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RAILWAY (FORRESTFIELD–AIRPORT LINK) BILL 2015 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON JIM CHOWN (Agricultural — Parliamentary Secretary) [3.05 pm] — in reply: I thank members for 
their contributions on the Railway (Forrestfield–Airport Link) Bill 2015 over the past two days, and their 
indications of support. I also thank Hon Samantha Rowe for soldiering on while suffering from a significant 
head cold—that was noted. 

This is a very important bill, and a number of issues have been raised in the contributions over the past two days. 
I will be providing an in-depth second reading response that will address a number of the significant points and 
questions raised about this piece of infrastructure. I would also like it noted that it will be beneficial to the 
progress of this piece of infrastructure—the Forrestfield–Airport Link—if this bill passes through the house 
today. Any delay to this enabling bill will delay the progress of the construction of this very important public 
transport line. I have been made fully aware by the local press in Forrestfield, Kalamunda, High Wycombe, 
Lesmurdie, Wattle Grove, Maida Vale, Gooseberry Hill, Hazelmere and Helena Valley that they are looking at 
the passage of this bill with interest and hope there is progress today. In saying that, I thank members for the 
level of interest and enthusiasm shown for this project today. It demonstrates that this government is making the 
right choices for the people of this state concerning public transport. That goes for both the important planning 
we are doing for the state’s future, and the projects we are delivering right now. 

The passage of this legislation, as I have already said, is an important milestone as we move from project 
definition, through detailed planning and into the procurement phase, where we currently sit. This legislation is 
important because it allows shortlisted proponents to finalise details such as station designs so that the necessary 
development approvals can be sought. Much of the debate in this and the other place has centred on the role of 
the state and local governments in developing the precincts around the stations. It is understood that the 
government’s commitment to such a significant project brings with it opportunities that extend beyond the 
immediate transport offering. It gives stakeholders an opportunity to consider the urban form that can be built 
around stations, and that can ultimately result in land usage reclassifications and other planning controls or 
policies that ensure that the best development outcomes can be leveraged from the Forrestfield–Airport Link 
project and stations. 

I now take the opportunity to correct a few mistruths and clarify the role that some local government authorities 
have chosen to adopt, in response to the questions posed by Hon Stephen Dawson during his second reading 
contribution. I also feel it is important to identify those who have not responded proactively to these 
opportunities. I do that not to shame or blame, but rather to clarify the positions of various local governments 
and to encourage them to seek assistance from various stakeholders to get the ball rolling in their particular 
areas. I understand that many state government departments are enthusiastic about the opportunity to be involved 
in the local government development of long-term precinct plans. It is important that local governments take 
a leading role in the development of these plans and engage the necessary state government departments. That 
will ensure that when the state government commits to a significant project such as the Forrestfield-Airport Link, 
it is complementary with, or at least conscious of, the desires of local government. Once a project has 
commenced, as the Forrestfield–Airport Link has, it is very difficult to increase the scope without increasing the 
budget requirements. The City of Belmont must be commended for taking a leading role in the development of 
the development area 6 vision, which commenced in 2006, and the implementation plan simply known as 
“DA6”. This plan defines the land use and development aspirations of the City of Belmont for an area of land 
loosely bounded by Great Eastern Highway, Tonkin Highway and the Perth Airport land. I give credit also to 
Perth Airport for its contribution towards and support of this plan. I understand that work on this plan started 
over a decade ago, and could be finalised only after the state government had confirmed the railway line either at 
grade, elevated or underground and the station location. The work completed by the City of Belmont helped to 
define the railway line and station location. I think Hon Samantha Rowe asked a question along those lines. The 
city has every right to take pride in its early identification of this opportunity and its proactive response to it.  

I understand that the Shire of Kalamunda is also headed in the right direction with its Forrestfield–North District 
structure plan. This plan aims to define the short, medium and long-term land use and development aspirations 
for the shire in the precinct immediately adjacent to the Forrestfield train station. It is important to note that 
although the shire’s progress of this plan is encouraging, the state government released our vision for the airport 
train alignment, which included an extension of the line passing the airport to Forrestfield, over three years ago, 
in September 2012. May I say that that was well before we heard of Labor’s plan at the last state election in 
2013, and that needs to be noted. The shire has therefore had a significant lead time to consider its position. 
Despite this, I understand it was some time before serious planning commenced and I am sure that the shire had 
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some trouble finalising these plans. I find it disappointing that the shire has now taken to questioning the state 
government over the project and station particulars, including the provision of parking at the station. I commend 
the shire on its progress to date, but suggest that it consider taking a page from the City of Belmont’s book and 
adopting a partnership approach with the state government on the delivery of this exciting infrastructure that will 
be of significant benefit to its shire and surrounding areas from 2020 well into the future. 

