 
process will be speeded up and passed in the next five years when there is no talk about how it will be funded.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  We will let your Uncle Lennie build a private port. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I cannot hear the minister. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Don’t worry. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  The minister appears to think that I do not want to take her interjections; I am 
happy to take them.  With 60 minutes on the clock I have time during this debate to take some lucid interjections 
from the minister, as I hope she will take some from me. 

This motion is about the people of Western Australia who expect the minister to deliver a positive outcome to 
the community based on the best available advice.  I repeat the comment I made about the public service: the 
minister has technical advice from public servants.  She is the minister responsible for not only planning and 
infrastructure but also Main Roads.  A number of agencies under the minister’s portfolio provide her with expert 
advice.  In my view the very best she could do today would be to acknowledge the community’s desire that the 
bypass not be deleted from the metropolitan region scheme and to go down the path outlined in the platform on 
which she believed the Government stood at the last election.  The very least the minister should do today is 
commit to those people that she will deliver on her six-point plan, because so far nobody is convinced.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I will do that if you can prove that you can deliver on the construction of the Fremantle 
eastern bypass.  You had eight years in government and you didn’t do it.  A line on a map does not solve a 
transport problem. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  The minister continually talks about a paradigm shift.  What does she mean?  
People in the community are confused.  The minister continually says that she can deliver freight on the railway.  
Her interjection that we had eight years in government amounts to hollow words.   
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Ms S.M. McHale:  Hollow words? 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Did the member for Thornlie not like the phrase “hollow words”?   

Ms S.M. McHale:  I think they are hollow words by hollow men. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I think the minister’s words are hollow.  The phrase “eight years of inaction by the 
coalition” is a line used continually by this Government. 

Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  It is not true. 

Mr D.A. Templeman:  But you didn’t put one centimetre of railway along there.   

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order!   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I have incited some interjections across the Chamber.  I understand that some 
members feel very passionate about this issue, as they do about the Mandurah railway.  The member for 
Mandurah might think that the former coalition Government did not build one centimetre of railway, but I 
explained that process yesterday and I will probably have to explain it to the member for Mandurah on many 
more occasions in this place. 

I return to the issue at hand, which is the need to retain the Fremantle eastern bypass in the metropolitan region 
scheme.  The Hearings Committee said that, at the very least, it does not support the deletion of the Fremantle 
eastern bypass from the metropolitan region scheme until the six-point plan can be proved.  It said that its 
deletion was premature.  That is quite true.  It went on to say - 

If, after this review, it is considered appropriate to modify or delete the FEB, the modified land 
requirements for the FEB or land for the ‘preferred alternative’ should be reserved in the MRS as part 
of the same major amendment to maintain the integrity of the MRS.   

The Transport Committee went down the same path.  It also recommended that the Fremantle eastern bypass be 
retained in the metropolitan region scheme until such time as the six-point plan could be proved.  Paragraph “e” 
of the Transport Committee advice regarding the Fremantle eastern bypass states -  

FEB-Roe Highway is a better traffic and road safety solution than the current alternative.   

It goes into a number of reasons, not the least of which is road safety.  It also spoke about the risks associated 
with the movement of hazardous goods.  That is a critical issue.  We are talking about the Fremantle port.  It is 
our major port.  We need to ensure that we have the right road network to deliver transport in and out of the 
Fremantle port.  I made mention of the outer harbour.  There is no doubt in my mind that if we go down that path 
- the need for the outer harbour will obviously be a reality as time goes by - a transport corridor will be needed 
between the inner and outer harbours.  Why delete the Fremantle eastern bypass from the metropolitan region 
scheme prematurely?   

There are many issues to consider.  An issue I raised in this place the other day, and something that I was pleased 
to read in the report of the Hearings Committee, was that the community by and large believes that the Fremantle 
eastern bypass cannot be considered in isolation - it needs to be examined in conjunction with Roe Highway 
stage 8.  Even the Hearings Committee made such a determination.  On page 2 of the report it states - 

After careful consideration, the Committee reached the conclusion that the FEB and an east-west 
connection such as Roe 8 should be considered together.   

They should not be considered in isolation.  They need to be dealt with together.  Why is that?  It is because the 
Fremantle eastern bypass road reservation and Roe 8 are all part of a road network that provides for the transport 
of goods.  The FEB road reservation was established for that very reason - to provide a north-south transport 
corridor for regional traffic within the metropolitan region.  It was designed to cater for heavy traffic movements 
generated by both the Fremantle port and the industrial areas in the south west corridor, as well as passenger 
vehicle movements.  It was also planned to make efficient use of Stirling Highway.  Growth in the metropolitan 
area is expected to increase pressure on the Swan River crossings.  We have only three Swan River crossings.  
There is the Causeway, the Narrows - there is Garratt Road Bridge if we go that far - 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  We have two bridges across the Narrows.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Yes, the bridge was duplicated by the coalition Government.  It may not have 
delivered the railway, but it duplicated the Narrows Bridge.  The current Government will actually triple it!  It 
will build a new bridge between the two bridges.   
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Mr R.N. Sweetman:  Did you get an invite to the opening of the new Narrows Bridge?   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  No, I did not get an invite to anything.  I did not even get an invite to the opening 
of the new southern section of the Kwinana Freeway. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  There were a lot of other Libs there.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I know.  Hon Barbara Scott took me as her partner.  Now there is an interesting 
concept!   

Deleting the reservation will place a burden on existing road networks.  It will create less efficient transport 
nodes.  That is one of the issues raised throughout the Hearing Committee’s report.  It certainly made reference 
to road safety in relation to the cartage of hazardous goods and the movement of freight.  On page 5 of the 
freight summary it states - 

Overall, it is considered that the FEB and Roe Highway route addresses existing and future issues 
associated with freight movement better than the proposed alternatives.  It would provide a faster, safer, 
more free-flowing route for freight vehicles with more uniform gradients than existing roads such as 
Leach Highway, South Street and Stock Road.   

It goes on to talk about the six-step solution and to say that it will not deliver the more appropriate freight 
movement road.  It also goes on to talk about road safety.  Road safety is an issue that is very dear to my heart.  
It is something to which scant regard has been given throughout this process.  It is an issue that impacts on the 
community to a great extent.  The community is very concerned about road safety.  People recognise that as 
more and more freight is transported on our roads, there will obviously be a greater likelihood of conflict 
between trucks and passenger vehicles.  This report talks about Leach Highway crash rates.  There is no need for 
me to go into that.  The report talks about the level of crash data along Leach Highway, which is currently one of 
our freight routes, as is South Street, which is in the member for Murdoch’s electorate.  The member for 
Murdoch has raised this issue with me on numerous occasions.  He has spoken to me about some of the issues 
concerning South Street and the number of accidents, near misses and fatal accidents that have occurred.  Those 
issues concern the community.  There was a point I wanted to raise in relation to Leach Highway crash rates.  
The report talks about people getting access into and out of their local communities from that road network.  I 
cannot find that part of the report at this time.  As I move through the report I will come to the point I wanted to 
raise.  Road safety benefits have been expressed in the report.  It states on page 7, under the heading “Road 
Safety” -  

. . . it also found that construction of FEB-Roe Highway (and FRH) would provide the greatest road 
safety benefits.  The Committee accepts that conclusion and supports the need for a high priority to be 
given to the issue of road safety.   

The general traffic summary refers to the potential problem of traffic diversion to local streets due to increasing 
congestion on the existing regional road.  It reads -  

. . . the Committee considers that the FEB-Roe Highway route offers a better overall transport network 
than the ‘preferred alternative’.  Improved road safety is a significant factor in favour of the FEB and 
Roe Highway. 

That is true.  I draw on my experiences with my electorate, particularly regarding the Reid Highway, the 
construction of which I know intimately.  I supported it and came under enormous criticism in my electorate at 
the time.  I thought I would lose my seat at the last election, but I firmly stood my ground as I thought it was 
crucial for the betterment of my entire community.  I can understand how people felt passionate about their 
amenity.  With the Reid Highway, there were wetlands to the north and Big Carine Swamp and lake and a 
beautiful A-class reserve.  People walked in the parks and sporting activities took place there.  I raise this issue 
because I have seen on a smaller scale how a road reservation is kept for some time before a road is constructed 
and how that impacts on a local community.  People thought it would bring more traffic to our local community.  
In fact, it moved traffic off local roads and onto a regional road.  Therefore, there was no longer this road-rat 
driving happening in the local community, which was a serious issue.  People looked for a short cut through to 
the Mitchell Freeway or Marmion Avenue to their destination.  I can understand why people do that.  They are in 
a hurry, but people travel at speeds above the posted limits when in a hurry.  That happened in my electorate as 
people travelled at 70 or 80 kilometres an hour on local roads.  That is the issue with the roads in question in this 
motion.  Although it is a small scale in my community, that road is now well accepted.  People come up to me 
and say that they wish that I had been able to get the road built as a dual carriageway.  It did not happen.  
However, traffic has been moved off our local roads onto a road designed to cater for those traffic movements.  
North Beach Road had become the defacto Reid Highway in my electorate.  It is happening in the seats of the 
members for Murdoch and Alfred Cove.  Leach Highway is our major freight route, and South Street and Stock 
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Road are freight routes.  If traffic could be moved onto roads designed to carry that traffic, away from 
communities that will be impacted by the minister’s still unproven six-point plan, the situation would be greatly 
improved.  Undoubtedly, the minister has not on one occasion in this place convinced me that she can -  

Mr M.F. Board:  Not once.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I never will.  You love roads.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Is that the minister’s commitment today that she will never convince us that it will 
work?   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I will never convince you at all.  

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  That is not what this is about.  The minister needs to convince us.   

Mr M.F. Board:  You must have it in place, and for it to be working.  That’s what planning is about. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Exactly.  Retain the road until such time as the need for it is proved. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I say there is a limit to what we can do.  If you do not want to listen to the arguments, of 
course I am never going to convince you. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Who said we will not listen to the argument? 

Mr M.F. Board:  You must have them working before you delete them.  You wanted to delete them for political 
reasons.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I explained that; I explained last week why we take that view. 

Mr P.B. Watson:  Keep interjecting! 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  My friend from Albany asks me to keep interjecting, but I am on my feet. 

Mr P.B. Watson:  I noticed that. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Good.  I commented earlier on road safety.  Interestingly, this entire process is a 
decision about people.  People who currently reside on the Fremantle eastern bypass land reservation know that 
it is a road reserve, and they have known that for some time.  Other communities have suddenly had this thrust 
upon them.  They have had the goalposts moved.  You look a little perplexed, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr A.D. 
McRae); do you not understand that?  They certainly had the goalposts moved.  They believed that the Fremantle 
eastern bypass road reservation was in place, and that a road at some stage when the need was evident would be 
built to provide for a transport corridor.  The goalposts have been moved.  The Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure made the decision to delete it from the metropolitan region scheme.  She made the sudden 
determination to upgrade Leach Highway, to put in major overpasses on Stock Road, to impact on the O’Connor 
business community and to upgrade Stock Road and South Street in the patch of the member for Murdoch.  All 
these changes were made, but not one change has received a budget allocation or funding.  It will be interesting 
to see how much money will be set aside to complete that six-point plan.  That land was reserved.  People who 
live on the Fremantle eastern bypass road reservation know that it is a road reservation.  Communities on Leach 
Highway, South Street and Stock Road, whether residential or business communities, suddenly had the goalposts 
moved.  That is why 85 per cent of the 10 000-odd submissions oppose the deletion.   

I return to my earlier point: the public sector should be free from political interference.  I said in this place the 
other day that the process begged the question: was the process flawed?  I do not think the process is flawed at 
all.  It has been set up for a long time with a view to allowing the community to have their say, whether that be in 
a pro forma submission or one written individually.  Some 64 issues were raised in opposition to the deletion - 
that is, 64 of the total 100 posed.  Was there some political interference in this decision?  Did the minister say 
that regardless of what the community thinks, this is what she wants and the Government will deliver it?   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Who would I have had said this to?   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I would like to know, minister.  Who did you say it to?  Did the minister say it to 
anyone at all?  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You are making the allegation that somehow or other I improperly used political 
interference.  You have to make your case.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I am asking the question.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  No, you’re not; you’re making an assertion.  Where is your evidence?  Do you have any 
evidence?   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  There is a lot of hearsay out there, minister.   



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 3 December 2003] 

 p14108b-14137a 
Ms Katie Hodson-Thomas; Acting Speaker; Mr Mike Board; Mr Terry Waldron; Ms Alannah MacTiernan; Dr 

Janet Woollard; Speaker; Mr Tony McRae; Deputy Speaker; Mr Fran Logan; Mr Paul Omodei 

 [6] 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  That’s right; a lot of backchat in the Liberal Party.  Where is the evidence?   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  It is funny that whenever the minister cannot win the argument, she talks about the 
Liberal Party.  Who cares?   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  All I am saying is that you made an allegation that there has been political interference.  I 
am asking you to set out the basis of your case.  I think that is perfectly reasonable.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  It is perfectly reasonable for people to come to me and say that they believe that 
the minister interfered politically in the process.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Okay; on what basis?   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I understand that, under the Act, the minister can direct the Western Australian 
Planning Commission, can she not?  She can direct it, regardless of the submission process. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  That is correct.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I am asking the question: did the minister direct it?   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Absolutely not, and I would like to know who you think I did direct.  I don’t want to be 
rude, but you honestly don’t know what you’re talking about.  You’re talking about my interfering somehow or 
other with public servants.  Where is your evidence?  Which public servants are you talking about?   

Mr M.F. Board:  You made a statement in this House six months ago that, regardless of the community input, 
you were going to delete.  That is what you said in this House.  It is in Hansard.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You show it to me, because I will tell you what I did say.  I said that we supported the 
deletion.  We would not have commenced the process - 

Mr M.F. Board:  Why did you bother putting all that money and all those people’s time into a process when you 
had absolutely no expectation that you would change your mind?   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Because we wanted to see whether any evidence or material came forward that would 
cause us to change our mind.  No-one initiates a metropolitan region scheme amendment unless they believe and 
support the ultimate outcome, but you go through a process.  If there had been -  

Mr M.F. Board:  Are you trying to say that nothing came forward in the 8 500 submissions, including from your 
own working party, which recommended the maintenance of the -  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Which working party?   

