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MURDOCH ELECTORATE - EFFECTS OF INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS 
Grievance 

MR T.R. SPRIGG (Murdoch) [9.50 am]:  There is a huge problem looming in the electorate of Murdoch 
associated with the infrastructure projects in that area.  Last Thursday in this place I asked the Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure a five-part question.  I received an answer to about 10 per cent of my question.  The 
reason for my grievance to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure is that the people in my electorate need 
answers to that question.  The first part of my question was whether the minister realised that plenty of people 
were being affected by the infrastructure projects in the electorate.  The minister should be aware of the 
problems because she and her departmental heads have received many letters from people in my electorate in 
which they have expressed their concerns.  I might add that some of these letters have not been answered, 
although they were sent in January.   

Seventy families have contacted me about various problems associated with current infrastructure projects.  I 
will provide the minister with the details.  The minister opened a can of worms when she decided to pay 
compensation to three residents in Theakston Green, Leeming, for their loss of living amenity.  In the interests of 
equity and the public interest, have any other payments been made?  If so, what are the criteria and who decides 
whether those payments are made?  I am reiterating the question I put to the minister last Thursday.  The 
minister has already said that she does not agree with confidentiality agreements; however, is it standard practice 
to require the recipient of a payment to sign a confidentiality agreement?  To whom were these payments made?  
The minister should not give us platitudes and avoid the questions; it is time for her to front up instead of 
burying her head in the sand.   

I will give some examples of the problems people are facing.  The McGhees, who live in Evergreen Court, 
Leeming, near stage 7 of the Roe Highway, have suffered damage to their house, which is illustrated in this 
photograph in my hand.  It indicates a huge crack in the wall that was not there when the work started but it was 
there when it was finished.  The contactor is telling them that the work it undertook did not cause that damage 
and that it is normal wear and tear.  There is a huge crack in a $4 000 feature window that will cost $7 000 to 
repair.  They have a written quote for the damage caused to their house of $30 000, without labour, and they 
have been offered $10 000 compensation.  It is very poor indeed.   
The residents of Fern Leaf Court, Leeming, also near stage 7 of the Roe Highway, are waiting on damage 
assessment.  The noise level in their backyard is at 80 decibels.  The people who checked on the noise level took 
a number of readings of which, they said, the average was at only 65 decibels.  Those readings were taken in the 
dead of night instead of at 4.00 am when the trucks start using the highway.   
The residents of Brian Avenue, Mt Pleasant, have sleepless nights because of the noise.  My notes indicate that a 
pregnant lady, Nicole Gill, writes -  

 Alannah MacTiernan may as well roll over and play dead as she has no interest whatsoever, getting her 
Chief of Staff to respond to my letters on every occasion.   

Mr Des Bone of 11 Theakston Green, Leeming, lives next door to the people who received compensation.  The 
minister said that those people received compensation because the road reserve moved to within 1.5 metres of 
their properties.  Mr Bone’s road reserve moved within 1.2 metres of his boundary and he did not receive any 
compensation.  The people of the north east quadrant of the Kwinana Freeway, South Street, were, in October 
last year, offered a reassessment of whether they should have a noise mitigation wall.  In answer to the question 
that I asked the minister last week, she suggested an upzoning of the property.  That will be a bit of 
compensation that she does not have to pay, but the new owner will have to pay.  The government will rake off 
the stamp duty associated with that, which is at a level much higher than it should be.   
Patricia Bartlett, who lives in that area, does not want an upzoning of her property.  She wants living amenity 
right now.  She does not want to have to clean her pool every day or put up with the extreme noise levels.  The 
minister says that the noise has not affected her, but I suggest the minister go there and listen.   
Vanessa Baetson, from the same area, wrote to the minister on 23 January and has not yet received a reply.  In 
fact, my office followed up on this letter and was told that a reply would be sent on 20 February, but there is still 
no reply.  It sounds as though the minister is burying her head in the sand, just like an ostrich.   
Brian Avenue, Mt Pleasant, residents who live close to the Kwinana Freeway had a few problems last Sunday 
night, 3 April.  I will quote from an e-mail sent to my office from Lee Gray, 25 Regent Avenue, Mt Pleasant, a 
copy of which was sent to one of the coordinators in the area -  
 Guys  
 Should’nt we be getting a rest from this vibration at 2.00am - this is becoming ridiculous - loss of 

sleep - should’nt they be informing us on how long this is going to last? 
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Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  What work were they affected by? 
Mr T.R. SPRIGG:  The Kwinana Freeway.  Also, I have an e-mail from Nicole Gill, the lady I referred to 
earlier.  She sent an email at the same time as Mr Gray.  It reads -  