This brings me to the City of Bayswater. It needs to be understood that to date, and to my knowledge, the 
City of Bayswater has made no serious progress on the development of a precinct vision for the land around 
Bayswater station. This is obviously in stark contrast to the efforts of both the City of Belmont and the 
Shire of Kalamunda. I understand a community group called the “Baysie Rollers” has recently been formed to 
get the ball rolling on this—excuse the pun. I encourage them to start the conversation with their local authority 
to develop the long-term vision of their own town centre. I share the frustration of the member for Maylands on 
this issue and I read with great interest her contribution to the debate in the other place. I understand the 
City of Bayswater has finally made an approach to the state government concerning the land use and 
development opportunities around Bayswater station. I am glad it has acknowledged its responsibility to take 
a leading role in a future exercise. I also expect the city to take responsibility in accepting that the state will be 
very restricted in its ability to live up to any expectations the city may have in the immediate future as part of the 
Forrestfield–Airport Link project because of its earlier inaction. 

I understand stakeholders, such as the Public Transport Authority, are keen to be involved in the development of 
a long-term precinct vision. However, I understand it must simply be accepted as that—a long-term, unfunded 
vision. The Forrestfield–Airport Link project and associated budget does not have the flexibility to accommodate 
last-minute changes as a result of the City of Bayswater finally stepping up to the plate. I am disappointed for the 
community and the member for Maylands. However, I expect that now things have been set, something will be 
delivered in the future. Several members in this house have questioned the government’s position on the number 
of parking bays that will be provided at Forrestfield station once it is commissioned for use. Firstly, I caution 
them not to make the same mistake of falling in with a crowd of some councillors in the Shire of Kalamunda, 
one in particular, who is an ex-member of this Parliament. May I say that that member seems to have an axe to 
grind as a councillor after his ejection from this place and this is not in the best interests of the people of 
Forrestfield and surrounding areas, which are comprehensive. 

Hon Stephen Dawson: This was unanimous. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: No; I am sorry. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Brian Ellis): Order! 

Hon JIM CHOWN: It is a great shame that he has taken to abusing his position. The people of Forrestfield love 
this project. In fact, if anyone had watched, I think, Channel Seven, at least four to five weeks ago, they would 
have seen an extensive interview with the Real Estate Institute of Western Australia stating that once this line is 
commissioned, there will be a significant uplift in the value of all the properties throughout the areas it serves. 
That is an indication that this is a great project for all those people. The people of Forrestfield, of course, have 
the continued support of their current government member. His support for this project is substantial. 
I understand also that some shire officers consider this to be an outstanding project, and their support is ongoing. 
All hope is not lost, however, and I encourage councillors to question the motivation of some showing resistance 
to this project. I hope their resistance falls away as the project develops and the benefits from a community 
aspect become even more apparent and they get behind it and support it, and do not play political games at the 
expense of a community they are meant to be representing, because that is not what this project is about. This 
government delivers projects that benefit the community at large. 

We know from experience that there is a huge demand for parking. It has been an issue in some members’ 
addresses. To quote the mysterious voice in the great movie Field of Dreams, “If we build it, they will come.” 
If we build a railway station, as experience has shown us, they do come. Demand for parking along the 
Mandurah line outstripped supply almost immediately. There was not adequate parking on that line. If anyone 
who was at the opening of that line had walked around the parking areas at those stations, they would have seen 
cars parked on verges in commercial business parks. The local government officers had a field day collecting 
fines because the last government did not put in enough parking areas with its build of the lines. 
Hon Stephen Dawson mentioned that this government had committed to 3 000 additional car parking bays on the 
Mandurah–Joondalup lines. This is because we listened to what the people were asking and took note of the fact. 
That is fact, not just policy.  

As I have said, demand for parking at stations normally outstrips supply. I am happy to report that we have 
delivered around 4 500 additional parking bays along these lines and over 5 000 additional parking bays system-
wide, if we include the stations on the heritage lines of Armadale, Thornlie, Midland and Fremantle. One answer 
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to the question of how many parking bays we should build on a station should quite reasonably be “as many as 
we possibly can”. The government does not think that parking is the only solution, but it is a big part of it. Let us 
not forget that the Forrestfield station and the Airport West station also included the construction of bus and 
cycle facilities. The Forrestfield–Airport Link project is a fully integrated multi-modal public transport project. 
Some people like buses and will use the buses to get to the station and others prefer the convenience of their own 
motor vehicle. Over time and as the bus service coverage and frequency improve, we expect that more and more 
people will change from using their private cars to using public transport connections such as buses. This is not 
fantasy; it is proven from experience and we have seen it with the likes of Mandurah and Butler. 

I will talk a little more about what is intended with the bus service later, but for now I will stay with parking. 
Although we acknowledge that we will not immediately convince everyone to jump on a bus, we know that by 
offering a large number of parking bays, we will encourage people to change at least part of their journey to 
public transport. They will drive from their home to the station and jump on a train. This means they will not 
complete their entire journey on the road. This will reduce congestion on key arterial roads as they approach the 
city. A rule of thumb in transport is that at peak times the patronage on rail replaces the amount of traffic on 
four to six lanes of highway. This is very beneficial in decongesting the roads not only in the Forrestfield area, 
but also all areas in between. 