Mr M.F. Board:  The State Planning Commission working party. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  The State Planning Commission working party?   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  The Hearings Committee.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Okay.  Explain this to me: you are recommending that I listen to the Hearings Committee, 
but that I don’t take any notice of the WA Planning Commission itself.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  It did all the work.  Do I need to remind the minister?  Why have a Hearings 
Committee then?   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  To hear the hearings and to provide a summary of what actually happened in the hearings.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  It made recommendations and they were totally ignored.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  That is right, but those matters need to be considered against matters that don’t come out 
of the Hearings Committee.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Were they sanitised? 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  For example, it had no representations from the Department for Planning and 
Infrastructure or the various other government agencies that are involved in the implementation of the six-point 
plan.  It heard only from the people who made public submissions.  On that basis, it put forward a proposal and a 
series of recommendations, and those recommendations were being considered.  No-one is suggesting that there 
are not arguments in favour of keeping the Fremantle eastern bypass.  Of course there are.  There is never a case 
in which something is 100 per cent good or 100 per cent bad.  At the end of the day it is a question of judgment.  
At the end of the day the WA Planning Commission made a recommendation.  I can imagine what you would 
have said if I had come in here and ignored the recommendation of the Planning Commission.   

Mr R.N. Sweetman:  Did you get all that interjection or do you want it again?   
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Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I did.  This is about a judgment.  It is about the minister’s judgment.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  No; it about the Planning Commission’s judgment as well.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  The minister makes that claim.  The people - 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.P.D. Edwards):  I ask members to return to the debate.  The member for Carine 
has the floor.  I am very happy to hear the comments of the member for Carine.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I am interested in some of the comments that the minister is making.  I do not 
particularly like the personal assassinations of councillors from the City of Melville.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Excuse me!  These people have gone around and personally assassinated the members of 
the WA Planning Commission and made the most disgraceful allegations about those individuals in newspapers 
and you are telling me that I cannot stand up for them!   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The minister will have her opportunity in a moment.  The debate will go through the 
Chair. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I do not think I am making any personal allegations about anybody on the Western 
Australian Planning Commission.  I am trying to point out the very reason that 85 per cent of those submissions 
and hearings oppose the deletion.  The minister is supposed to be the Government.  She keeps saying that she 
listens to the people.  Does she know what people are saying about her?  These are not my words; this is what 
people in the community are saying.  They are telling me on a regular basis that the minister is arrogant and does 
not listen.  She might not believe that -  

Mr F.M. Logan:  There has been more public consultation on this matter than any other.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Members!   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Mr Acting Speaker, I will address my remarks to you.  The member’s comment 
about public consultation is interesting.  I said before that the minister has stated that she will embark on public 
consultation.   

Mr F.M. Logan:  She has.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Exactly - the freight network review and the dialogue with the city.  We all listen.  
There has been a range of public consultation. 

Mr M.F. Board:  It’s a sham.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  It is a sham!  It is lip-service to the community. 

Mr F.M. Logan:  You didn’t say that when you were at the workshops or down in Fremantle.  Why didn’t you 
say it then?   

Mr M.F. Board:  Because it’s a sham.  I wasn’t going to waste my time on a stacked meeting that had no 
credibility.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Member for Murdoch!  I remind members that the debate goes through the Chair.  At 
the moment the House is becoming disorderly, with conversations being held across the Chamber.  I remind the 
member for Carine to address the Chair.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  It is an absolute sham, and I should tell the community that it is a sham.  It is 
always at the end that people realise it is a sham.  Yes, the Government gives people a warm, fuzzy feeling and 
tells them that it is listening to them.  What a load of nonsense!   

Mr R.A. Ainsworth interjected.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Absolutely; it is unadulterated balderdash.  That is obviously a word that is 
regularly used by the member for Roe.   

Mr R.A. Ainsworth interjected.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  It is about giving people in the community the false sense that they are being 
listened to.  In this process the Government has given people the impression that they will be heard.  Eighty-five 
per cent of the community took the time to lodge submissions.  It does not matter whether they were pro forma.  
There were pro forma submissions in the other 14.3 per cent.  To dismiss and discount that is absolutely 
irresponsible.  I have said that I think this Government has paid lip-service to the whole process.  I do not believe 
that the process was flawed.  I believe that many people who said to me that there was some level of interference 
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are probably right on the mark.  They feel that they have not been listened to.  Certainly the Hearings Committee 
gave them that opportunity.  All the issues, including road safety, the movement of hazardous goods and 
environmental issues, have been raised in great detail in the report.  The report states that the Fremantle eastern 
bypass alignment would be better than the alternative six-point plan for traffic noise.  All through the document, 
it states that the FEB alignment is a better alternative than the minister’s six-point plan.  The recommendation is 
qualified by the comment that to delete the bypass at this point is premature, but if it is decided to pursue this 
course, other things should be completed first.  That means it should be funded, but nowhere has the minister 
allocated any funding for her six-point plan.  The movement of freight to rail is an interesting issue.  Everyone 
supports that.  There is no doubt that we would like more freight to be transported by rail.  We have said that on 
this side on many occasions.  The Leader of the Opposition, the member for Murdoch and I have all said it, and 
the National Party agrees that we need to get more freight onto rail.  The minister talks about an increase to 30 
per cent.  We have seen this rapid increase over the past 12 months from 3.5 per cent to seven per cent.  It is a 
long way off the mark.  

Mr M.F. Board:  That is seven per cent of current freight.  The 30 per cent will take into account a trebling of 
freight in the next 10 years.  It is a massive amount.  

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  That is right.  The number of containers on the roads will treble.  In the vicinity of 
300 000 containers currently are transported on our roads, and that will treble to more than a million.  The report 
goes into that in great detail.  Even if there is a 30 per cent increase, when the freight volume trebles, there will 
still be double the volume of freight on the roads.  What does that mean for the freight network?  If the roads are 
now choked, where do we go?  If this road is deleted from the metropolitan region scheme, where can we go?  
Where can we build other roads?  At the very least the land should remain as a road reserve, even if the road is 
never built.  It should be kept as a transport corridor, whether it is for rail or road.  It could actually be for rail - 
perhaps a passenger rail service.  We know the minister has this love of rail.  Does the minister have photos of 
trucks in her office yet?  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I have always had photos of trucks in my office.  

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  That is not what the union is saying.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I am an equal opportunity transport lover, and I have pictures of trains and ships.  When I 
took over the office from the National Party minister, he had pictures of only roads and trucks; there were no 
ships, aeroplanes or trains.   We called it the Eric Charlton memorial collection.  

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:   I will quote from the “Report of Hearings Committee”.  On page 2, under the 
heading “Fremantle Ports” it states - 

The Committee has been advised that trade through the Inner Harbour, particularly container 
movements, will continue to grow, potentially reaching the anticipated capacity of the Inner Harbour of 
around 1.2 million TEUs by around 2017.  

Just for the record, a TEU is a 20-foot equivalent unit.  The report continues - 

As some containers do not leave the port area this is estimated to mean a trebling of existing container 
movements to 0.95 million TEUs ultimately.  

The number of containers moving in and out of the port will treble, and that will put great pressure on the roads 
the minister talks about in the six-point plan.  The minister has a theory, called the six-point plan, or six-point 
solution.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  It was actually developed by the freight congress - the public consultation process.  

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  The minister went to that freight network review consultation process and told the 
people that she did not even give them an opportunity to consider the Fremantle eastern bypass in that process.  
The very least she should have done was to allow that to happen.  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Then you would have come in and called it a sham.  

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  We would not have.  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  We told the freight congress that we are committed to this and we wanted people to work 
with us and tell us how to manage freight.  While the people are here, could you just repeat that commitment you 
gave to construct Roe Highway stage 8 and the Fremantle eastern bypass in your first year of government?  Is 
that the commitment you gave?  

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  We are talking about a disallowance motion right now.   

Several members interjected. 
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Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  This is my disallowance motion; I own it at the moment.  I will tell the member 
for Riverton if I have enough time.  I have nine minutes on the clock.  I noticed him frowning at me, and I know 
he took lots of notes.  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Tell us about the Liberal Party strategy.  What will the Liberal Party do?  

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  We will build the road.  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  When?  

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  In the first term of government.  The minister may try to see that there is no 
money left, and there probably will not be when the minister finishes her railway to Mandurah, if it ever gets off 
the ground.  

I was talking about the six-point plan that came out of the freight network review.  The minister went to consult 
all those people and told them there was no opportunity to look at the Fremantle eastern bypass.  People went 
there with open minds, and suddenly the door was shut.  On one hand, the Government is telling people that they 
are involved in a consultative process.  The very least people could have been provided with was the opportunity 
to work out whether the Fremantle eastern bypass was the right alternative, but they were never provided with 
that opportunity.  If the minister was absolutely convinced that that process would deliver a positive outcome, 
the very least she should have done was to include the bypass as an alternative.  If the minister was convinced 
she was on the right path, that group of individuals she invited to take part in that process would have delivered 
that six-point plant, the untested plan.  The Hearings Committee has said that it is an untested plan.  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Just as the Fremantle eastern bypass is an untested plan.  It has been untested for a long 
time.  The Opposition is putting all its faith in a line on a map.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  What does the minister reckon about the Reid Highway?  The minister’s in-laws 
lived on North Beach Road.  When I built that road, what did they say to me?  They were long-term supporters 
of the Labor Party, and they came to me and said I was the best member they had ever had in the seat, because at 
least if I said something, I would go out and advocate for the community.  I delivered on that road.  What did it 
do?  It moved traffic onto roads designed to cater for it. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.P.D. Edwards):  Order, members on my left and the minister! 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  This is about the Fremantle eastern bypass.  It is about an issue that impacts on 
many people.  I will say it again: almost 10 000 people sent in submissions, attended public hearings and took 
part in the process with the view and belief that they would be listened to.  However, this Government is so 
arrogant that it is treating them with total contempt.  That message is coming through loud and clear.  The very 
least this minister should do is retain the land in reservation until the six-point plan can be proved. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Why - so you can procrastinate for another 15 years? 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  The minister should make his own speech.  He can contribute if he wants to.  I 
have four minutes on the clock.  I will take his interjections if he wants to offer them.  I pointed out the other day 
that this is a political decision.  The Government does not really care about the seats of Alfred Cove and 
Murdoch.  The member for Riverton has disappeared.  His preselection is under threat.  Kevin Reynolds is 
working against him.  One has only to mention the name of Kevin Reynolds to the member for Riverton and he 
starts to quake in his boots. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  The member for Riverton is over here, by the way. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Right; the member for Riverton is over there.  He will be the sacrificial lamb in all 
this.  He will lose his seat as a result of this.  There is no doubt in my mind that this will have an enormous 
impact on the member for Riverton.  People are very concerned - 

Mr A.D. McRae interjected. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  My God! 

Mr A.D. McRae:  Wherever he goes, I’m going after him. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Wherever who goes?   

Mr A.D. McRae:  As I understand it, the former member for Riverton is now going for South Perth. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Right.  What is Kevin Reynolds doing to the member for Riverton?   

Several members interjected. 
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The ACTING SPEAKER:  The member for Carine has the floor. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I have three minutes on the clock.  I said at the outset that I would spend the 
60 minutes talking about this issue, and I have done that.  It is no surprise to me that I have managed to talk 
about this issue for that time. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You got by with a little help from your friends. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Yes, especially the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  You’re doing a magnificent job; you really are.  Keep going. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Yes.  My community thinks so.  At least I have been re-elected twice. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Third time lucky. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Yes, third time lucky.  Who knows.  No-one has a right to his or her position in 
this place.  We go to the people and have a contract with them for four years.  I made a commitment to do what I 
thought was in the best interests of my whole community.  That is why I stood and advocated for the Reid 
Highway going through my electorate.  That was a difficult issue for me, just as this issue is very difficult.  
Ministers are charged with a responsibility to act in the best interests of the whole community.  I have said that 
from the outset.  I understand that the minister’s view is that the Fremantle eastern bypass should be deleted 
from the metropolitan region scheme.  I do not support that view, but I respect it.  However, the very least the 
minister could do is look at this report and heed the advice that both the Hearings Committee and the Transport 
Committee - 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  But ignore the commission? 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I have one minute on the clock.  At another time in this place we will in fact find 
out whether there was some political interference.  The assertions have been made.  If the minister can prove that 
there was no political interference, I would welcome that. 

MR M.F. BOARD (Murdoch) [8.14 pm]:  The member for Carine started her contribution to the debate on this 
motion by talking about the fact that this is a motion about people.  It is a motion about people - a lot of people.  
In fact, it is about hundreds of thousands of people.  It is about people’s rights, people’s beliefs and people’s 
expectations about long-term orderly planning.  It is about people’s right to believe in a process that is not 
flawed.  It is about people’s right to believe in an independent process and to enjoy the amenity of their property 
as they expected to do.  It is about people’s right to enjoy safety and to enjoy their roads, and to not have 
inflicted upon them a volume of freight and traffic on their roads that will lead to a dangerous situation.  This 
motion is about the future and the long-term development of not only the southern corridor and the port, but also 
the whole regional structure of the metropolitan area and the way in which the state transport links work.   

Much of this debate has been about freight.  The 85 000 cars a day that it is expected will utilise additional roads, 
whether it be the Fremantle eastern bypass or any extension of Roe Highway to meet the bypass, are also a 
strong consideration.  This is about connecting suburbs to the northern and southern corridors, and about people 
being able to move around, as originally planned, on a ring-road around the Perth metropolitan area. 

The minister has indicated in this place her desire to delete the Fremantle eastern bypass.  She wants to delete the 
Fremantle eastern bypass because she believes there are alternatives to building another road.  However, she has 
not provided this place with those alternatives.  She has indicated what she would like to happen in the future.  
She has talked about long-term goals and long-term strategies.  However, orderly planning is about not deleting 
things or changing regional plans or structures until such time as alternatives are in place.   

