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PERTH–DARWIN HIGHWAY ALIGNMENT — WEST SWAN ELECTORATE 
Motion 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [4.12 pm]: I move — 

That this house calls on the Barnett government to immediately provide certainty to the landowners and 
residents in the West Swan electorate in relation to transport infrastructure for the area, in particular, 
with respect to the future of the land reserved under the Perth–Darwin highway alignment. 

I was hoping that the Minister for Planning would also be involved in this debate. The motion is put in such a 
way that it is not aggressive or attacking. It is basically aimed at trying to get some clarity and certainty for the 
people involved. I want to go through some key parts of the issues I will raise. Firstly, I will look at the existing 
Perth–Darwin highway alignment to the West Swan area. I will then look at the public transport corridor and the 
future there. Following from that I will look at issues to do with the overpasses, in particular the Tonkin 
Highway overpasses the previous Labor government had funded, because they particularly impact the electorate. 

I start off by saying there is great uncertainty and confusion throughout the area, in particular for some of the 
landowners along Lord Street, about what is happening with transport in the area. We have heard about, and I 
have spoken a lot about, the broken promises of the rail line and the bus rapid transit to Ellenbrook. I particularly 
want to look at what is happening in the West Swan area and the key issue of the new Perth–Darwin highway 
alignment. As we all know, about 18 months ago Main Roads came up with a different route for the proposed 
Perth–Darwin highway, otherwise known as the Swan Valley bypass. Some people would know that the 
previous alignment was for the Perth–Darwin highway to pretty much follow alongside Lord Street both south 
and north of Reid Highway. Initially, as I understand it, the PDH was going to leave the old Lord Street and go 
up through the Lord Street alignment south of the Reid Highway and north of the Reid Highway. Subsequent to 
that, it would basically start from the Reid Highway and head north. That was the existing alignment. Main 
Roads has done some analysis over the past number of years and has come up with an alternative route, which 
frankly was on the table a number of years ago, and I will go through that in a minute. That route will see the 
PDH or the Swan Valley bypass, whatever we want to call it, be an extension of Tonkin Highway. If members 
are with me, we are driving north up Tonkin Highway and currently going through the three intersections of 
Morley — 
Mr P. Papalia: I am with you, member! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The member is with me? We are on the Tonkin Highway driving northwards — 

Mr P.B. Watson: On board! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The member is on board! 

We are driving northwards and going through three key intersections of Morley Drive, Collier Road and Benara 
Road. The proposed new route is basically a massive interchange over Reid and Tonkin Highways, and we keep 
going northwards. 
Mr T.R. Buswell: North east. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is north east, yes. 

We would actually go very close to the homes in Orchid Park in the Bennett Springs area to the east, and to the 
west we are going past Ballajura. We then veer east and cross Gnangara Road and there is a major interchange 
into Ellenbrook. That is the proposed new route.  

There are some issues I want to talk about with the existing residences in Bennett Springs and Ballajura. That 
route fundamentally changes what is planned in the West Swan area. As said, I had hoped the Minister for 
Planning would be in this place, because this is as much a planning issue as it is a transport issue. It basically 
changes all the fundamentals of what was planned for the Lord Street growth corridor. A number of landowners 
in the West Swan area, but in particular along that Lord Street corridor, currently have parts of their property 
under metropolitan region scheme reservation for the existing PDH. There are a number of those landowners. 
The issue for them is that they have been in limbo. I know a lot of people in areas around Perth are in that 
situation, but they have been in limbo for a number of years. They had land required under the MRS for the 
Perth–Darwin highway. That is no longer the case and has not been the case for over a year. The issue for these 
people is what they should do. They cannot sell land because no-one will buy their property, really, because it is 
under reservation. Developers will not buy because they cannot develop and someone wanting to live there for 
the longer term will not buy because they will want to buy a house that is not reserved under the Western 
Australian Planning Commission. The WAPC is reluctant to buy because the land is no longer needed for 
reservation. There was some activity from the WAPC in the area related to the public transport corridor, but it is 
reluctant to do wholesale buying because it no longer requires that land. It is a real issue for those landowners 
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and they have been basically stuck in no man’s land for a very long time—they have been and they continue to 
be.  

The other key issue, and this is why it would have been good if the Minister for Planning had been in this place, 
is that the alignment completely changes the structure and the plans for the area. If anyone is familiar with the 
structure plans for the Brabham and Dayton estates—St Leonards Estate, for example—the whole structure plan 
and all the plans for the area are based on the existing PDH. For example, the location of the playing fields and 
the location of the commercial zone along the area that is now the Repton Street area have been based on the fact 
that this PDH was going to be there. That has changed. Last year, Main Roads came out with a newsletter about 
the new proposed PDH and was doing some consultation on the new alignment. But equally important is 
ensuring that the area where the Perth–Darwin highway was scheduled to go through and all the affected plans 
get some attention. I am glad the responsible minister is back, because the planning through the West Swan area, 
along the Lord Street corridor, was on the basis of the PDH alignment that has now gone. As I said, there were a 
lot of issues around the location, the public open space and the commercial area, because the highway would 
have been serviced by a major commercial zone. All those things were based on the fact that this alignment 
existed, and now it has gone. A lot of people in the area, particularly landowners, are asking what impact it will 
have on them. I have spoken to the City of Swan on this issue, and it is basically saying that it will not be able to 
do too much about it until the metropolitan region scheme changes. This government will have to bring in a new 
MRS amendment for the new alignment, but what is it going to do with the existing alignment and what are its 
plans?  