Members have made some inquiries of the Shire of Kalamunda about the number of people likely to use the 
service based on its statistics of who travels to the CBD for work. This is a very narrow perspective of who this 
Forrestfield station will service. It is not the whole answer, I am afraid, although I give them some credit for at 
least seeking information. This is an end-of-the-line station. The catchment is likely to extend far beyond the 
Shire of Kalamunda. If anything, it is a reasonable argument that the Public Transport Authority has been 
conservative in its estimates for this reason. We know through various sources, such as numberplate surveys and 
customer inquiries, that people travel every day from Bunbury to Mandurah to catch the train. Likewise, people 
travel from Two Rocks to Butler to catch the train, and before the train station at Butler was completed last year 
they travelled to Clarkson. Some people even drive from Lancelin. 

The people of Bunbury have a train—the Australind—that can take them on the entire journey to Perth if they 
were to choose, but some people still drive to Mandurah; that is their choice. If people do not take my word for it 
or the word of the PTA, speak to those opposition members in the other place who constantly ask the 
Minister for Transport for more parking because there is a demand for parking due to the broad catchment at 
these end-of-the-line stations. The government is trying to facilitate the possibility that the proposed new station 
will have adequate parking when it is built. I understand the argument that Midland is somehow closer, but 
Midland has limited parking spaces that are already in high demand. I clarify that parking space at Midland is 
limited because there is no land for car parking expansion, not because the government is not aware of the 
demand. We do not hold it against people, but it is their preference and we are just building as many bays so we 
can facilitate this. 

I will quote a statement released by the Leader of the Opposition, Hon Mark McGowan, on 6 February 2013. 
I would be more than happy to table this press release, which states — 

A WA Labor Government will provide an additional 17,000 parking bays across the rail network over 
the next eight years … 

“We will include a number of super car parks at some of the outer metropolitan stations with up to 
2,000 bays … 

I think Forrestfield would qualify as an outer metropolitan station, given that it will be an end-of-the-line station. 
Let the government, through the PTA, get on with it. The PTA knows what it is doing, and playing politics with 
this issue does not help the people of Forrestfield and in the suburbs beyond who will use those parking bay 
facilities. 

I move on now to buses. I have mentioned that the project includes funding for the acquisition of 26 additional 
buses, and as we draw closer to the project’s completion, the PTA will finalise the modified bus route network 
that will feed into Forrestfield station. The PTA will hold community consultation sessions with the public 
during the formative stage of the future bus network sometime in the next few years. This will give the future 
user of these services input into their design. 

There was talk yesterday about existing bus services being inadequate. The government does not back away 
from the fact that the public transport journey via bus from Forrestfield to Perth is an arduous one, and that is 
based largely on the fact that the airport acts as a massive physical barrier. However, that cannot be changed in 
the interim and that is why the government is building an underground railway line. Incremental changes to bus 
service networks and frequency improvements have been made to the service in the area over the years; 
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however, that is being done relative to demand. The reality is that the airport is a massive barrier that requires 
buses to transverse a great distance around it to get to where they need to go. That barrier cannot be removed and 
the public transport journey time by bus will always be a long one regardless of how good the frequency or 
coverage of those services. Nothing can be done about that in the short term, and that is why once again the 
government is building this rail line. Regardless of any potential investment in buses in the short term it is 
unlikely that patronage will increase significantly. Investment in the bus network is fluid and changes over time, 
so if demand takes off, further investment into the Forrestfield bus route network may be privatised. The roads in 
the Forrestfield station precinct are local roads, so of course the design of the final road network is 
a collaborative effort between the stakeholders, such as the Shire of Kalamunda, PTA, Department of Planning 
and Main Roads WA. There were, and will be, traffic studies and modelling completed as part of this work to 
make sure that the proposed road network will service projected traffic volumes. Once the final designs are 
submitted and the government selects a preferred proponent, the road network can be finalised. Details will be 
shared with both the stakeholders and, more broadly, the public as we move forward. It should be noted that we 
are at the early stages of a project and we have said that it will be delivered in five years’ time—in 2020. These 
types of details are developed over time, and in the coming years government will have more information to 
share with interested parties. 

One speaker yesterday spoke about consultation with fly in, fly out workers. FIFO workers have been consulted. 
Let me start by saying that from the very outset the government has made it clear that this project is about more 
than a new train line to the airport. The primary focus of this project is the service that it provides to the people 
of Forrestfield and the hills beyond, and if this service was to stand on FIFO patronage alone, it would fail 
miserably. Hon Lynn MacLaren talked about some modelling mentioned in an article by Jessica Strutt from the 
ABC. I will make a few points to summarise for members. The PTA conducted a survey of 1 700 FIFO workers 
in 2014 to gauge information about awareness and the likely usage of services. That survey told the PTA a lot 
about FIFO workers’ behaviour and indicated that whilst some FIFO workers were likely to use the train service 
when it is delivered in 2020, there would be barriers such as starting times et cetera. The PTA had intended to 
commence services on the line around the same time as services were to commence on other lines—that is, at 
5.00 am. Since that time the transport minister has indicated that as we move closer to completion he will 
consider proposals to start services earlier. This will not affect the project funding; the funding of the project thus 
far is infrastructure and capital funding. Services will not commence until 2020, or the 2020-21 financial year, 
which sits outside the forward estimates. While there is time to consider the position on service operating times, 
it needs to be understood that this is still a fairly significant request that will come at a significant cost for what is 
projected to be a relatively small group of people. To get to the airport by 4.00 am a person would need to be in 
the CBD by 3.35 am. Assuming some transfer time as people move between train lines, carrying luggage 
et cetera, and the 18-minute train journey to the airport, to get to the CBD a person would need to board a service 
at a station on one of the other train lines. Let us say a person accesses a train at Rockingham at around 
3.00 am—Rockingham is approximately a 30-minute train trip to the CBD and basically fulfilling the 
requirements of early FIFO workers will be a challenge, because when the trains are not running on any of the 
public systems, they are undergoing maintenance. The less time they spend in standdown challenges their 
maintenance requirements. One reason trains are brought offline on a regular nightly basis is to ensure that they 
are maintained adequately for the safety of all patrons. I saw somewhere that the patronage of FIFO workers on 
the new line is projected to be about three per cent of the potential users, so it is not very high. 