There are two arguments in this debate.  One is the argument of the Liberal Party, which strongly believes in the 
construction of the road and the construction of Roe Highway stage 8 to connect to the Fremantle eastern bypass.  
The majority of people who made submissions were and are prepared to take the view that the minister may have 
an alternative that could work.  That is fine.  I can understand their point of view, and we encourage that point of 
view.  The position of the Save our Suburbs committee, which I chair, is not to build the Fremantle eastern 
bypass.  The committee’s position is not about Roe Highway stage 8; its position is, in fact, to not delete the road 
reserve until the Government’s plan is in place.  Orderly planning would involve keeping the road reserve until it 
is proved that the plan works.   

Mr A.D. McRae interjected.   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  Until now the planning body had significant credibility, and the Western Australian 
community had faith in it.  However, it has gone against its 1992 decision, the decisions of the working party and 
the Transport Committee and the wishes of the majority of the 10 000 submissions.  How can it ignore all those?  
How can it ignore long-term planning for “good, orderly planning” on the basis that the so-called six-point plan 
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of the minister might work in 10 or 15 years?  The minister calls it orderly planning.  I call it a prostitution of the 
planning system.  Members opposite and the Western Australian community know it.  The community will judge 
the Government and the minister accordingly.  What has happened is so transparent that it is like glass.  
Everybody can see it.  It does not matter how the Government dresses it up and tries to show that it has gone 
through a process and that its position is supported by the commission; it is transparent.  The Government has 
ignored the experts and the wishes of the community.  It has ignored all the people who have gone through this 
process.  The Government is deleting the bypass because it was an election commitment.  The minister said in 
this place that it did not matter what the community would say, because - 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I never said that.   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  Yes, she did.  It is on the record.  This is about the deletion of the bypass.  She said that it 
was an election commitment.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I did say that.   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  She said that because it was an election commitment, the Government would delete the 
bypass.  The whole thing has been a sham from the very start.  It was a sham long before the Western Australian 
Planning Commission got involved.  The sham started with the freight network review, which was about looking 
for alternatives after the deletion of the bypass.  The Government did not give anybody the opportunity to say 
that the bypass was essential.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  You did not even attend the freight network review.   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  That is because it was stacked, and the minister knows it.  I had better things to do than waste 
my time with it.  I have put a lot of time into this issue, and I did not want to give any credibility to the 
Government’s process, which was flawed from the start.  If the minister wanted credibility, she should have 
asked the participants to review all the alternatives and tell her what would be the best freight network.  She 
should have asked them to consider all options, including the bypass, and then tell her what would be the best 
route.  However, she did not give them that option.  She took the bypass option away and asked them to find her 
another route.  The process was flawed from the start.  It was not about consideration of the best network. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  The Government cannot argue because that is what it has done.  It is on the record.  People 
know that that process was flawed.   

Why are people so concerned about this?  Why has this become one of the biggest planning issues for the 
Government, and why have so many people made submissions about it?   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  The Liberal Party paid people to collect signatures.   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  The member for Carine very rightly talked about the 10 000 submissions, 85 per cent of 
which were against the deletion of the bypass.  People have a right to know and to be informed of what will 
happen to their community.  The hospitals along South Street, the schools along Leach Highway, the senior 
citizens centres along South Street and Leach Highway and the residential suburbs that come within five metres 
of those roads were not built with this minister’s plan in place.  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  They were not built with the Fremantle eastern bypass in place either.   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  Those roads were not designed to be major freight routes.  When I was Deputy Mayor of the 
City of Melville - in fact, I was the chairman of planning at the time - we discussed Leach Highway, South Street 
and Roe Highway.  It has always been intended that Roe Highway be the road to relieve the southern corridor of 
the major growth in freight transport.  Freight was to be put onto a road that was built for that purpose.   

Several members interjected. 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  All the suburbs in the area were designed in light of the plan for Roe Highway, which was to 
connect to the Fremantle eastern bypass.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You did not build any of it.   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  That is the way the network was designed, and it was a wonderful plan.  At the eleventh hour 
the minister has pulled out the major cog, and the whole network is now confused.  What is the alternative?  The 
minister has admitted that, even with her so-called six-point plan, there will be a huge increase in freight 
movements along Leach Highway and possibly South Street.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  When was that?   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  She admitted it in this House. 
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Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Name it; show us.  

Mr M.F. BOARD:  It is in the report of the Planning Commission.  The report refers to a massive increase in 
freight.   

Mr F.M. Logan:  Show us in Hansard when she said it.   

Mr A.D. McRae:  It does not say that.   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  It does.  The minister has talked in this place about upgrading the road to deal with the 
increase in freight.  She has talked about proposed overpasses and the deletion of planned traffic lights.  She has 
talked about entry statements to various precincts.  Those plans are designed to deal with the increase in freight.  
Why should the people in the southern corridor put up with that?  Roe Highway, a purpose-built road, was near 
completion and the bypass road reserve had been in place for 30 years.   

Several members interjected.   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  Who gains?  Members opposite want to talk about the raw politics.  They should look at the 
charts in the Planning Commission report to see who gains and loses.  They should look at the red and green dots 
and they should consider the massive number of people throughout the southern corridor who made submissions.  
People who do not live on Leach Highway or South Street made submissions because they know that the 
deletion of the bypass will cause a huge loss of amenity.  I cannot understand how the member for Riverton can 
take part in devaluing the greatest asset of the community he represents; that is, the amenity of the home.   

Mr A.D. McRae interjected. 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  The safety of children will be put at risk.  He should talk to people in Shelley about what 
they think of his representation.   

Mr A.D. McRae interjected.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, member for Riverton! 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  I cannot understand how he can do that to his own community.   

Mr A.D. McRae:  What an absolute load of rubbish.   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  They are people he represents.   

Mr A.D. McRae:  Talk some truth.   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, the member for Riverton and others of their 
group have tried to demean a community-based group and local council, whose right it is to stand up -  

Mr F.M. Logan:  You are the chairman.   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  That is my right.  That is why I do it.  It gives them an opportunity.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Graham Kierath, Richard Lewis and Murray Criddle are in the group!   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  Am I to expect Labor members to join our committee?   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.P.D. Edwards):  Members, I am having difficulty hearing the member for 
Murdoch, as I am sure is Hansard.  I ask those members on my right to keep their comments to themselves.   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  The people on the SOS committee were invited because of their positions.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  They were members of the Liberal Party!  Murray Criddle is the only exception, and he 
belongs to the National Party. 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  No.  For the information and education of members opposite, the committee has 28 
members, about 23 of whom are presidents or members of organisations relating to their suburbs.  It has nothing 
to do with their politics, I can assure members of that.  I do not know their politics and I do not give a rat’s about 
their politics.  I do know that they were invited because of their position as president on the ratepayers 
association in their area.  They do not give a damn about Liberal Party politics or Labor Party politics.  They care 
about their suburbs, and that is the reason that they and the councils have supported them.  They care about the 
safety and expectations of the people who live in those suburbs and they do not want to see those suburbs written 
off.  The minister’s strategy is to write off the value of those suburbs on an untested and unplanned program.  
She now has the support of the Western Australian Planning Commission, against everybody else’s wishes.  
Government members cannot tell me that people do not think that is arrogant.  The former coalition Government 
learnt its lesson in the debates on forests and Leighton Beach; this Government will learn its lesson on this issue.  
This issue will be the Achilles heel of this Government.  When government members find themselves sitting on 
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this side of the House after the election in 2005 and are scratching their heads and wondering why they were 
demolished at the election, they will come to realise that it was because they were seen to be arrogant.  I 
guarantee government members that the community will judge them in that way because they are not listening to 
the community.  This issue will grow.  The Government must learn that it cannot make political promises to a 
few people so that they can gain financially or to a few people because it won a by-election back in the early 
1990s.  This Government is now prostituting people’s long-term plans, values, safety and amenity.  It cannot do 
that.  The people will not reward the Government for doing that.  We learnt our lesson, but that is where the 
Government is going with this issue.   

The member for Riverton has talked about the environment and Bibra Lake in his electorate.  Does he not 
believe that people who live in other residential suburbs have a right to a good environment?  Does he believe 
that they want tens of thousands of trucks stopping and starting through their suburbs?  Does he believe they 
want a number of accidents occurring in their suburbs?  The Minister for Police told the House about four fatal 
motor vehicle accidents that have occurred in Perth on this very day that we are debating road safety, yet 
government members want to put an additional 85 000 trucks and cars through residential suburbs.  They should 
not tell me that there will be no more accidents; of course there will be.  Government members know that and 
they know that people will suffer accordingly.   

[Leave granted for the member’s time to be extended.] 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  Perth needs purpose-built roads; that is what they are for.  I recall the protests from the 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure when the previous Government built the Graham Farmer Freeway.  She 
said that it would be the greatest disaster that Perth had ever seen.  I recall government members dancing around 
saying that it was an absolute disgrace.  It is now the most used road in Perth and the greatest asset in 
infrastructure that the city has had in a long time, together with the duplication of the Narrows Bridge and the 
extension of the Kwinana Freeway.  Our Government was about long-term orderly planning.  This Government 
should not build the road if it does not want to build it.  However, it should not delete it from the MRS before 
another plan is in place.  Why will the Government not show how its plan will work?  The minister knows her 
argument on this issue is flawed.  The minister has brought into the Parliament a planning amendment to delete 
the Fremantle eastern bypass from the metropolitan region scheme.  Why does she not put the whole plan before 
the Parliament if the planning amendment is genuine?  Why does she not show the whole of the community the 
different amendments that will be required to fulfil her plan?   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Which different amendments are you talking about? 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  Will the minister tell me how many different amendments are required to take her plan to 
fruition? 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I am not sure that we need any more. 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  Significantly more will be needed.  There will be a lot of losers in this arrangement; for 
instance, people with road reserves on their property. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Who? 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  What does the member for Yokine mean by “who”?  The Government is talking about 
widening and lifting roads, about overpasses in residential suburbs and about raising roads to a great height.  
Where are the amenities for people in those suburbs?  What are those people’s rights?  The Government does not 
care about those people, but we do, because they are in and around our region.  Our job is to represent their point 
of view and to bring about some orderly planning. 

We would applaud the minister if she said that she had a strategy, if she acknowledged that the community is 
outraged by this issue, if she acknowledged that the bypass has not been put in place and if she said she would 
draw back, take a deep breath and put a strategy in place.  Very few people are living on that road reserve.  Why 
would the Government not leave the reserve there?  The Government owns 90 per cent of the road reserve.  Why 
would it sell it off?  Why would it cut off its nose to spite its face?  It would do that because this has been a 
political exercise from the very start.  That is not what planning is about.  The Opposition will not win its 
argument on this disallowance motion when it is put to the vote.  The Government will take some solace from 
the fact that it has the numbers in this place.  The matter will be dealt with at some stage in the upper House.  
The Government believes that it is on pretty strong ground.  I tell the minister that the Government is not on 
strong ground; it is on an 85 per cent rejection from hundreds of thousands of people south of the river.  That is 
the scenario that this minister is sitting in, and she is prepared to take on those views.  Why does she not slow 
up?  She should show the community that her plan will work and that she can get more freight on trains.  She 
should show the community that our strategy will not deal with additional cars on South Street and Leach 
Highway. 
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Mr F.M. Logan:  You go out and campaign on it; we will welcome it. 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  I will.  Government members do not have to worry about the Opposition’s campaigning on 
it; I welcome it.  They should print some brochures and I will hand them out for them.  We will be campaigning 
on this issue, as it is an issue, and government members know that it will make a significant difference to where 
they sit after the election. 

I put on record that the City of Canning and the City of Melville have moved resolutions to support the 
maintenance of the road reserve.  The City of Fremantle, by a reasonably narrow vote, voted against maintaining 
it and voted for the deletion.  However, that view in Fremantle is quickly changing.  Officers of the City of 
Cockburn do not support the relatively narrow vote of the council to support the deletion.  The Melville 
community has every right to expect the City of Melville to protect the orderly planning, values and lifestyles 
that people have built there and not to have them flawed by a political process.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Why won’t Mr McNally tell us how much he has spent and how much he has given to the 
SOS committee? 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  He has not given any money to the Save Our Suburbs committee.  No money has been given 
to the SOS committee.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Are you sure? 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  Absolutely.  I ask members to listen to this: no money has been given to the SOS committee 
by the City of Melville.  The City of Melville runs its own process.  The City of Melville has voted to raise the 
issues within the community and it spends its money accordingly.  No money is being given to the SOS 
committee because there is no receptacle or bank account into which the SOS committee can place funds. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  It just pays the bills direct. 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  No.  The City of Canning faces the same situation.  Why not raise that issue?  The City of 
Canning spends more money than does the City of Melville.  

Mr A.D. McRae:  On what?   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  On this issue.  It has hired consultants. 

Mr A.D. McRae:  How much has the City of Melville spent on this issue?   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  Why not suggest this about the City of Fremantle?  It put out an A3 fold-up brochure.  The 
photographs in it were only of Labor members of Parliament and a few other supporters of the Labor Party.  
How much did that cost the City of Fremantle?   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I do not have any problems with the City of Melville spending money.   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  No, but members opposite have not mentioned the City of Fremantle; they have mentioned 
only the City of Melville.  I think they are showing their political bias.  The Government has tried to make this a 
political process.   