Another key issue is the impact it will have on the existing transport nodes and routes. Again, when the Perth–
Darwin highway was going to be along Lord Street, the nature of Lord Street would have changed dramatically 
because of that major highway. That highway will now be far more to the west, so what role will Lord Street 
play in the future? Who will fund it and what are the plans? I understand that Main Roads WA is currently doing 
some assessment of the number of vehicles that use that road, but local people and I, as a local member, are 
looking for the government to take ownership and actually develop plans for the area. As I said, there will be 
significant implications with the role Lord Street and Henley Brook Avenue play in future. Henley Brook 
Avenue, of course, was proposed to run to the east of the Perth–Darwin highway next to the pipeline reservation 
through the area—probably a couple of hundred metres to the east along the pipeline. The key issue for a lot of 
people is: what is happening with the Henley Brook Avenue extension? Again, its cost has been built into the 
developer contribution plans, yet no-one knows whether the Henley Brook extension will happen. At the same 
time, what will happen to Lord Street? There is significant confusion about that area.   

I put on the record again that this area is very poorly serviced by transport routes. I will touch on the rail line and 
the bus rapid transit issue in a moment. The government and council have committed to the duplication of 
Gnangara Road, and I hope that starts very, very soon because people raise it with me on a daily basis. But as to 
the new PDH alignment, for which the modelling has been done, I do not think we have clarity on the impact it 
will have on the future role of Lord Street, the future plans for the duplication of Reid Highway, and Gnangara 
Road. Beechboro Road, I think, will be closed under the new proposal. There are some fundamental questions 
that I do not think anyone — 

Mr T.R. Buswell: And Henley Brook road.  
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Henley Brook Avenue. 
Mr T.R. Buswell: Henley Brook Avenue. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, I was just talking about it. I was basically saying there is a question around the role it 
will play. For example, if Lord Street was made a dual carriageway—a lot of residents probably want Lord 
Street fixed up—then a question hangs over Henley Brook Avenue. But the complicating factor is that the 
Henley Brook Avenue cost has been built into the developer contributions of the cells, particularly the Dayton 
and Brabham cells. I would not say it is a mess, because I do not want to dramatise things too much, but the 
residents and landowners are facing quite a terrible situation. Everything has changed because of the new 
alignment. People need some certainty and clarity about the future.  

Another complicating factor is the differing responsibilities between state and local governments. PDH is a 
federal road, but the state is kicking in about 20 per cent. Lord Street, as I understand, is a local road—I might be 
corrected — 
Mr T.R. Buswell: No. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is a local road?  

Mr T.R. Buswell: Well, it currently is.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Currently? Then the question is whether it is changed into a green or blue — 
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Mr T.R. Buswell: Something—I cannot remember.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is a major connector road in the area. Of course Gnangara Road is a local road; I actually 
think it should be a Main Roads road, and when I wrote to the Cities of Wanneroo and Swan, they supported that 
move. I know the state government is not keen to pick up new roads because it becomes responsible for the 
funding, but the role Gnangara Road plays in the area is one of state importance; it is a major east–west 
connector. These are fundamental issues on which a lot of people raise questions with me all the time, so I am 
seeking clarification and government commitment to sort out what is a very confusing and problematic space.  

I would like to put on the record that last year when I was in hospital having my iron injection, I had a bit of time 
to do a bit of research about the history of the Perth–Darwin highway. It was quite an interesting little search that 
turned up a report from 1994. I had heard rumours about PDH and its original alignment and who wanted what 
where, and I was curious enough to do a bit of research. I found the 1994 “North-East Corridor Structure Plan”. I 
am always interested in how things develop over time. The report noted that in October 1991 there were 
two options—the upgrading of Great Northern Highway to the national highway standards, and the construction 
of a new national highway on the eastern side of the standard-gauge railway line. The structure plan reads — 

The report stated that a new route for the highway could not be justified within the next 25 years — 

Noting that that was in 1991 — 

based on National Highway traffic alone … The option for east of the railway was seen to be the most 
favourable to service proposed urban areas east of the railway and avoid upgrading Great Northern 
Highway through the Swan Valley.  