I will move on to land acquisitions, another issue that was brought up by Hon Stephen Dawson. The 
Public Transport Authority is progressing with negotiations with affected landowners and their representatives. 
It should be noted that where land is required for public work, a very prescriptive process must be followed. That 
process specifically prevents land valuations from acknowledging the improvements made to the land by the 
public work or the likely increase or decrease to the value of the land as a result of that public work. That 
essentially means that the PTA is unable to offer owners a higher value for their properties regardless of the 
future development of a train station or anything that the Shire of Kalamunda is indicating in its district structure 
plan. While not its primary purpose, the legislation we are dealing with now will also allow land to be 
compulsorily acquired under the Land Administration Act. To date, three properties have been successfully 
acquired by negotiation. In response to Hon Stephen Dawson’s question, they include 10 Sultana Road, 
High Wycombe, for $1.155 million; 11 Sultana Road, High Wycombe, for $5.65 million; and 22 Sultana Road, 
High Wycombe, for $1.16 million.  

The PTA is currently negotiating with several other landowners and some have indicated that they want their 
land to be compulsorily acquired. This may be because they will receive a value based on 2013 values rather 
than the current 2015 values. As we know, 2013 values were much higher than the current values of land in the 
metropolitan area. This is a process under the prescribed Land Administration Act 1997. I do not want to put 
words in their mouths, however; this is just speculation. I do not want to reveal any confidential details of 
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ongoing negotiations; I am just providing information in answer to the question asked during the second reading 
debate. Another question was asked relating to the total budget for land acquisition. It is $45 million, which is 
contained within the existing project budget. I have covered buses and some of the other integrated aspects of 
this project. 

Another point raised over the last few days related to the provision of railcars. The budget for this project 
incorporates $73 million, which is unescalated, for the provision of 26 additional buses and 24 additional 
railcars. I will not go into this in any great level of detail as it has been covered in Parliament before and is well 
covered in project materials that are freely available. The money for the railcar component, being $60 million, 
was extracted from this project during the 2015–16 budget process and inserted into a new railcar supply 
program. It is intended to cascade existing railcars from the Joondalup and Mandurah lines for the Forrestfield 
line. New railcars will be acquired for the Mandurah and Joondalup lines. Again, this has been covered before so 
I will not waste any more time on this. As Hon Lynn MacLaren said, this is an exciting project. There is a lot of 
information out there for those who want to explore the details of the project further. That information is in the 
public arena. 

One of the questions asked by Hon Lynn MacLaren related to the carriage of pushbikes. I can confirm that the 
normal rules will apply, with bikes permitted on board train services outside the peak service hours; that is, 
before 7.00 am and between 9.00 am and 4.30 pm and again after 6.30 pm. Hon Lynn MacLaren said yesterday 
that she was offered a briefing date and she would have liked to have been given notification of a briefing within 
a more adequate time. I inform the member that an email was sent to her office on 22 September about a briefing 
on this bill and there was no response. A follow-up email was sent on 7 October. A response was finally 
forthcoming about her request for a briefing, which she received not at short notice but at her own short notice. 

Hon Lynn MacLaren: In fact, I have the long list of emails between your advisers and my office. We sought 
several opportunities to meet with them and it was very difficult to pin down a time. I made myself available on 
several occasions. They refused to come to Fremantle. I am sorry, but I give that to you so you know just how 
much I tried to get that information. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: I am sorry but if the member wanted a briefing, she needed to make herself available for it. 

Hon Stephen Dawson made some comments about the good work we have done and the requirement of this line. 
I suggest that he goes back through the number of questions answered and the number of statements made by me 
in this house and by others in the other place and surveys of public transport users and patrons and the awards 
that the Public Transport Authority has received. 

Hon Stephen Dawson: Member, I thought you were going to be helpful this afternoon. If you are sending me 
back to other documents, it is not really that helpful. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: I really would like to get this bill passed. The member will see from the awards, the 
patronage figures and the surveys conducted with 4 300 people that 92 per cent thought it was a highly 
satisfactory train service. There was 86 per cent satisfaction with the bus service, 100 per satisfaction from ferry 
passengers and 97 per cent satisfaction from CAT bus passengers. They are pretty high figures. 