Mr F.M. Logan:  No.   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  Yes, it has.  It is about planning.  As the member for Carine said at the very beginning of this 
debate, this is about people.  People have a right not to have their expectations changed around by an election 
process.  Orderly planning cannot be run through election processes.  Will members opposite try to tell me that 
every time we go to an election, members will tell their communities that they will change this, that and the 
metropolitan region scheme and will give their constituents whatever they want if they vote for them?  Will that 
be the planning process in Western Australia?  It is supposed to be independent, strategic and long-term.  That is 
why the process is under fire today.  The Western Australian Planning Commission has lost enormous credibility 
because of this decision.  It has overturned the very principles upon which it was set up and the very principles 
that it believed in and has espoused.  It has walked away from community expectations, the community 
viewpoint and from its own working committee and specifications.  It has overturned the decision it made in 
1992.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Time moves on.   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  What has moved on?  The Government has not given anything.  It has given them a wish and 
a prayer.  The plan is uncosted and untested.  A decent planning authority has walked away from a long-term, 
strategic planning decision based on this wish and a prayer.  That is why we say that there has been political 
interference.  We cannot believe that it has been that stupid.  We cannot believe that the WAPC did that, 
considering what it stands for.  We believe that there has been interference.  It may have been subtle and it may 
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not have been direct, as the member for Carine suggested.  It is about leaning on people for a government 
expectation.  We know how that works.  We have seen that happen on the other side.  It happened right 
throughout the Labor years.  It happened for many, many years.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Tell us how the Fremantle eastern bypass got into the metropolitan region scheme.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.P.D. Edwards):  Order, minister! 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  My time is coming to an end.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  We know that!  In about 14 months!   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  Is that right?  If the Liberal Party does not increase its margin by 10 per cent on this, I will 
eat my hat.   

The Government knows that it has overseen a flawed process from the very start.  It has gone through a very 
expensive and time-consuming exercise only to show that there is a process in place.  There was never any 
intention to do anything other than what is now happening; that is, to amend the metropolitan region scheme.  
This Government will pay a very significant price for the arrogant way in which it has gone about this whole 
process and for what it has continued to do.  The shame of it all is that the Government has dragged down a 
credible body - the Western Australian Planning Commission - with it.   

MR T.K. WALDRON (Wagin) [8.44 pm]:  I support this disallowance motion on behalf of the National Party.  
I do not claim to have the intricate knowledge of this issue or the area involved that many other members of this 
House obviously have, but I did live in Willetton - the member for Riverton’s area - for about nine years, so I 
have an understanding of the roads.  I also understand the need for good transport access to the port of 
Fremantle.  The decision to axe the Fremantle eastern bypass road reserve does not seem to make planning 
sense.  That is why it was opposed by 85 per cent of those who made public submissions, and rightly so.  It is a 
backward step for the transport industry in Western Australia.  To me, scrapping the eastern bypass and Roe 
Highway stage 8 would end the opportunity for future Governments to build a safe and modern road freight 
corridor to and from our inner harbour in Fremantle.  That is an extremely important point, because it would end 
the chance for the agricultural export industry, for example, to haul containerised produce on a modern, purpose-
built road access route.  The Fremantle eastern bypass was about providing access to a container port.  I 
understand that this trade at the port is growing by about 10 per cent a year.   

I also make the point that the port of Fremantle belongs to all Western Australians, wherever they live.  The port 
of Fremantle is very important to the lot of us, particularly to country Western Australia and the export of its 
produce.  This issue is very much about providing effective, safe - I stress safe - and environmentally sound 
access to our port.  I will emphasise again that for our produce to be exported, in some cases to other States, it 
needs to go through the port.  Ports are provided for a purpose.  We need to provide access to those ports.  There 
is no doubt that, whatever happens, the transport industry and road transport movements will increase.  Putting 
more stuff on rail is good; I have no problem with that.  However, transport by road will increase.  The port of 
Fremantle is a working port in the heart of a busy city.  There is no efficient road access to that port.  It is the 
only port that can handle our massive sea containers.  The port services our industries.  To get products through, 
we must have decent road access to the port.  The eastern bypass was to provide that.   

Not constructing the road freight bypass is one thing, but removing the transport corridor altogether makes little 
sense.  The Fremantle eastern bypass was to be the final link in a modern freight network.  It was to link with 
Roe Highway stage 8 to provide a seamless, purpose-built road corridor right into our busiest port.  Roe 
Highway will now terminate at Kwinana Freeway, and trucks carrying containers will have to weave their way 
along busy Fremantle roads and streets to get to the port.  That is a real shame in this modern era.  I acknowledge 
that the Labor Party made an election commitment to shelve the project.  However, it has offered no sensible, 
safe or practical solution or alternative to the increase in road traffic movements that will occur to the port of 
Fremantle.  An enormous strain will be placed on roads such as South Street and Leach Highway.  These roads 
are dotted with traffic lights and gradients.  There are many dangers.  If those roads are to be upgraded, it will be 
at a huge cost.  Great dangers will remain with those roads.   

I will briefly mention the issue of road safety.  We hear a lot about road safety from the Government, and I have 
a real interest in road safety.  There are big road safety issues involved in trucks travelling along roads such as 
South Street and Leach Highway.  They travel with the general traffic - vehicles driven by mums and dads, and 
carrying kids.  The gradients of those roads and the stopping distances between trucks and cars always present a 
dangerous situation.  In fact, I wrote to the Road Safety Council, and I mentioned it to the minister, stating that 
we should be running promotional programs on road safety with trucks.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  We are, actually.   
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Mr T.K. WALDRON:  I put it to the Road Safety Council last year, and I have done so again this year.  This 
moves away from the Fremantle eastern bypass debate, but we are having a big grain harvest this year.  I support 
the road safety campaigns of “Belt Up” and “Don’t Drink and Drive” - I have been involved with them - but we 
should do something extra this year.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  They are.  They’ve been on the radio.   

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  I have not seen them in country WA.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You tend not to see them on radio. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  I am pretty good - I can seen things on radio!  We should be doing more.  I would like to 
see a concerted campaign this summer to educate people how to drive with truck traffic on the roads.  Police are 
doing a good job in my area: roadblocks have been set up on Albany Highway to educate people.  I congratulate 
the police.  I have written to Grant Dorrington about this matter.  It should be done.  If a campaign is happening, 
I say well done.  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  It was part of the road train summit.   

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  I have not seen or heard the campaign, minister.  Maybe I do not listen to the right radio 
stations.  It is good if it is happening.  I have seen all the other promotions, but not the truck ones. 

Mr P.B. Watson:  He’s an ABC man.   

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  Of course.  I used to listen regularly to the member for Albany when he was on the ABC 
Radio sports show.   

The amount of freight carried on our roads will increase, which will cause problems in the future.  Residents and 
business proprietors whose properties are located along these roads will be inconvenienced a great deal.  
Whichever way one looks at the decision not to proceed with the eastern bypass, it will curtail the opportunity 
for the road transport industry to deliver freight door to door.  It will have an impact on costs.  Since the 
deregulation of the road transport industry, downward pressure has been applied to freight costs.  The minister 
refers to trains going into Fremantle, which is fine.  However, they will shunt in an out of the inner harbour and 
cause disruption for the Fremantle community.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Do you support trains or not?   

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  I support them. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You’re having two bob each way. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  The amount of train traffic in and out of Fremantle will affect people’s enjoyment of the 
local environment.  More containers will move along that foreshore, which will cause problems in the future.  I 
understand that about eight trains a day will move along the track by the Round House and Fisherman’s Wharf.  
It will cause the Government some pain.  I do not mind strategic rail distribution, and long-haul rail for freight is 
terrific and works well east-west.  Whatever happens with rail, a lot of road transport will deliver our produce in 
and out of that port.  Therefore, a safe designated route is needed.  The eastern bypass would have provided that 
route.  People in the metropolitan area will be affected by the safety issues.  I mentioned earlier that I lived in the 
member for Riverton’s area and travelled the road in and out of the city for nine years.  I worry about issues on 
Leach Highway and South Street in particular.  Roads with truck traffic are dangerous roads.  A designated route 
is needed.  Forget the political stuff.  It makes sense to have a designated route for trucks.  This State will 
produce more material that will need to be moved.  If we can put more freight on rail, well and good.  
Nevertheless, an increase in road transport will still occur.  Undoubtedly, that will happen in the future Australia-
wide.  We are missing an opportunity.  In the future, people will look back and ask why we did not do something 
at this stage.  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  They will say that the Tories were in government about eight years and did nothing.  They 
will not say that about us.   

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  We will see.  Time judges everyone.  I think back in my life to the things that have 
happened.  I have heard people make big predictions.  I have made wrong predictions: I once said Greg Ritchie 
would be the best test batsman Australia has ever had.  It was in a hotel a bit late at night.   

At some stage we will need better road access to the port from the southern area.  I come into the city from the 
south all the time. People in the future will reflect on whether the right decision was made today.  I do not think 
the minister’s decision is the right one.  Therefore, I support the motion.  We need a good, streamlined road 
system to our port.  That is why the eastern bypass is an opportunity that will be missed.   
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MS A.J. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [8.56 pm]:  When Labor 
members stood for election in 2001, we made a pledge that we would use our best endeavours to do government 
differently.  We pledged to think more deeply about problems confronting planning and said we would look for 
more sustainable outcomes and for the integration of land use and transport planning.  In other words, we would 
not continue with the same old, same old that was taking Perth down the wrong route.   

I will spend a little time talking about some of the big issues confronting Perth.  We have a pretty fantastic city 
that regularly rates well on the liveability indexes produced with the worldwide rankings of cities.  However, that 
is achieved only because we have a limited population of 1.5 million people.   

It is interesting that the member for Carine has left her seat.  I love these guys opposite: they move a 
disallowance motion and say they want to engage in debate, and then they disappear.  I note that the member for 
Murdoch has disappeared from the Chamber, no doubt on urgent parliamentary business.   

We need to consider some problems in Perth.  Perth has an extraordinarily high level of car dependency.  When 
Perth is compared with comparable cities in the western world, we see a level of car dependency that is truly 
extraordinary.  I refer to some of the indices of car dependency.  First, regarding the amount of roadway per 
population, Perth has in the order of 10 metres of road per resident.  The Australian average is 8.3 metres per 
person.  The US average is 6.9 metres, and the European average is 2.5 metres.  I next look at the number of 
CBD parking spots.  I am really disappointed that the member for Murdoch is not here.  He came in here and 
talked about the need to deal competently with planning matters.  Yet, when we get the opportunity to take him 
through the fundamentals of our thinking, he is not here to listen.  The cant and hypocrisy of the man was 
unbelievable when he was going on about this matter being political.  The government wants to debate the issue 
and lay out chapter and verse its thinking and the processes and rationale behind what is being done.  Having 
done his little piece, the member vacated the Chamber.   

CBD car parking spots per thousand people is another indicator of car dependency.  Perth has 631 parking spots 
per 1 000 people, and the Australian average is 489.  Even the US is nowhere near our level at 468 car parking 
spots, and the European average is 238 - of course, that is completely different.  Perhaps the third most important 
indicator is the percentage of trips done on public transport.  In Perth, nine per cent of work trips are by public 
transport.  In Melbourne, it is in excess of 15 per cent and in Sydney it is 25 per cent.  The Australian average is 
14.3 per cent.  The US average is about par with Perth at nine per cent, and in Europe we see a very different 
picture, where 39 per cent of all work trips are by public transport.  There is a real cost to that.  The global cost 
of transport in comparable cities around the world - cities of a size similar to Perth - is around seven to eight per 
cent of their gross domestic product.  However, in Perth, with its very high level of car dependency, the total 
global cost is 13 per cent.  The difference between eight per cent and 13 per cent is $1.7 billion per annum.  That 
is the cost to us economically of having a car-dependent city.  We must look holistically at the way in which we 
are planning this city.  We cannot continue with the same old, same old.  We cannot say that, just because Sir 
Charles Court did not want a highway through Dalkeith and made the unilateral decision that he would put the 
Fremantle eastern bypass into the metropolitan region scheme, we will continue with it.  There is no sanctity 
about it.  No holy charter surrounds the Fremantle eastern bypass.  It was not in the original metropolitan region 
scheme.  It was put in by a conservative Government that did not want the planned road that was to go through 
the western suburbs.  

Mr M.F. Board:  This is about planning, not politics.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Members opposite should not try to make out that this road has some sort of sacrosanct 
status.  I understand that this is a difficult issue.  We are making a paradigm shift, and the member for Carine has 
said that she does not know what that means. 

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  No, I didn’t say that I don’t know what that means.  I asked: who understands what that 
means?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The member said that she understood it.  I imagine, then, that many people could 
understand it.   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  You have not made one convincing comment.   

The SPEAKER:  Order, members!   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I understand that we are asking people to think about things differently.  We are asking 
people to think about things more deeply and more broadly.  We cannot keep saying that we are predicting a 
seven per cent growth in freight transport each year in the Perth metropolitan area, therefore we must increase 
the road width to cater for that.  Ultimately, we cannot continue to do that.  We will destroy our city.  Cities 
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around the world have found that the use of this predict and provide model has a finite limit to what can be done 
before the workability and livability of a city are absolutely undermined.   

I want to set out this issue because members have said that they do not understand it.  I want to take them 
through our thinking and the reason we are doing this.  Members opposite may say that it is political.  It probably 
is political.  I do not resile from that.  We stand on a political agenda to deliver sustainability to our city - a 
political agenda to make Perth the number one most livable city in the world.  We are not ashamed of that.  It 
means that we must take a few courageous steps.  It means that we have to say, “I’m sorry, Sir Charles, we will 
not go down that path; we will think again”.   

There have been many changes in the metropolitan region scheme over the years.  It is understandable because 
of a number of factors.  For a start, values change over time.  Forty years ago it was considered a fantastic idea to 
build a road on a bit of old swamp because houses could not be built on it.  We all know that swamps become 
valuable wetlands and even lakes.  We all understand that values change.  The value that we put on the retention 
of natural bushland is different from the value that was put on it 40 years ago.  We must be prepared to change 
with the times.  We cannot say that, just because this was done in 1965, this was done in 1973 or this was done 
in 1992, we must stick with it.  No, we must always be moving onwards and upwards.  We must think more 
deeply about how we can do this.   