 I nearly phoned one of you to witness how bad it actually was in our house - I thought the roof was 
going to cave in, I’m sure if we had roof tiles it would have!  Baby didn’t like it much either!!! 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  Are these the construction works? 
Mr T.R. SPRIGG:  That is correct.  Nicole Gill’s e-mail continues -  
 Aaron is phoning Damian Ryan at Leighton’s today to see how much longer we have to put up with it, 

and how long they want to put us up in a hotel for!   
 I’m sure Alannah had a beautiful night’s sleep - I look a bit like her today - haggard with matchsticks 

keeping my eyes open!!!!!   
I repeat, that email came from a pregnant lady in Brian Avenue, Mt Pleasant.  There are more problems than 
that.  Seventy people have either written to me or spoken to my office.  I have a list of their addresses and the 
complaints they have submitted to my office.  We have a big problem here.  It is no use trying to forget it and 
hope it goes away.  We need some action for these people, and many like them, right now. 
MS A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [9.57 am]:  The member, 
once again, has distinguished himself, as he always does, by showing his contempt for females.  He can never 
resist the opportunity of actually slagging off at the women on this side of the house in a very personal, ad 
hominem way.  This gentleman has a real problem with his relationship with female colleagues.  He is quite a 
disgusting misogynist.   

I acknowledge that we cannot make a decision to build highways and railways and not create difficulties for 
people in that process.  Of course that happens.  We cannot overnight simply say that this will be constructed and 
there will not be problems.  We try to manage all those issues.  I am aware that there are people on Roe 
Highway, stage 7, who have claims for property damage.  We are aware of them.  Some of them have been paid 
out and some of them are in the process of being assessed.  Obviously, we need to assess those claims.  We 
cannot simply write a blank cheque.  A claimant must go through the proper process.  The claims must be 
submitted and assessed.  I am more than happy to look at the details of those claims.  This is the first time that 
this member has said that he has a difficulty with the way in which the claims relating to Roe Highway, stage 7, 
are being dealt with.  I will look at those claims.  I have explained the issue of Theakston Green to the member 
time and again and why that is different -  

Mr T.R. Sprigg:  Why is 11 different when he’s quoted still? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I hope our friends in The West Australian have a degree of realism about this.  If 
one buys on a major road -  

Dr G.G. Jacobs:  Will you pay the compensation? 

Mr T.R. Sprigg:  You’ll pay the compensation, will you? 

The SPEAKER:  Members may not be aware, although they should be, that grievances are to be heard 
predominantly without interjection.  The reason for that is there is limited time.  The member for Murdoch may 
occasionally get an interjection in.  Why the member for Roe opens his mouth at all in relation to a grievance 
from the member for Murdoch, I do not know.  I call the member for Roe to order for the first time.   

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I am seriously trying to address these issues.  I did not make a decision about the 
three people who got compensation.  That decision was made by the PTA without reference to me.  I support the 
decision that it made.  I was not involved in it but it was a reasonable decision.   

We should look at the difference in circumstances.  When these people bought their properties, there was a 150-
metre bush buffer.  The person next door bought right on South Street, where there was no 150-metre bush 
buffer.  I will demonstrate this with the photograph.  When the people from Theakston Green bought their 
property, there was 150 metres of bushland.  Mr Bone has bought a property on the corner of South Street and 
Kwinana Freeway.  He has been impacted upon only very marginally by the change in the road structure.  The 
road that was planned initially near Theakston Green would have reduced that bushland buffer from 150 metres 
to 22 metres, and the residents would not have received any assistance or loss of amenity payment for that.  
Ironically, when all these people agitated to protect the spider orchid, we had to move that road 1.5 metres.  
When these people bought their properties, there was a 150-metre bush buffer.  It contracted back to 1.5 metres.  
That is a completely different circumstance from someone who has bought on the corner of South Street and 
Kwinana Freeway, where the road has changed just a couple of metres.  The member for Murdoch should look at 
the map.  This is about 20 metres.  These people are the ones where the road came very near to their properties.  
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It is a question of degree.  None of these others has a claim anywhere near that of the three property owners on 
Theakston Green.   

The people on the north-west quadrant bought their properties on the corner of Kwinana Freeway and South 
Street, a very busy intersection.  The road was widened within the existing road reserve, and that reduced their 
buffer from about 12 metres to nine metres; however, it was all within the road reserve.  We have principles in 
Main Roads to determine when noise walls are built.  This is a Main Roads project.  The property owners who 
bought on that intersection were considered to be in a high ambient noise level.  It was in excess of 63 decibels.  
The noise specialist calculated that the decibel increase would be about only one to 1.5decibels.  We do not build 
noise walls if there is an increase under three decibels in a high ambient noise area.  Many areas have much 
higher noise levels than that; for example, Stirling Highway and parts of Leach Highway.  We obviously need to 
assess whether that projection of one to 1.5 decibels has been borne out by facts.  If it turns out that the increase 
has been three decibels or more, quite clearly there will be a case for a noise wall.  We would certainly look at 
that.  We have let the contract for the infrastructure to be assessed for noise levels.  That assessment will be 
completed around mid-year.  If after mid-year it turns out that the actual levels are higher than the projected 
levels, we will reassess the situation. 
 