I promised Hon Samantha Rowe that I would respond to a question she raised about consultation in the Belmont 
area. Initial consultation with local residents about the airport indicated that 94 per cent were aware of the 
project, 81 per cent felt positive about the project and 73 per cent of all residents said they were more likely to 
use the train system once it was completed. There will be ongoing assessments and consultation with residents. 

The closure of Brearley Avenue was raised. The recently-completed Gateway project, which is now open, has 
created a new connection from Tonkin Highway to Dunreath Drive, which will now be the main access to the 
domestic airport. This connection means that the main traffic will now travel along Tonkin Highway under 
Dunreath Drive when accessing the airport, making Brearley Avenue redundant as a key access route. The 
closure of Brearley Avenue provides an opportunity to construct the airport west station as part of the 
Forrestfield–Airport Link project. 

In regard to some of the comments about Labor’s proposal in 2013, I would like to make it very clear to 
members in this place that this government’s initiative was part of a PTA annual report in 2010. In 2012, 
12 months before the election—before we heard of Labor’s proposal—cabinet gave approval to the PTA to 
develop a project definition plan. In September 2012, the Minister for Transport announced an initial preferred 
route for the project, which included utilising Tonkin Highway or boring under the main runways of the airport 
to connect to the international terminal. There was some question about the intent of this government fulfilling 
and completing this very important piece of public transport infrastructure. I am sure that if members opposite 
had done their homework properly, they would be fully aware that the 2014 state budget confirmed that the 
project was a key project and had an asset investment allocation of $683 million over the next four years, and 
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that in May 2015, the WA budget confirmed its commitment to the project with an allocation of $1.3336 billion 
over the next four years. This is going to happen. As soon as we get this bill through this place, we can get it 
under way correctly and properly. I commend the bill to the house. 
Question put and passed. 
Bill read a second time. 

Committee 
The Deputy Chair of Committees (Hon Liz Behjat) in the chair; Hon Jim Chown (Parliamentary Secretary) in 
charge of the bill. 
The DEPUTY CHAIR (Hon Liz Behjat): We are dealing with the Railway (Forrestfield–Airport Link) 
Bill 2015. Before I launch into clause 1, I just want to take this opportunity to say to members with regard to this 
part of the debate in particular on this bill that during the second reading phase a lot of leniency was shown by 
various people in the Chair to the issues that were canvassed as part of the policy surrounding this bill and 
general transport policy issues. That was allowed, quite rightly and properly. Perhaps for the benefit of those 
members who may not have been here as long as some members but also for the benefit of the older members, as 
it always serves as a good reminder, I draw your attention to your procedural notes. Your first procedural note 
relates to the clause 1 debate. I am going to take this opportunity to read the conclusion of those procedural notes 
to members of the house and ask you all to bear this in mind whilst we launch into the bill before us. It states — 

A Member of the Legislative Council speaking to Clause 1 of a Bill may make points that are pertinent 
to various other clauses of a Bill so long as the remarks do not effectively amount to a Second Reading 
debate speech. Members may foreshadow amendments and indicate, consistent with the policy of the 
Bill, how the Bill’s formal content may be improved. Debate on Clause 1 should not be used to 
challenge the policy of the Bill nor to repeat matters raised by the Member in their Second Reading 
debate speech.  

I ask members to bear that in mind. The policy of this bill is now settled.  

Clause 1: Short title — 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I will ask all my questions on clause 1 and I do not propose to take an inordinate 
amount of time to do that because I, too, would like to have this done this afternoon. It is a pity that the 
parliamentary secretary was so combative and played party politics in his response to the second reading debate, 
nonetheless. The attack on the Shire of Kalamunda was unfortunate because it has been really good; shire staff 
have been supportive in every conversation I have had with them. It is disappointing that the parliamentary 
secretary made that attack. 

I am not going to spend a lot of time on this issue, but 2 500 parking bays are planned at the station. Is there a 
rationale for that number of bays? Yes or no? If there is no rationale, is that number of bays simply an election 
commitment? 

Hon Jim Chown: What do you mean by rationale? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Why will there be 2 500 parking bays? What was that decision based on? 

Hon Jim Chown: I thought I — 

The DEPUTY CHAIR (Hon Liz Behjat): Parliamentary secretary, just wait. You rise, I give you the call and 
then you launch into your answer. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: Thank you. 

I gave a more than adequate response to that question in my response to the second reading debate. As I said 
then, the catchment for the Forrestfield station is around 60 000 people. Those 60 000 people catching buses to 
or driving to that station will require a large number of parking bays. We do not want to repeat the last 
Labor government’s mistake of adequate parking bays not being available on the Mandurah and Joondalup rail 
lines. We are still building parking bays. The Leader of the Opposition in a press release virtually stated that 
more parking bays were required. 

Hon Stephen Dawson: We can do this the quick way or the long way. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: I am just giving the member a response. He might not be happy with my response. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I think the question Hon Stephen Dawson is trying to seek an answer to from the 
parliamentary secretary is: what modelling was done and does the minister have the modelling that establishes 
the reason for that number of bays? And if the minister has that modelling, can he please provide it. 
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Hon JIM CHOWN: Have I hopped up at the right time? 