Clearly the Opposition has misunderstood a number of issues.  First of all is the notion of the six-point plan.  The 
contrast is that the Opposition thinks there is road and rail and that is it, but there will not be enough freight on 
rail.  It sort of likes rail but it does not actually want any trains.   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  No-one said that.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Under the previous Government, the percentage of freight boxes that went into 
Fremantle harbour by rail was below three per cent.  That is a disgrace.  How can members opposite come in 
here and pretend that their Government did anything whatsoever to deal with the problem of freight?  In fact, we 
believe that they wanted to close down the rail system in Fremantle and have an entire system of road transport.  
Not one cent was spent on the rail freight network.  All the previous Government did was privatise it.  No money 
was spent on the infrastructure at all.  It was allowed to run down.  We got into that parlous state.  It is true that it 
will take a while to fix the problem.  That is why we have given ourselves a time frame of eight to 10 years to 
turn this around.  Even without the infrastructure investment, we have already created change.  By putting in 
place a new contract for the management of the North Quay terminal, we have been able to increase the number 
of boxes.  It is significant that that figure has now doubled.  There are now 10 trains a week rather than five.  By 
all accounts, we have a long way to go.  If we can do that just through a management change, even before we 
have spent any money on the infrastructure, I am confident that we will be able to achieve this.  Twenty per cent 
of freight traffic goes into the Melbourne port by rail and 25 to 30 per cent goes into the Sydney port by rail 
under much more difficult circumstances.  If they can do it, I believe we can do it too.   

The six-point plan is much more than that.  Time and again we have tried to point out that there are a lot of other 
logistical and land-use planning responses that are part of our strategy to contain the growth of freight traffic.  
One of those very important strategies is the construction of inland container terminals.  In the order of 39 per 
cent of containers that go in and out of Fremantle are simply stored in Fremantle.  An enormous volume of truck 
traffic that goes into Fremantle need not go there.  Today I received a report on the latest work that we have 
done.  The container movement study shows very definitively the origins and final destinations of the containers, 
as well as their interim destinations.  For the first time we have a clear view of what is going in and out of ports 
and where they are coming from and where they are going to.  That report confirms to us the prospectivity and 
the very real possibilities that are created by inland container terminals.  We have put out to tender the complete 
redevelopment of the Kewdale freight terminal, including an inland container terminal.  We have chosen as our 
preferred proponent a consortium of Pacific National Pty Ltd, Toll Holdings Ltd and Patrick Corporation Ltd.  
The big players in the national industry want to be part of it.  They reckon this is fantastic.  They want to invest 
in this development.  The latest container study identified that there needs to be a similar facility in the 
Rockingham-Kwinana area and that there is a very real need for and prospectivity of a further terminal at Picton 
near Bunbury.  That is part of it; the other part is managing the infrastructure more intelligently, and getting a 
mandatory truck booking system in.  My very strong view - I believe that we will ultimately be able to deliver on 
this - is that there should be a one-stop truck booking system so that there is a better flow of freight traffic 
through the Fremantle port, and a better spread of hours of loads.  The analysis makes it quite clear that there is a 
real concentration in the times the containers are coming in and out.  We could certainly expand the hours of 
operation.  We need to work with the warehouses.  We need to get the logistics right; we must move into the 
twenty-first century.  Transport is no longer about simply moving from point A to point B; it is about making 
intelligent use of infrastructure, logistics and planning.  The six-point plan is about a lot more than moving road 
freight to rail.  I did not go into this exercise with any idea of what the six-point plan would be.  We knew there 
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was a huge problem and a huge conflict in the community about how we would do this.  We had the freight 
congress, which was a fantastic process.  I said the Government had already made the strategic decision to delete 
the Fremantle eastern bypass, because we believed so profoundly that to continue to carve up more and more of 
the inner suburbs was the wrong thing to do.  

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  Why did you not allow it within that framework?  

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The hypocrisy of the Opposition is truly extraordinary.  If we had done that, the 
Opposition would have asked why we wasted everyone’s time, because we had an election commitment to delete 
the bypass.  We made it clear; we wanted this to be a genuine process, but we had made a decision because we 
were very clear about the planning consequences of the bypass.  I notice a number of people in the Chamber who 
participated in the freight congress, which lasted for over a year and came up with this six-point plan.  Since 
then, the Government has been assiduously working on it.  It is very interesting listening to the member for 
Murdoch and the things that were snuck in, revealing the Opposition’s trickery.  One the one hand, it is all about 
truck traffic.  If it is all about truck traffic, we have done the study and the research and it shows that once the 
six-point plan is implemented, there will be only a marginal increase in freight traffic.  

Mr M.F. Board:  How do you know that?  

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  How does the member think planning is done?  How does he know the Fremantle 
eastern bypass will solve the problem?  He is making assumptions?  What was the data?  How does the member 
justify such a decision?  He made predictions, and that is exactly what the Government has done.  It has applied 
the best science to predict what could be done.  

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  You ignored technical advice from your own public servants.  

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Can the member for Carine show me where that advice is? The member lacks any 
intellectual integrity.  Where is the evidence?  The member has made the assertion, and I am giving her an 
opportunity.  She has the floor.  

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  Many things are falling off the backs of trucks, and in time it will be proven that you 
interfered in the process.  

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The member should show us the proof.  This is the level of debate.  This is a serious 
issue.  

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  What is the level of debate here, minister?  You have not on one occasion simply stood 
up and defended your six-point plan.  All you have talked about is some inland container terminal.  Prove it; 
convince the community.  You have not done it. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Perhaps we need some remedial classes in six-point planning but we have tried to set 
out in some detail the thinking behind it.  This six-point plan is not my six-point plan; it came out of the freight 
congress.  The member for Carine of all people should know the genuineness and the openness of these 
consultation exercises, because when we did one in the member’s area, the result was not necessarily the result 
that we thought was best. 

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  I know. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  But we did it because we put it to a citizen’s jury of randomly selected people. 

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  You were trying to prove a political point on that occasion.  You were trying to 
undermine me. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, member! 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  If the member for Albany were here he could tell the member about a similar story in 
Albany where there was a dispute between the Western Australian Planning Commission and the community.  
The outcome was not what I would have preferred, but it was an outcome that we implemented. 

The process of traffic modelling that is used to justify the construction of roads shows us that, with the 
implementation of the six-point plan, there will be virtually no increase in truck traffic.  What is really 
interesting - and a couple of the Fremantle councillors slipped this out as well - is that it is not really about 
trucks; the member is right, the vast majority of use on the Fremantle eastern bypass would be cars.  We would 
be unleashing even more pent-up demand of car traffic.  That is what this is all about.  Trucks are being used as a 
veneer.  It is not about trucks; it is about cars. 

Mr M.F. Board:  You are going to put those trucks on to South Street and Leach Highway. 
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Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The member does not understand that the more roads we build, the more pent-up 
demand of car traffic that is unleashed.  It is called the paradox of congestion.  I urge the member to read about 
this.  He talks so powerfully about the needs of planning but he does not know anything about it.  He has not 
done any homework or research.  He comes in here with a 1960s ideology of predict and provide; he does not 
know anything about how to manage demand.  If we used this same logic, imagine what we would be doing in 
Perth.  We would be mowing down both sides of Guildford Road, Stirling Highway, Beaufort Street and Albany 
Highway, and it would be endless, because on that basis there would be more and more traffic each year - each 
year more and more of the existing urban fabric would have to be carved away to create more space for cars.  
That is not the way to do it.  Cities around the world have learnt that this is not the way to go. 

Mr M.F. Board interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, member for Murdoch. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Even if we were real car mad, there is no basis for this.  It is true that there are 
problems on Leach Highway, and there are problems of noise, and one of the reasons for going through this 
metropolitan region scheme process is to flush out people’s concerns and to have an opportunity to address those 
concerns in a realistic way; not in this rubbishy, intellectually lazy way of just putting a line on a map and doing 
absolutely nowt about it, and overseeing the decline of the rail system and not having the guts to even put in a 
road.  All those opposite did was put a line on the map.  Did those opposite build the Fremantle eastern bypass?  
No, they did not.  The reason they did not build it was revealed by the then Premier, Richard Court, in an 
interview with a reporter from a Fremantle newspaper.  He said that it was pretty difficult and his Government 
would build it when there was community consensus about it.  We know when that will be: absolutely never.  
This road will never be built.  As a practical matter, we know one of the reasons it will never be built.  It is 
because there is such conflict and agitation centred around this road.  That is why the coalition, in the eight years 
it was in government, did not touch it; it knew that.   

We know that communities from Wyndham to Esperance want roads built.  We know that the Leader of the 
Opposition and the member for Carine have been racing around promising all these roads will be built.  They 
have said they will build the Peel deviation in the first year, and they will build Roe Highway stage 8 and the 
Lancelin to Cervantes Road.  It will be very interesting to see all that.  Why would anyone build a road that will 
create such enormous conflict, when so many other road projects would be absolutely welcomed?  We know that 
this road will never be built.  However, the intellectually lazy Tories keep it in their policy because it saves them 
addressing the problems and thinking about how they will manage freight.  They just say that they have the 
Fremantle eastern bypass, just as they did with Roe Highway.  However, not one centimetre of Roe Highway 
was built.  They promised the Tonkin Highway, but not one centimetre was built.  The only thing they did was 
sign a contract with Len Buckeridge to build a port in the middle of nowhere.  No economic analysis or no road 
planning was done.   

Mr A.D. McRae interjected. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I think it was one of the luminaries of Save our Suburbs, if I am not wrong.  No 
planning was done.  In fact, they were dealing with HIsmelt Corporation Pty Ltd about its developing on the 
Kwinana strip, but they did not even tell HIsmelt that they had done a deal with Mr Buckeridge to allow him to 
build a road right through the middle of the area in which the HIsmelt plant was to be located.  That was the 
level of planning under the previous Government: a port plonked in the middle of nowhere, with no economic 
analysis and no strategic planning studies.   

Mr M.F. Board:  Why were you against the Graham Farmer Freeway? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Because I believed that the priority in transport infrastructure in this State at that time 
should have been rail, and I stand by that decision.  That was a far greater priority than the Graham Farmer 
Freeway.  Unfortunately, the member was absent when I set out the economic arguments that showed the cost to 
the community of car dependency.   

There are concerns for the people who live on Leach Highway.  However, those concerns will not be addressed 
by drawing a line on a map.  Indeed, they will not even be addressed by building the Fremantle eastern bypass, 
because, as members will see, a number of the reports - I am happy to table them - show that there will be very 
little change in the traffic volume on Leach Highway whether or not the Fremantle eastern bypass is built.  That 
is a key point.   

The member for Murdoch, his SOS group and Mr McNally, who has the slush fund, have gone around and 
created concern in people’s minds.   

Mr F.M. Logan:  They have scared everyone in the southern suburbs. 
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Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  They have.  They talk as though the Fremantle eastern bypass exists, and that this 
Government will close it down and all the traffic that uses it will go onto Leach Highway.  I say to members that 
the Fremantle eastern bypass does not and never will exist.  However, there are legitimate concerns.  The 
Government wants to work with those local communities to provide real and meaningful solutions.  I commend 
the efforts of the member for Riverton to work with the Government and the Local Impacts Committee to start 
addressing the issues.  We will shortly be in a position to announce a number of demonstration programs about 
noise attenuation and better safety aspects on that road.  Unlike the previous Government, this Government is 
building Roe Highway.  That is another big development the Government has undertaken for the people along 
Leach Highway.  As I have said in this place before, it can be demonstrated that after the completion of just Roe 
Highway stages 4 and 5, the amount of traffic on Leach Highway has dropped substantially.  Leach Highway 
will never be a country lane.  It will continue to be a very busy road.  We want to manage that problem.   

Much has been made of the number of people who sign these pro forma petitions.   

An opposition member interjected. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  From the same anecdotal evidence from which the member for Carine knows about 
things.  We know that people have been employed to doorknock and get signatures - 

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  Where is your evidence?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  It is in the same place as the member for Carine’s evidence.  Members opposite should 
ask Mr McNally to reveal to the public how much he has expended and what he has expended it on.  

I accept and I defend the right of the City of Melville to campaign against what we are doing.  It has the right to 
do that.  However, it has no right to do it in a way that is completely untransparent.  It has no right to do it so that 
we do not know exactly who - 

Mr M.F. Board:  How much money has the City of Fremantle spent on its propaganda?  I will give the member a 
big tip: it has spent more than the City of Melville.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The City of Fremantle has probably spent quite a bit.  The difference between the City 
of Melville and the City of Fremantle is that we will be able to find out how much money the City of Fremantle 
spent.  It will not be hidden in the chief executive officer’s slush fund; it will be an accountable item.  I am sure 
that if the member asked the City of Fremantle, it would be more than happy to tell him.  We cannot get that 
information from the City of Melville.  I accept that some hysteria has been built up - largely by our friends in 
the Save Our Suburbs group - about this process.  There has been some resistance to the deletion and many 
genuine concerns have been expressed.  That is one of the reasons we wanted to consult with the community.  
We wanted to listen to what people had to say so that we could adopt realistic strategies to deal with their 
concerns.   

I want to show members a document that will be lodged in the Legislative Council shortly.  It is a petition that 
bears 5 205 signatures of people who are all opposed to the Liberal’s proposal to maintain the Fremantle eastern 
bypass.  We can all orchestrate numbers.  It is not simply about the numbers; it is about the quality of the 
argument.  We were very keen to hear what was concerning people.  As I said, we want to offer them a realistic 
solution, not simply a line on a map.  Where is the Opposition’s line on a map going to get anyone?  Absolutely 
nowhere.  We could go on.   

As I have said, this road is not sacrosanct.  Deletions have been made before.  The Swan River Drive was deleted 
from the metropolitan region scheme because that was considered to be outdated planning.  A number of part 
portions of the ring-road have been deleted from the MRS - of which William Street was the last - because we 
have moved on.  Just because it was planned in 1973 or 1992 does not mean it is right and that we cannot learn 
and take our communities forward and plan in a far more sustainable way.   

I thank everyone who has been involved in this process.  I thank the members of the public gallery, many of 
whom I know have engaged in the freight congress.  I acknowledge the member for Cockburn, who has been 
involved in this process.  Most particularly, I acknowledge the member for Riverton, who has done an absolutely 
first-class job in working his way through these issues.  As the member for Carine said, she stood up in the 
community and faced the music to do what she believed was right on Reid Highway.  In much the same way, the 
member for Riverton has done that.  However, he has gone one step further and is now trying to work through 
the solutions to the problems that freight traffic presents to members of his community.  Once we have opened 
Roe Highway stages 6 and 7 and put in place our demonstration projects and our land-use planning changes, 
there will be a dramatic transformation of the management of freight and traffic in this State. 

[Interruption from the gallery.] 
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DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [9.29 pm]:  I will not say much on this issue because I think the record 
will speak for itself.  The minister called for submissions and appointed a Hearings Committee to deal with the 
deletion of the bypass reserve.  We all have a copy of the report of that Hearings Committee.  The views of the 
10 000 people who filled in submissions were completely ignored.  The committee did not support the deletion.  
The committee said that, overall, it considered that the Fremantle eastern bypass and Roe Highway route 
addressed existing and future issues associated with freight movement better than the proposed alternatives.  I 
could go through the report with the House, but I know that members have quoted from it this evening.  The 
Government has shown contempt for all the people who filled in submissions.   

Mr A.D. McRae interjected. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Some of the people who filled in those submissions did not say only that the bypass 
should not be deleted from the metropolitan region scheme; they said that we should wait to see whether the 
Government’s promise that there will not be an increase in traffic, noise or road safety problems as a result of the 
deletion is fulfilled.  Those submissions also raised concerns about the Liberal Party ploughing through the 
Beeliar wetlands.  The Liberal Party has said that it will buy back the relevant blocks to continue Roe Highway 
stage 8 and resume the Fremantle eastern bypass reserve.  It has said that it will proceed with the construction of 
the road in an environmentally sensitive manner.  The report of the Hearings Committee states -  

The Committee noted that a range of measures could be introduced to minimise the environmental 
impacts including construction of low bridges to raise sections of the highway; underpasses to allow 
wildlife movement within the wetlands; screen planting; narrowing the road design to minimise the area 
of disturbance; and engineering design to control run-off and spills.   

This bypass should not be deleted.  It has been kept for many years.  Why not keep it a little longer until the 
Government can prove that its six-point plan works?   

[Interruption from the gallery.] 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  The report said that the committee believed the Fremantle eastern bypass and Roe 
Highway route represented a better traffic and road safety solution than the current alternative.  

Several members interjected.  

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  This deletion is evidence of the Government’s contempt -  

The SPEAKER:  The interjections to the member on her feet are putting the member off what she is saying.  I 
also mention to the people in the gallery that they are welcome here; however, participation through laughter, 
applause and so forth is not permitted.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I was going to be brief.  People are very disappointed in this Government.  This decision 
shows a lack of accountability to the community.  Many people believe that the bypass reserve should be kept 
until the Government’s options and its six-point plan, which it believes will be the cure for all evil, are proved to 
be effective.   

MR A.D. McRAE (Riverton) [9.35 pm]:  I oppose the motion.  I do so because there has been an extraordinary 
amount of debate and consideration on all sides of the argument, and a level of public involvement and 
engagement in the communities across the South Metropolitan Region, which would suggest that very few 
people would not have a clear understanding of all of the aspects of the challenge that faces us.  The easiest thing 
to do in this kind of debate is to run a campaign based on fearmongering and creating uncertainty.  That is the 
easiest form of campaign to run.  The most difficult form of campaign to run when dealing with a complex and 
historically inherited challenge such as this involves delivering to the community the detailed and complex 
indicators and information about all of the options before it.  It involves having an understanding that there are 
areas of grey in the debate, and that people have a reasonable fear about their futures and want to know that there 
is a degree of certainty about the solutions for change that are being proposed by either side of the argument.   

One of the things that has concerned me in listening to opposition members talk about the process that we have 
been through with the Western Australian Planning Commission is their selective quotations from the report of 
the Hearings Committee.  The minister made it very clear, I thought, to those members of the Opposition who 
were in the Chamber at the time that the Hearings Committee is precisely that.  The duty of the Hearings 
Committee - which is appointed by the Planning Commission, member for Alfred Cove, not the minister - is to 
hear submissions from the community and all the other stakeholders about a proposal that is before the 
commission.  The responsibility of the Hearings Committee is to then report to the Planning Commission on the 
submissions received and the arguments put to it.  The Planning Commission then has the statutory 
responsibility for determining its position.  It is very important that, given all of the rhetoric we have heard 
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tonight, we do not sweep aside that very process whereby the Hearings Committee examines the evidence that is 
put to it and makes a submission to the Planning Commission, and the Planning Commission then considers the 
report of the Hearings Committee and a range of additional and extraneous matters beyond the responsibility of 
the Hearings Committee.   

I will refer to the Planning Commission’s comments on this matter.  The report of the Western Australian 
Planning Commission on the metropolitan region scheme amendment, Fremantle eastern bypass, states at page 
7-  

The commission may adopt the Hearings Committee report as its report and response to the submissions 
received on the amendment.  Alternatively, the Commission may, if it thinks fit, submit a report that 
varies from the views of the Hearings Committee.   

It is open to the WAPC to form a different view from the Hearings Committee . . .    

This matter has been brushed aside and glossed over by members opposite as they have presented their 
arguments.  That is a dangerous thing to do, because in making the assertions about a breach of process and a 
corruption of process, they are in fact ignoring - 

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  I never said it was corrupt. 

Mr A.D. McRAE:  To suggest that the minister has interfered directly in a statutory process is to assert that it is 
corrupt.   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  I did not use the word “corrupt”.   

Mr A.D. McRAE:  The member came so close to making that assertion that it does not matter.  The member is 
splitting hairs.  It is a bit cute now for the member to pretend that she did not make that assertion.  When 
presented with the opportunity on at least four or five occasions that I can remember, neither the member for 
Carine nor the member for Murdoch was able to present one skerrick of evidence for that assertion.  It will come 
out.  The member for Murdoch says that everything is leaking like a sieve.  If it is leaking like a sieve, and if we 
have had months of Planning Commission process, the member for Murdoch should put his evidence on the 
table when he makes that assertion.  The member for Murdoch should not come into this Chamber with the 
rightful protection he has, make an assertion, have an opportunity to back it up and not present a skerrick of 
evidence.  That is a misuse of his position and an abuse of the process of debate in this place.  The member for 
Murdoch should know better, given his role as a leading opposition spokesperson on this issue.  It is an absolute 
disgrace that he did that.  The Planning Commission report made some other observations about the 
commission’s process and the analysis of the Government’s submission to delete the MRS amendment.  Given 
the base context of this debate, it is interesting to note the Planning Commission’s opening statement in the 
report, which reads -  

The MRS was prepared in the late 1950s and adopted by Parliament in 1963 based on the Stephenson-
Hepburn Plan for Perth and Fremantle.  This scheme has been operative over the last 40 years 
implementing the original intent of shaping a post-war metropolis to the needs of the motorcar. 

That is, not the needs of trucks, trains or public transport but, rather, the needs of the motor car.  That is the 
underlying principle that informed the Stephenson-Hepburn plan and continues to inform those who will not deal 
with the challenge that now faces this community.   

When there was a chance in the past couple of weeks to discuss other elements of the Stephenson-Hepburn plan 
with the Leader of the Opposition, I pointed out to him that one pamphlet distributed through the South 
Metropolitan Region supported the retention of the Fremantle eastern bypass and, as the member for Carine 
suggests, the inevitably linked Roe Highway stage 8 reserve.  When I put to the Leader of the Opposition that the 
pamphlet contained in its description of the metropolitan ring-road the completion of Stephenson Avenue 
through the western suburbs, and asked him whether he continued to support the completion of that link in the 
city ring-road - that is, the metropolis plan for the motor car developed in the 1960s - his answer was an 
unequivocal and repeated no.  The member for Cottesloe, the Leader of the Opposition, said that he was prepared 
to resume land and that he would do that at cost plus 10 per cent.  That, by the way, is illegal and contravenes 
provisions in the Constitution; however, I put that issue to one side. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  That was referring to resumption plus a solatium.  You don’t know what you’re talking about. 

Mr A.D. McRAE:  No, the Leader of the Opposition said, and the member for Warren-Blackwood would have 
heard him if he had been in the Chamber, that he would resume land. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  It must have been Thursday when he said that. 
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Mr A.D. McRAE:  It was a Thursday and it was late that evening.  If the member for Warren-Blackwood 
understood the constitutional obligation for just-terms compensation, he would not speak such twaddle.   

Mr P.D. Omodei interjected. 

Mr A.D. McRAE:  The member for Warren-Blackwood is going on with a load of twaddle.  He does not know a 
skerrick about what he is saying.  The Leader of the Opposition was completely out of his own zone of 
knowledge when he said that he would compulsorily acquire land at cost plus 10 per cent.  He went beyond the 
scope of his knowledge and has no way of presenting that as a reasonable argument to the community or to this 
Parliament. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I’d say it’s just standard bullyboy tactics, member for Riverton. 

Mr A.D. McRAE:  I think the minister is right. 

I want to deal with the elements of this debate that cause people to have reasonably different views and cause the 
community to engage in discussions on the challenge of the very complex and sometimes subtle grey area of 
decision making that they must make about the future of the city.  One element I want to present to the 
Parliament is that the Leader of the Opposition, when confronted with the potential for a freeway in his own 
backyard as part of this metropolitan ring-road, absolutely and utterly rejected it.  The road would go through 
Bold Park, Wembley Golf Complex and other parts of bushland and urban areas in the western suburbs.  He 
would never countenance those areas being bulldozed to make way for the completion of the ring-road plan as an 
integral part of the very same Stephenson-Hepburn plan that we are talking about in the Fremantle eastern 
bypass and Roe Highway stage 8 ring-road.   

It is really important that we are honest about these things; that we are honest about the need for proper planning, 
the needs of the challenge, and the fact that there is no 100 per cent perfect solution, because there is not.  
Anybody who suggests that is having a lend of people.  We are left with the responsibility of going through each 
of the elements of this proposal to understand the environmental, social, traffic management and economic issues 
and the future amenity of the community.  We are forced to confront each of those elements and unpack each of 
them in turn before we can come to a reasoned position that allows us to make a decision about the future.  It is 
no good simply relying on the past and saying that the reserve has been there for 40 years, ergo it is a good 
answer. 

The Western Australian Planning Commission reports at page 8 on matters relating to environmental values.  It 
notes that it commissioned a number of reports into the Government’s proposed alternatives; that is, what would 
be the effect if the Government proceeded with its proposal for the deletion of the Fremantle eastern bypass; if it 
proceeded with the reform of the traffic and freight movement system through the South Metropolitan Region; if 
it proceeded with the development of rail freight task share increasing beyond its paltry three per cent in the past 
calendar year; and if it proceeded to introduce logistics management, port management, container management 
and truck movement management.  If it did all those things, the Planning Commission wanted to know what 
would be the effect.  The result of the Planning Commission’s commissioning those reports was five volumes 
dealing with different aspects of the proposed alternatives.  One made reference to environmental protection 
advice that had been provided to the Planning Commission.  It reads - 

The Commission notes that the EPA has given section 16 advice on the future construction of Roe 
Highway Stage 8.  The EPA concluded that “any proposal for the construction of the alignment of Roe 
Highway stage 8 through the Beeliar Regional Park would be extremely difficult to be made 
environmentally acceptable.  It is accepted that through design and construction there is the potential 
to manage and minimise the potential impacts to a certain extent.  However, the EPA is of the opinion 
that the overall impacts of construction within the alignment, or any alignment through the Beeliar 
Regional Park in the vicinity of North Lake and Bibra Lake, would lead to the ecological values of the 
area as a whole being diminished in the long-term.  Every effort should be made to avoid this.” 

Here we have an assessment of the social, economic, environmental and transport aspects.  It is an unequivocal 
statement on that environmental measure that says that Roe Highway stage 8 through the Beeliar Regional Park 
should be avoided at all costs.  It is simply not able to be done in an environmentally, socially and ecologically 
sustainable way.  Indeed, Hon Simon O’Brien came to this realisation some time ago in the lead-up to the 2001 
election, when he was one of the braver members of the Liberal Party at a very large rally at the Beeliar regional 
wetlands that was attended by more than 2 000 people.  The event was covered extensively by television, radio 
and newspapers and reported extensively through the public media in this State.  I will paraphrase what he said 
because I do not have his words in front of me, but Hon Simon O’Brien said that he could not imagine any 
circumstances under which putting a major highway through that wetland could be acceptable.  There was a 
person who had gone, looked and made a reasonable assessment.  He came to the very honest conclusion that it 
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was simply not possible to proceed with it.  It is a shame that when we are debating the Fremantle eastern bypass 
deletion, members opposite say that they view the Fremantle eastern bypass and Roe Highway stage 8 as 
inextricably linked elements of the same scheme, but they cannot then be honest enough to say that many people 
on their side of the House and their side of politics regard the prospect of bulldozing through the middle of 
Beeliar wetlands as impossible and non-negotiable.  It is a real shame that there has not been intellectual honesty 
and decency in the thinking of Liberal Party members for that to be presented as part of the whole discourse 
across the community. I say there are many positions along the spectrum when debating this issue.  Nobody has 
an absolutely pure position and can say that he or she can stand in here and advocate a position, and that there 
are no other overwhelming arguments.  That is a nonsense.  All these arguments and concerns must be included 
in the melting pot of thinking, discourse and debate in the community.   

[Leave granted for the member’s time to be extended.]   

Mr A.D. McRAE:  I was also disappointed that when the member for Murdoch was on his feet and 
acknowledged that he had been the Deputy Mayor of the City of Melville, he did not acknowledge that the City 
of Melville had, during the term of the last conservative Government, agreed to and approved the gazetting of 
South Street as a designated freight route.  On the one hand, when their political mates were in power, there was 
a willingness to make all sorts of changes to the management of freight and traffic through the south 
metropolitan region.  However, the moment they were challenged to think about what was happening with Roe 
Highway - which, by the way, was not touched for eight years - and saw that a Labor Government was 
delivering on its promise to connect to the freeway, to delete the Fremantle eastern bypass and to not proceed to 
build Roe Highway through the Beelier wetlands, they were able to generate a highly politicised community fear 
campaign that might deliver some political advantage in the short term.  In the long term, however, they will not 
be able to deliver on their view.  In the long term the people of this community will say that they had better have 
a plan because the one being put forward will not work and will not be able to be implemented.  I was 
disappointed that the member for Murdoch did not introduce the thinking involved when the City of Melville 
agreed to the designation of South Street as a freight route.   