The DEPUTY CHAIR: Yes, you have—you are learning. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: There is no specific modelling. The allocation of the area and the number of bays is based 
on public transport experience of the requirements at end-of-line stations. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am pleased the parliamentary secretary put that on the record. So there is no 
modelling in relation to the number of car parking bays, it is just an arbitrary figure. That is helpful information. 

I have been provided with a list of addresses that it is proposed will be acquired. Does the parliamentary 
secretary have a list of the areas involved in square metres for those properties? If the minister has that 
information now, I will take it. If not, could he furnish it afterwards? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: I am more than happy to provide the member with that information after we break. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I have some questions about the three train stations. Can the parliamentary 
secretary provide a breakdown of the anticipated patronage from each of those three train stations please? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: This information is available in the public document, “Project Definition Plan”. The 
2021 figures are: Forrestfield station, 9 800 boardings; consolidation airport station, 6 100; and airport west 
station, 4 100. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I will keep moving, given the length of the day. In relation to the Midland line, 
particularly the Perth to Bayswater train stations, is it anticipated that the new Forrestfield line trains will stop at 
each of those stations on the Midland line? Will they be express trains or a mixture? What is the plan? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: It is anticipated that trains on the Forrestfield–airport line will stop at all those stations as 
they head into the CBD. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: What is the anticipated travel time from Forrestfield station to Perth station, 
bearing in mind that trains will stop at all those stations on the way? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: The anticipated travel time is 20 minutes. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: How will extra trains on the Midland line affect the existing Perth–Midland train 
timetable? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: This is a programming issue that is highly achievable. It is anticipated that it will work in 
a very efficient manner. There will be six trains an hour from Midland and six trains an hour from Forrestfield 
and they will slot in behind each other as they go forward. The break will come down from—I think it is—
10 minutes to five minute at stations, which is a very efficient service for patrons along those lines. I will add 
that in some places in India, the break is down to two or three minutes on very busy lines, so this is more than 
adequate from a safety perspective. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am getting value for money this afternoon. I was not going to go into that, but 
I am pleased. I get in trouble for talking about other parts of the public transport system, and the parliamentary 
secretary is talking about India! Goodness gracious! Anyway, back to the bill before us. 

The DEPUTY CHAIR: Had he gone on much longer, I would have drawn his attention to that, 
Hon Stephen Dawson. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The second reading speech refers to the Forrestfield–Airport Link providing an 
opportunity to integrate Transwa services to the airport. Is there any intention to move Transwa from its base at 
the East Perth terminal? Is that reference simply stating that it will be easier to get from the airport to that bus 
station to get to the regions? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: The answer is no. This is just an integration of the bus system to the rail line and the 
stations servicing that rail line. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Was that a commitment that in the future we will not see the East Perth train 
station sold and those services moved from East Perth? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: That is correct. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Coming back to the compulsory acquisition of land in Forrestfield, a property 
owner whose property is about 400 metres from the station contacted me. He asked why his property is being 
acquired and whether he could lease the property to the Public Transport Authority for the construction phases of 
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the project and then have the land returned to him. He said that dealing with the PTA had been frustrating and 
difficult. Why was his suggestion not agreed to by the PTA? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: I am not sure exactly which landholder the member is talking about, but the reality is that 
clear possession is required. The designated car park area will initially be used for construction purposes and 
obviously, with a tunnel boring machine, the millions of tons of soil—or spoil, as it is called—generated from 
these tunnels will need to be put somewhere. Heavy vehicles will be running all over the place removing that. 
That is the reason why clear possession of the designated area needs to be acquired. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: I have two questions about the airport west train station. The first question is about 
residents’ concerns about the primary entry points in and around development area 6. In particular, once 
Brearley Avenue is complete, there will be a lot of congestion on the intersection with Great Eastern Highway 
and Coolgardie Avenue. People will use that intersection as a main thoroughfare. It already has quite a lot of 
traffic on it. There is no right-turning arrow or lane in which people can turn when they are heading away from 
the city into Coolgardie Avenue. I want to find out whether there is any commitment from the government to fix 
this intersection before the closure of Brearley Avenue, or any time soon after. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: One of the ongoing works that Main Roads will be undertaking for the Forrestfield–Airport 
Link is the upgrade of Fauntleroy and Coolgardie Avenues to facilitate the traffic requirements. That will be part 
of the build. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Does the parliamentary secretary know whether that includes a right-hand turning 
lane or is that not determined as yet? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: I do not have the specifics, but if the member wants to write to me, I am more than happy 
to send it forward as a proposal. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: I thank the parliamentary secretary for that. I have another question about the 
airport west train station. The parliamentary secretary may or may not be able to provide this information now in 
getting this bill passed, but he may be able to undertake to get these answers, if he does not mind. Residents have 
raised concerns with me again about development area 6 and the closure of Brearley Avenue. How will 
contractors safely enter the site and move around that area, particularly where homes will be affected? Do we 
know how frequently, and via which routes, large equipment will be transported to and from the site? Do we 
have an idea of how long that construction phase will last? Will there be excessive noise from the site, and 
debris? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: All these undertakings in built-up areas require a construction management plan. That 
management plan is looked at very closely by the Public Transport Authority and the Department of 
Environment Regulation, especially. If that plan falls short, construction does not go ahead until any issues are 
rectified from a local perspective. There will be consultation and information for all local residents about any 
heavy vehicle movements or loud noise undertakings et cetera so they are fully aware of what is about to happen, 
or likely to happen, and any feedback about these matters, as we go forward, would certainly be appreciated by 
me and the PTA so that we can make sure that this build is as comfortable as possible for the local residents. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: If the parliamentary secretary sends those answers around the consultation to 
residents, can he include me in that as well? 