An opposition member interjected. 

Mr A.D. McRAE:  The member for Murdoch, who is in the Chamber, said that he was in the City of Melville at 
the time and that it was a temporary designation.   

Mr M.F. Board:  It was temporary.   

Mr A.D. McRAE:  Does that mean that the introduction of B-double transport trucks was also a temporary 
measure?  Is that what the member is suggesting?   

Mr M.F. Board:  Roe Highway was always going to be built.   

Mr A.D. McRAE:  It was always going to be built.  What part of that plan did the previous Liberal Government 
make progress on?   

Mr M.F. Board:  Come on!  Who put the whole plan of Roe Highway in place?  We did.   

Mr A.D. McRAE:  I am waiting.  What part of Roe Highway did the previous Government say was to be built 
and what did it make progress on in eight years?   

Mr M.F. Board:  We started the construction.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You did not!   

Mr M.F. Board:  We did so!   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You did not!   

Mr M.F. Board:  We did! 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You awarded the contract and we built it.  You are unbelievable. 

Mr M.F. Board:  Who got the federal money?  We did.   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  You tell such untruths, minister.   

The SPEAKER:  It is good to hear three other people contributing to this debate, but the member for Riverton 
has the call.   

Mr A.D. McRAE:  The member for Murdoch just made an interesting interjection on who got the federal money.  
Who blocked the federal money is probably a better question!  Who was using federal funding as blackmail for 
the pursuit of their own political ends? 
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Mr M.F. Board:  Not me.   

Mr A.D. McRAE:  It was the member for Murdoch and his mates. 

Mr M.F. Board:  No. 

Mr A.D. McRAE:  As the chairperson of the SOS committee, the member for Murdoch knows precisely who it 
was.  He is in it up to his neck and cannot explain his way out of it.  He has not been honest in here tonight about 
his involvement.  He is now trying to claim that the Court Liberal Government made some progress on the 
construction of Roe Highway past Roe stage 3.  The member for Murdoch should ask the people who live in 
William Street in Beckenham what they think about the previous Government’s progress over eight years.  They 
will give the lie to what the member has just said.  The people in William Street waited and waited for some sign 
of progress while trucks continued to pour off the end of Roe Highway and down their suburban street.  Any sign 
would have done, even a road sign saying, “Future project to be completed by a Court Liberal Government.”  
That would have been progress but the previous Government did not even manage to do that - “Give us a sign!” 
the people said.   

I really take exception with one other element of the member for Murdoch’s presentation.  The allegation made 
by the member about our pursuit of the devaluation of properties is part of that fear-mongering campaign that I 
said was the easiest thing for members opposite to pursue.  The member said that the state of Leach Highway 
was dropping property values.  However, during his speech, the member would not acknowledge on the record - 
I tried to offer him some further advice, more honest advice than what he had presented - that property values in 
Shelley, the only part of Leach Highway to have an 80 kilometre an hour zone south and west of Albany 
Highway, had risen 43 per cent in the past 12 months.  That area has the highest appreciation of property values 
of any suburb in this State.  However, the member did not want to acknowledge that.   

Mr M.F. Board:  That is not true.   

Mr A.D. McRAE:  Every time the member is presented with a fact, he just bats it back and says, “That is not 
true.”  Every time somebody says something that exposes him and absolutely proves that he is dealing in half-
truths and fear campaigns, and that he is spreading rumours and not dealing with the reality of the challenge 
facing the community, he just says, “That is not true.”  It is just denial.  It is a shameful argument that the 
member has put here tonight.  I will get a copy of Hansard and next time his mate Mr Rocchi campaigns in 
Riverton -   

Mr M.F. Board:  My mate!  I have never even met him.   

Mr A.D. McRAE:  Will the member fund him?  

Mr R.F. Johnson:  If he is the candidate, I will personally give a donation to anybody who stands against you, my 
friend.   

Mr A.D. McRAE:  The last time we talked about this, I suggested that the member for Hillarys get a very big 
cheque book and a very thick felt pen and keep writing those cheques.  I would love nothing more than to take 
the money out of his pocket.  That would be fantastic - keep writing those cheques.  For the member for 
Murdoch to suggest that somehow Shelley has its property values devalued because of the state of Leach 
Highway is complete and utter nonsense.  He really needs to deal with the truth.   

So that we deal with the full range of information, I will now talk about some elements of this report that have 
not been dealt with by members opposite when they did their selective hearing, reading and presentation of the 
information.  I will also tell members what the Western Australia Planning Commission said about freight 
management into and out of the port considering the two primary options that were presented and available to 
the community to think about.  One option is the upgrade of traffic management and freight movement through 
the south metropolitan area and the other - the presumed silver bullet - is the single solution of Roe Highway 
stage 8 and the Fremantle eastern bypass.  On the one hand we have a built solution that responds immediately to 
traffic demand, and, as the minister has pointed out, will induce further traffic and compound the problem.  The 
other is a behavioural management solution that is being pursued by the Government.  What did the Planning 
Commission say in the parts of the report that members opposite did not want to read into the record tonight?   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  We did not have enough time.   

Mr A.D. McRAE:  The member had an hour.  The member for Carine has another 45 minutes in response and I 
am sure she can get to the front bit of the report and be a bit more honest about the arguments she has presented.  
On freight movement, the WA Planning Commission stated -  

The management of freight into and out of Fremantle Port is an important issue for today regardless of 
whether the Fremantle Eastern Bypass is built or not.   
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What does the member for Murdoch think it means by that?  Why does he think the commission has said that 
port freight management is a major issue for the community, regardless of whether the Fremantle eastern bypass 
is built?  It has said that because it recognises that this issue is complex.  If the member had bothered to read in 
some other aspects of the Planning Commission’s observations, he would know that it has a much broader 
perspective on the issue than the simple presentations given to the Hearings Committee.  It continues - 

The Six Point Plan is a move away from a ‘predict and provide’ approach towards a more sustainable 
approach to traffic management dealing with increasing freight and traffic demand in accordance with 
government policy.  The initiatives in the Plan are grouped under the following key areas:   

1. Extend Roe Highway to the Kwinana Freeway   

Who is extending Roe Highway?  A Labor Government is.  Labor has built Roe Highway stages 4 and 5, Roe 
Highway stage 6 will open in three, four or five months, and the contract for Roe Highway stage 7 has been let 
and will open in 2005.  We are connecting it to the freeway.   

The second key area is to put more freight on rail.  What is the record of the previous mob?  It was satisfied with 
three per cent of the freight task being transported by rail.  That is absolutely abysmal.  The standards in New 
South Wales and Victoria are that more than 30 per cent of the freight task is carried by rail.  Why is it that 
Western Australia has run along with the belief that three per cent is somehow acceptable?  It is not acceptable.  
It is a paradigm change that even members opposite must confront and include in their thinking.   

The third key area of the plan is to build inland container terminals.  That has been dismissed by members 
opposite as utter rot and garbage.  Toll Holdings Ltd-Patrick Corporation Ltd is the single largest freight logistics 
management company in Australasia and one of the most efficient.  The Labor side of Parliament has had its 
differences with that company.  However, we must give it credit where it is due.  It is making investments in 
logistics and freight movement that no other company in Australasia is making.  It is winning contracts for 
freight movement because it proved that with freight shuttles, logistics management and inland port container 
management, the whole freight network system can be radically changed.  To absolutely dismiss that aspect of 
this reform shows the ignorance of members opposite or their refusal to engage in the complex challenge before 
us.   

The fourth key area is better logistics, which I have just talked about.  The fifth key area of the six-point plan is 
to plan now for the outer harbour at Kwinana.  What was the previous Government’s planning for the outer 
harbour at Kwinana?  It was a 20-year and forevermore planning cycle.  The only other alternative it could come 
up with was to do a deal with Len Buckeridge, but with no connections or infrastructure, just a contract so that it 
could say that it had done something for the outer harbour.  Again, that is rubbish and hollow.  Members 
opposite really are the hollow men and women of the Liberal Party.   

The sixth item of the plan is to improve existing roads, and I will conclude on what we are doing to local roads.  
The minister made reference to the work of the Local Impacts Committee.  I put on the record my 
congratulations to every member of the Local Impacts Committee.  It consists of transport forum, local 
government and community representatives and other technical experts.  Whether or not they agree with the 
Government’s strategy, they are all contributing, they are dealing honestly with the matters and they are seeking 
solutions on behalf of the community.  They are trying to find different ways to deliver a metropolis for the 
twenty-first century, not a metropolis for a nineteenth century city that was in the Stephenson-Hepburn plan.   

The Local Impacts Committee has three terms of reference.  The first is to identify the alignment of Roe 
Highway stage 7, the connection to the freeway.  That has been done.  The second term of reference is to identify 
possible road and traffic management and reform improvements.  That is now under way across the whole south 
metropolitan region and includes contributions from representatives of all the industries, businesses and the more 
than 120 000 households.  Thirdly, improvements are to be made to protect local communities.  I have been 
successful, as the minister has said already tonight, in seeking to implement demonstration projects that will 
show to the whole of the south metropolitan region the kinds of things that are practical, able to be implemented, 
and will provide real differences and improvements in their lives and in the traffic management issues in the 
south metropolitan area.  Just in my electorate, we will put in bus bays at Rossmoyne Senior High School on 
Leach Highway; we will trial a range of noise abatement measures; a noise and security screen will be put in 
place at Shelley Primary School; the use of amber warning lights to give forward warning of changes in road 
speed will be trialled; and a 70-kilometre-an-hour zone will be trialled in the only stretch of 80-kilometre-an-
hour zone on the Leach Highway that runs through my electorate.  These are the kinds of practical reforms 
necessary to improve people’s lives, and they are the ones, in the end, that respond to the freight challenge and 
the sustainable city building challenge that we all share as a community, and with which members opposite 
should join.  
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  The member for Carine.  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  She will close the debate.  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  The member for Cockburn.  

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  I did give the member for Carine the call, but I am also aware that she has the right 
of reply, which closes the debate.  The member for Cockburn was also on his feet, so, in all fairness, he should 
get the call.  

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I realise that I will close the debate, and I will show some 
good grace here and allow the member for Cockburn to make his comments.  It is all very well to make some 
insinuation that, if we close the debate, we are  not allowing the member his opportunity.  He should remember 
that when the Government gags the debate in future.  

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn - Parliamentary Secretary) [10.08 pm]:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker, and 
I thank the member for Carine for allowing me to contribute to this debate. 

I oppose the motion before the House, and I take issue with the argument by the Opposition that the Fremantle 
eastern bypass should not be deleted from the metropolitan region scheme.  The members for Murdoch and 
Carine have highlighted to this House that the FEB should not be deleted because it has always been there, and is 
an integral part of a road system that was planned in the 1960s, and formed the basis of part of the Stephenson 
Highway-Roe Highway ring-road plan devised in the 1960s.  They then took that argument slightly further and 
argued that it was planned for the movement of freight and containers.  The member for Wagin also argued that 
we had to have this road, since it had been planned since the 1960s for the movement of freight and containers.  
Therefore, those roads should not be removed from the MRS.  

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Stephenson was not wrong in his planning.  

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  The Stephenson Highway-Roe Highway ring-road was not designed for the movement of 
freight or containers, and has already been changed significantly by MRS amendments made by previous 
Governments.  If we were to stick with the 1960s plans for the Stephenson Highway-Roe Highway ring-road, we 
would have been debating tonight the continuation of the ring-road through South Terrace, Fremantle.  That is 
where it was planned to go, and the member for Murdoch would remember this.  The road was to follow Roe 
Highway right to the bottom, cross Hampton Road, follow South Terrace and then go through or around the 
Round House.  A swing bridge was to be built across the river, and the road was to link up with West Coast 
Highway, and the continuation of the Stephenson Highway on the north side of the river.  That was the plan.  
The argument put forward by the members for Murdoch and Carine is that these roads have always been there, 
they have always been part of a plan, we should never touch them, we should not remove them, they should 
continue as was planned in the first instance in the 1960s, and that is what we should be looking at tonight.  We 
should be looking at the heritage-listed area in South Fremantle being completely destroyed by the ring-road that 
was planned as part of the Stephenson Highway.  That ring-road was not planned for the movement of freight 
and containers; containers were not even invented or thought of when those plans were drawn up.  Members of 
the National Party have said that the Fremantle eastern bypass is critical for the movement of agricultural 
produce and for moving freight in and out of Fremantle, and that it has always been designed for that.  That is 
just historical revisionism.  As the member for Riverton pointed out, it is intellectually dishonest.   

The minister referred to the fact that all of these plans have been altered before.  For example, the South Terrace 
link between Roe Highway stage 8 and West Coast Highway with the bridge across the mouth of the Fremantle 
port has been deleted.  The Swan River Drive has also been deleted.  That was deleted in 1989 and it has had no 
detrimental impact on the movement of traffic in and around Perth, but according to the members for Carine and 
Murdoch, should that be done with the Fremantle eastern bypass it would be a nightmare, it would be a disaster 
and the world would come to an end.  

Mr A.D. McRae:  The sky would fall in. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  The sky would fall in and we would be gridlocked in the southern metropolitan suburbs.  
That is the sort of intellectual dishonesty that is being peddled by the Liberal Party.  That is the sort of 
scaremongering that is being put around the south metropolitan suburbs by the Save our Suburbs lobby group 
and its stooges in the Liberal Party.  This has been pointed out earlier by the member for Riverton, but the 
figures were not read into Hansard.  The traffic management modelling that resulted from the work of the 
member for Riverton’s Local Impacts Committee, the LIC, with the assistance of Main Roads and the Western 
Australian Planning Commission, has shown that there will be no change in the increased number of cars and 
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trucks using Leach Highway, South Street and Stock Road - with or without the Fremantle eastern bypass - by 
2031. 