Hon Jim Chown: Okay. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I come back to passenger numbers—20 000 by 2021. Is that passenger numbers or 
the number of boardings per day? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: The boarding numbers are arrived at on the assumption that people who are going forward 
will be coming back. A percentage of variance in that is taken into account in the numbers, and it is across the 
full network. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Is that figure of 20 000 the number of passengers or the number of boardings? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: It is boardings. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: If that figure takes into account that people will be making a trip one way and 
returning the other way, is the expected number of passengers 10 000 by 2021? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: As I said, I cannot answer what the variance is because, obviously, if someone is catching 
a train from Forrestfield, they would be expected to return there. At the airport, of course, some people fly and 
never come back to this wonderful state, but the majority of them do. I would assume that that variance was 
taken from flight details and flight information from Perth Airport Pty Ltd itself in making an assumption about 
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that line. For the rest of the train lines, one could assume that most passengers would be going into the CBD or 
to Belmont station and back again. 

The DEPUTY CHAIR (Hon Liz Behjat): Before I give Hon Alanna Clohesy the call, I want to point out that 
the reason we give each member the call as they ask a question and then each time call either the minister or the 
responding parliamentary secretary is for the purposes of Hansard. This is a very big to-and-fro debate and we 
need to make sure that the record is straight as to who said what at what time, so can members and the 
parliamentary secretary be a little patient to let me give them the call, and then they can launch into whatever 
they are going to say. 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: What proportion of the 20 000 boardings are anticipated to be fly in, fly out 
workers? 
Hon JIM CHOWN: It is three per cent. 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Was that three per cent calculated from the research conducted with FIFO workers 
about their likely use of the railway? 
Hon JIM CHOWN: The survey was conducted totally independent of government by a company called 
Painted Dog Research. The three per cent is a conservative figure because we decided to be quite conservative 
about the requirements of FIFO workers. 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: The research was conducted independent of government. Did government 
commission the research? 
Hon JIM CHOWN: Yes, of course. 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Is it possible to get a copy of that research? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: I cannot recall whether it has been released for public examination or not. All I can do is 
ask the question. If it is available for public use, I am more than happy to get a copy to the member. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Thank you, parliamentary secretary. It might be available for parliamentary use as 
well as public use. I will move on from passenger numbers to land negotiations. What negotiations have taken 
place with the Perth Airport corporation regarding the construction of tunnels under the runway? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: The Perth Airport precinct is commonwealth land. The leaseholder is called Perth Airport 
Pty Ltd. Negotiations have been ongoing with both the commonwealth and the lessees of the airport for over 
12 months. At this stage Perth Airport is very comfortable with the safety and the intended routes of the project. 
We will probably be talking to it again, once this bill goes through the house, about the legislative requirements 
that will be carried; hopefully soon. 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Is the Perth Airport corporation entirely comfortable with the route and the safety 
of the tunnel? 
Hon JIM CHOWN: It has to submit a major development plan, and it is currently sitting with the minister 
pending approval and discussion. 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Who has to submit the development plan? 
Hon JIM CHOWN: PAPL has to submit it to the federal Minister for Infrastructure and Regional Development. 
It does not come to the state minister; it goes to the commonwealth minister because it is commonwealth land. 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: So the Perth Airport corporation has to submit that to the federal department even 
though the Public Transport Authority is the developer; is that correct? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: That is required under its lease arrangement and the act itself. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I have one more question about land. What negotiations have taken place with the 
Noongar people about the land? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: PAPL has had a regular consultation process with the Whadjuk people. The PTA has been 
a part of that discussion and it also has a separate undertaking with the Whadjuk working group on consultation 
about the program and the infrastructure build et cetera. 