Mr A.D. McRae:  Why would you spend hundreds of millions of dollars? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  The argument put forward by the member for Murdoch in particular, and also by the member 
for Carine, is that a further million containers would be put through the Fremantle port and, as a result, if the 
Fremantle eastern bypass were not built, it would be akin to a gridlock.  These other roads, such as Leach 
Highway, Stock Road and High Street, would somehow become absolutely gridlocked with an increase in 
traffic.  The member should have a look at the figures and not raise an emotional debate, in the same way as he 
has been doing through the southern suburbs of metropolitan Perth.  He should obtain the facts and argue the 
case, and we have not heard members opposite give one element of factual argument in this House tonight - not 
one.  This is what would happen under the traffic modelling done by Main Roads through the Local Impacts 
Committee: with the Fremantle eastern bypass - this is the member for Murdoch’s area - by 2031 there would be 
36 000 traffic movements between North Lake Road and Stock Road.  Without the Fremantle eastern bypass, 
there would be 34 000 traffic movements between North Lake Road and Stock Road by 2031.  With the 
Fremantle eastern bypass, 2 000 traffic movements could possibly be saved by 2031.  That is what the traffic 
modelling has suggested to the Local Impacts Committee.  The City of Melville knows that, as does the member, 
but he has failed to bring that information to this House, because it does not suit his argument.   

Mr M.F. Board:  No. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  It is not “no”.  That is it.  The member for Murdoch just does not want to face up to it.  East 
of North Lake Road - again in the member’s electorate - with the Fremantle eastern bypass, by 2031 there would 
be 46 000 traffic movements a day.  Without the Fremantle eastern bypass, the number of traffic movements a 
day east of North Lake Road would be 48 000.  The Leader of the Opposition has stated in this House that in the 
first term of a Liberal Government, if it ever gets elected, it will build the Fremantle eastern bypass and Roe 
Highway stage 8.  The Leader of the Opposition has said that in this House, and it has been recorded in Hansard. 

Mr A.D. McRae:  And it has got it on its web site. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Yes, it has got it on its web site.  I thank the member for Riverton.  What benefit will that 
bring to the roads and the area that the member for Murdoch gets so upset about?  These are the side roads that 
he has said Roe Highway and the FEB would take the pressure off.  What pressure would be taken off - 2 000 
cars?  The difference between building the roads and not building them is 2 000 traffic movements a day.  How 
much will it cost the taxpayers of Western Australia to get that reduction by 2031?  How many hundreds of 
millions of dollars will it cost the taxpayers of Western Australia to reduce the traffic movements on roads in the 
member’s electorate by 2 000 a day?  How much environmental damage will be done by the construction of Roe 
Highway stage 8 and the FEB?  How much social dislocation and undermining of property values will occur 
with the construction of Roe Highway stage 8 and the FEB for a reduction in the number of traffic movements in 
the member for Murdoch’s electorate of 2 000 a day?  The argument put forward by the members for Murdoch 
and Carine is just intellectually dishonest, outrageous scaremongering.  That is all it is. 

We have heard various selective quotations from the report on submissions for the deletion of the FEB from the 
metropolitan region scheme.  I have fallen into that trap as well.  To support her arguments, the member for 
Carine has, quite rightly, selectively quoted from the report.  We can all do that.  My selection is along the 
following lines - the member for Carine did not go to this, obviously: on page 17 of the report, the commission 
concluded that there is capacity within the existing system to accommodate increased demand in freight and 
traffic movement.  By that, it means up to 2031.  Within the existing system there is capacity to accommodate 
the increased traffic.  The member for Carine’s argument to not delete the Fremantle eastern bypass from the 
metropolitan region scheme - that is, the increase in traffic - means that it would be absolutely outrageous for 
any Government to delete this road from the MRS.  That argument is completely undermined by the report at 
page 17, which says there is already capacity within the system to take that increase in traffic.  That is what it is 
all about; it is about sustainability and the distribution of traffic movement across existing systems.  That is what 
the six-point strategy is all about.   

Another part of the report refers to the issue of removing roads from the MRS.  The commission refers to the 
removal of the FEB and it believes it is in the best interests of the region.  Page 23 of the report states  

This has required in many cases, putting forward amendments to the MRS, which have generated 
considerable local community opposition but are still being regarded as essential to State and regional 
interest.  In this regard, the retention of the FEB and Roe 8 can be regarded as impediments to achieving 
a shift in transport and land use planning by relying principally on future road capacity.  This is neither 
desirable nor necessary.  The Commission recognises the need for a comprehensive approach to 
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transport issues and to reinforce its existing policy framework.  These issues are being addressed in 
many other cities at a national and global level.  The Commission has decided, on balance, that it should 
support the deletion of the FEB from the Metropolitan Region Scheme.   

That is the intellectual shift that the Liberal and National Parties and the member for Alfred Cove cannot make.  
There is a better way to shift traffic around the metropolitan region, and that capacity exists within the current 
system.  The addition of Roe Highway stage 8 and the addition of the FEB will not help remove any supposed 
gridlock or congestion on other roads.  Traffic on those roads will increase in any case.  The FEB and the railway 
will not help that one iota and it will not reduce the amount of traffic movement by any more than 2 000 traffic 
movements a day.  The cost of building those roads, as I have pointed out, is environmental, economic and social 
suicide.   
This motion and the campaign that has been waged by the Liberals and the local Liberals in the South 
Metropolitan Region, particularly the member for Murdoch and his gang, the SOS, is about two issues.  The first 
is the nimby attitude, which is being fostered by the member for Murdoch and his mates at the City of Melville 
and his mates in the SOS. 
Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  They are ones who will have the problem in their backyards.   
Mr F.M. LOGAN:  That is the nimby attitude - not in my backyard.  The attitude of the opponents of this project 
is to get all the traffic off Leach Highway, out of the City of Melville and out of the member for Murdoch’s 
electorate, and to shift it into Cockburn.  They want the City of Cockburn and the member for Cockburn to deal 
with it.  It is a Labor seat, and they want the Labor Party to cop all the associated problems.  The nimby attitude 
plays a part.  The second reason is that the Liberal Party feels that if it runs this issue hard enough and scares 
enough people who live on or around Leach Highway, it could do enough political damage to the member for 
Riverton to knock him off.  This is about two issues: the nimby attitude of the member for Murdoch to shift the 
traffic out of his area into the Cockburn area; and the belief that if the campaign is run hard enough and enough 
people become scared, the Liberal Party will win back Riverton by knocking off the current member.  They are 
the two issues behind this campaign.  The Liberal Party has not had the honesty to state them, or at least one of 
them.  I can understand that members opposite do not want to mention the second reason in this House; however, 
they have not had the honesty to raise the first issue and say that there is a real increase in the amount of traffic 
on Leach Highway, that they do not like it and they think it should be directed to Cockburn.  
Like the lines that have been on the map of the metropolitan region scheme since the 1960s, this motion should 
be consigned to the dustbin of history.   

MS K. HODSON-THOMAS (Carine) [10.26 pm]:  I started the debate by saying that this is an issue about 
people.  I closed my comments on that occasion by saying that I believe this decision was made in contempt of 
the community.  Ultimately, the Government will pay a heavy price at the ballot box for this decision.  Over the 
past couple of days we have heard from the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, and today we heard the 
same from the members for Cockburn and Riverton, that we are bereft of intellectual honesty.  We can all be 
offended by those nice little words that people opposite feel compelled to say in this place to try to diminish our 
argument.  I would like to put something on the record, particularly while the people from Beeliar park are in the 
gallery; I am sorry, the regional wetlands.  It went from my mind. 
Mr F.M. Logan interjected.  
Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Look, I have been there.  I know the wetlands.  Let us talk about intellectual 
honesty.  I let these people know the commitment the minister has given the federal Government.   
Ms A.J. MacTiernan interjected. 
Mr P.D. Omodei interjected.   
Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Madam Deputy Speaker! 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Member for Warren-Blackwood! 

Withdrawal of Remark 
Mr F.M. LOGAN:  The member for Warren-Blackwood once again insulted the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure by calling her a lunatic.   
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I withdraw.   
The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  It is withdrawn.  Before the member for Carine continues, I remind members of what 
happens when you all start to interject across the Chamber at this time of night.  Let us hear out the member for 
Carine and we might get home before midnight.   

Debate Resumed 
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Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I would like what I am about to say recorded in Hansard and for the people in the 
gallery to hear it.  I refer to a letter written to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure dated 16 October 2003.  
It is signed by Senator Ian Campbell, Minister for Local Government, Territories and Roads.  He states - 

Thank you for your letter of 19 September . . .  

The Australian Government remains committed to providing $76 million for the Roe Highway under 
the Roads of National Importance (RONI) Programme,   

The letter seeks confirmation from the State Government that it will take no action to alter the planning 
reservation for Roe Highway stage 8.  I would like that to be on the record so that people will know.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I have already put that on the record, and I have already told all of the community groups.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I want Hansard to record that letter as it was written.  We have heard much about 
our being bereft of intellectual honesty.  There was certainly no intellectual honesty from that side.  I certainly 
did not hear the minister talk about the six-point plan.  All we know is that it is not the minister’s six-point plan.  
Okay, the minister talked about the inland containers.  The minister said very little about that.  In fact, it was the 
member for Riverton who actually went right into the detail.  Perhaps he should be the new Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure.   

Almost 10 000 submissions were made to the Hearings Committee.  The committee held a number of hearings.  
Eight-five per cent of the community is opposed to the deletion.  The Hearings Committee recommended that 
until such time as the six-point plan can be proved, the Fremantle eastern bypass should not be deleted.  That is 
the very least that should happen.  It is a premature decision.  I have raised 64 issues.  On the one hand, the 
Government tells the people that it is listening to the community; on the other hand, it treats the community with 
contempt.   

The minister made some comments about an issue in my electorate.  I would like to put some comments on the 
record in response to that.  There was an issue in my community about whether a certain road should be closed 
or become a one-way road, and some community consultation was undertaken on that issue.  The minister and I 
engaged in a grievance debate on this issue.  I got wind that the minister was going to trial this without going to 
my community.  I took affront to that.  I was the elected representative.  I was not invited to make comments.  I 
knew that issue intimately.  I said to the minister at the time that she would be opening a Pandora’s box.  What 
did the minister decide?  She thought her position was right and mine was wrong.  The minister had listened to a 
small group of people in my community -  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I actually did not have a view at all.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  The minister did not have a view at all, but she wanted to trial it!  What a load of 
nonsense!  We are elected to this place to represent our community.  The very best that we can do is get out and 
talk to the community and hear what the community has to say.  That is what I did in my community.  The 
minister should ask the people in Carine.  They would know me intimately, because I knocked on their doors.  I 
asked them for their views.  I knew exactly what the outcome would be, and the outcome, as proved by me, 
minister, was that I was right; the trial should not go ahead, because the community wanted that road to remain 
open. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Can I just explain?  

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  No.  The minister has had her opportunity.   

I want to put on the record once and for all that we are elected to this place.  We should be taking the emotion 
out of the debate.  Unfortunately, that does not happen in this place, particularly at this time of night, when some 
people make largely unflattering reflections on another person’s position.  We should at least have the good 
grace to listen to people in the community.  I invited some interjections in my first address.  As the local 
member, I went out and doorknocked.  I took the emotion out of it.  I looked at the evidence, and I applied some 
commonsense.  That is what it should be about.  The minister talked about community consultation. The 
Government is not listening to the people at all.  If the Government was listening to the people, it would have 
some regard for the 85 per cent of the people who oppose the deletion.  Whether the road is built now, or 
whether the road is never built, the Government should at least go out to the community and convince the 
community that it is right in making these decisions.  That is why the Hearings Committee and the Transport 
Committee made the recommendation that it was premature to delete the bypass at this stage.  Very few 
members have referred to the potential dislocation of the O’Connor business community and other people from 
their homes.  Members have talked about the dislocation of communities, but this decision will impact on 
thousands of people.  Ultimately this Government will pay a penalty for that at the ballot box.  It may get back 
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into government at the next election, but there will no doubt be some casualties, and I guarantee that the member 
for Riverton will be one of them.  I know that he has worked hard on this issue on the Local Impacts Committee.  
He has tried to get down to a grassroots level and he has tried to listen to the views of people, but the 
Government will pay a huge price for this decision.   

I will not keep the debate going any longer.  I think I have made my points well known in the time that I have 
been on my feet this evening.  I was not convinced by any of the arguments put forward by the minister.  As I 
said, this Government will pay a heavy price at the next election. 

Question put and a division taken with the following result - 

Ayes (13) 

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mr J.P.D. Edwards Mr P.D. Omodei Mr A.D. Marshall (Teller) 
Mr M.J. Birney Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr R.N. Sweetman  
Mr M.F. Board Mr R.F. Johnson Mr T.K. Waldron  
Dr E. Constable Mr B.K. Masters Dr J.M. Woollard  

 

Noes (24) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mr J.N. Hyde Ms S.M. McHale Ms J.A. Radisich 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr A.D. McRae Mr E.S. Ripper 
Mr C.M. Brown Mr R.C. Kucera Mr N.R. Marlborough Mr D.A. Templeman 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio Mr F.M. Logan Mrs C.A. Martin Mr P.B. Watson 
Dr J.M. Edwards Ms A.J. MacTiernan Mr M.P. Murray Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mr S.R. Hill Mr J.A. McGinty Mr J.R. Quigley Ms M.M. Quirk (Teller) 

            

Pairs 

 Mr J.L. Bradshaw Dr G.I. Gallop 
 Mrs C.L. Edwardes Mr A.P. O'Gorman 
 Ms S.E. Walker Mrs M.H. Roberts 
 Mr C.J. Barnett Mr M. McGowan 

Independent Pair 
Mr P.G. Pendal 

Question thus negatived. 
 