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: Following on from the line of questioning of the honourable member before me, I am 
concerned about significant sites in the area of concern. Can the parliamentary secretary please identify them? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: The airport land is of significance but this rail line will go under it, which is one reason that 
discussions have taken place with the Whadjuk people. No other areas of significance have been identified that 
are currently in discussions. 
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Hon LYNN MacLAREN: In the course of construction, excavation and the clearing of areas, what procedures 
are in place if any Aboriginal artefacts are uncovered? 
Hon JIM CHOWN: It is highly unlikely that any Aboriginal artefacts would be found due to the depth of the 
tunnel. But if anything is found in the area, the normal process will take place with regard to those sorts of finds. 
Hon LYNN MacLAREN: I am interested in this because this is obviously a blending of state and 
commonwealth processes. Can the parliamentary secretary please describe the system of monitoring by 
traditional owners during the construction process? 
Hon JIM CHOWN: The above-ground land likely to be disturbed is actually airport land or will, in the main, be 
recently acquired state land from private treaty holders. Monitors will be on site in the case of an Aboriginal 
find. At this stage there is no indication that that is likely to happen, but regardless of that, monitors will be on 
site. I may add that there will be disturbance at the actual airport rail station site, but that has been disturbed 
significantly over the last few years with other builds et cetera so it is unlikely that anything would remain there. 
Hon LYNN MacLAREN: Other members may wish to follow that line of questioning, but I want to get in 
a couple more questions before we break. The government did an assessment on patronage to the airport. Has 
that included the fly in, fly out workers approaching the airport from a southerly direction instead of the west, 
from Forrestfield? 
Hon JIM CHOWN: The survey undertaken by Painted Dog Research does not discriminate between the starting 
points of FIFO workers. I cannot say whether the FIFO workers that the member is talking about come from the 
west or the south west, but in general it is FIFO workers who utilise the Perth Airport system. 
Hon LYNN MacLAREN: Unfortunately, that confuses me. Of the 20 000 boardings, three per cent are FIFO 
workers, but are they boardings from the Forrestfield area or the central business district? Where do those 
boardings start? When we did our consultation, which extended down to Rockingham, many fly in, fly out 
workers from the south metropolitan region were keen to have that rail link to the airport. In the analysis of the 
patronage of an airport line, was it considered how many people would come from the south rather than the area 
where the line is being built? 

The DEPUTY CHAIR (Hon Liz Behjat): Hon Lynn MacLaren, I understand that you were probably out of the 
house on urgent parliamentary business, but you may like to know that Hon Alanna Clohesy asked a number of 
questions about the FIFO movements and she also asked for the survey to be made public. The parliamentary 
secretary has given his undertaking that if that can be made available publicly, or for parliamentary business, that 
he will do that. That will probably cover those questions that you are now asking again because we are very keen 
to move on. 

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: Actually, Madam Deputy Chair, I was in the chamber when the honourable member 
asked about that, and my question is specifically about movements from the south metropolitan area, and it was 
not clear from the parliamentary secretary’s response whether that would be included in the survey, so I am just 
asking for that to be clarified. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: The survey was conducted with fly in, fly out workers at the airport and it is my 
understanding that they are asked whether, if this line were to be built, they would use it. The percentage I have 
given indicated that they would. There were no further questions with regard to where they came from to use the 
line. That is up to them. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I have some questions in relation to the total estimated capital cost of $2 billion. 
Can the parliamentary secretary tell me how much of that $2 billion will be spent, firstly, on new trains, and, 
secondly, on the new feeder buses he mentioned in his second reading speech? 
Hon JIM CHOWN: The unescalated budget cost for trains is $60 million and $13 million for new buses. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: With the $13 million for buses, I think the parliamentary secretary said in his 
second reading speech that that was for 26 buses. In relation to the $60 million for trains, how many new trains 
will that buy? 
Hon JIM CHOWN: It will buy 24 railcars. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Is that 24 individual railcars? 
Hon Jim Chown: Yes, depending on the combination of those particular railcars, whether it is three or four. If 
we are talking railcars, it becomes a little bit easier. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: That is clear: 24 new railcars. Has any commitment been made by the state 
government to ensure that there is a local content spend as part of this $2 billion? 
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Hon JIM CHOWN: All government tenders that go out require the tenderer to identify a local content, 
regardless of what the tender is about. Local content gives weight to their tender application. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: So in relation to the whole $2 billion cost, has any modelling been done on how 
much of that money will likely be spent in Western Australia? I take the parliamentary secretary’s point that 
there will be tenders for some of those big things, and perhaps the trains might get built somewhere else, but has 
modelling been done about how much of that $2 billion will actually be spent in Western Australia? While he is 
answering that, if modelling has been done, the parliamentary secretary might also be able to give me a sense of 
how many jobs this project is proposed to create. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: Until the tenders come in and are looked at, it is very hard to ascertain what percentage or 
amount of local content those tenders have included in them. There is no point in even guessing it, because 
obviously a tender goes to the market and this is a very large-scale project. Large international and local 
companies all have the ability to have input with regard to being part of this infrastructure build. 

Hon Stephen Dawson: Just while you’re on your feet, in relation to — 

Hon JIM CHOWN: The numbers? We are trying to figure that out right now. I cannot actually answer that 
question yet; if we can find out exactly what the number is likely to be, on an employment basis, I am more than 
happy to give the member that information. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: This is my final question, the parliamentary secretary will be pleased to know! 
I could go for days on this, but I will not! 

Hon Jim Chown: You don’t have a supplementary? 

The DEPUTY CHAIR (Hon Liz Behjat): I am not sure I would allow that! 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: In relation to the Aboriginal business briefing that is taking place—this was one of 
my questions yesterday—has a figure been set aside by the department for how much Aboriginal engagement 
there will be or how much benefit could be derived for Aboriginal companies from this project? 

Committee interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
[Continued on page 7859.] 

Sitting suspended from 4.15 to 4.30 pm  
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