A large number of public comments were received with many opposed to the location immediately east 
of the railway and suggested an alternative route based on extending Tonkin Highway to Muchea — 

That was back then. To my understanding, it was a bit political. Again, I am not across all the politics, and of 
course they are not mentioned in this report, but I understand that that route was a bit political in the Liberal 
Party, and that is why it was turned westwards and further options were suggested by the then Court government. 
The structure plan states that in 1994 — 

The Tonkin Highway extension was seen by the consultants as inappropriate as it would: 
• go over the Gnangara Water Mound; 

• go through the RAAF radio receiver buffer; 

• attract only 40% of traffic from Great Northern Highway.  

As I understand it, the water mound issues have changed significantly over time, so they are not a prime concern. 
As to the RAAF radio receiver buffer, I understand that has changed significantly. The 40 per cent of traffic from 
Great Northern Highway is an interesting issue because I think a lot of people are considering the impact PDH 
will have on it. As I understand it, high, wide loads will continue to use Great Northern Highway. The minister 
can respond to that.  

As I said, some political issues were raised at the time, so four other options were considered — 
• Option 1 

Tonkin Highway extension from Reid Highway to Brand Highway … 
• Option 2  

Tonkin Highway extension from Reid Highway to Great Northern Highway south of Bullsbrook … 
• Option 3 

Lord Street extension from the proposed Reid Highway alignment to Great Northern Highway south of 
Bullsbrook … 

• Option 4  
Upgrading of Great Northern Highway from the Roe Highway/Reid Highway to the Muchea area … 
… 
The results of the analysis indicated that a northerly extension of Lord Street would satisfy the long 
term needs of the national highway route and have the least adverse social and environmental impacts. 

As I understand it, there was some political disquiet about having the PDH alignment through the eastern part of 
the valley, which I partly understand. I understand there were some other pure Liberal Party politics involved. 
Another analysis was conducted and the Lord Street extension was suggested. That, as I understand, went 
through the metropolitan region scheme process and became reserved land. Now, we have gone back westwards 
to the Tonkin Highway alignment. That all illustrates that there has been great uncertainty and confusion about 
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the future of that area for a lot of people. Given that the project is funded and it will go ahead, I think it is 
incumbent on the government to give a time frame of what it intends to do. Also, what is Main Roads doing to 
analyse roads within the area? The Perth–Darwin highway realignment is just one factor. It also impacts on 
Gnangara Road, east and westwards, Lord Street, Henley Brook Avenue, the developer contribution plans and 
how it is fed into the land price and also Reid Highway. There are a number of factors. The trucking industry 
wants to know exactly who will be using the new Tonkin Highway extension as opposed to the existing Great 
Northern Highway as it relates to Lord Street and Reid Highway. It is quite complex. Both ministers know what 
I am talking about.  

These types of issues are quite complex, they cross portfolios, they cross jurisdictions between local, federal and 
state, primarily state and council, and no-one owns the problems. This quite often happens. There are enormous 
problems out there but no-one owns them. No-one has been tasked to fix it. I understand there are bits and pieces 
happening but the government is basically saying, “Okay, this new alignment changes the ball game 
completely.” Who in government is sitting there saying, “These are the ramifications for what is happening in 
our housing developments and this is what is happening in relation to transport and the existing and new 
transport routes required”? As I said, there is no doubt that Ellenbrook is poorly serviced by transport. I 
challenge anyone to find a population base that big anywhere around the metropolitan area that is not serviced by 
at least one dual carriageway. Gnangara Road is single carriageway and West Swan Road is single carriageway. 
I challenge anyone to find an area that is as poorly serviced for roads and, in particular, public transport 
connections. We need to get a better plan and fix it.  

I will talk briefly about the bus rapid transit system and the rail line. I do not want to be too political in this 
debate. I think we have highlighted time and again what this government has done by putting false hopes, false 
plans and false commitments in front of the people of Ellenbrook and surrounding suburbs. We have seen that 
time and again. What is the government’s plan? As we know, in the 2011 public transport master plan, the BRT 
for Ellenbrook was seen as a priority project. It was one of the three priority projects highlighted by the 
$2 million master plan. As I recall, the BRT, the extension to Yanchep and the rail line to the airport were the 
three priority projects. As I said, we know about the government’s broken promise on the rail line but let us go to 
the BRT. The government went ahead and basically commissioned studies. I think a $630 000 consultant was 
employed. The government had the plans. I was always dubious of the BRT and I will tell members why. Once 
the BRT hit Marshall Road, it would have to go into existing traffic. 

Dr K.D. Hames: What is a BRT? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is a bus rapid transit. I always understood that there would be a dedicated lane from 
Marshall Road northwards but south of Marshall Road. I always knew that the BRT did not stack up in public 
transport terms because one would have to turn right into the very heavily used Marshall Road and turn left 
down Altone Road, which was the government’s proposal. When the government came up with that proposal, it 
would have sent buses down Altone Road, right through the middle of Bennett Springs, through the traffic lights 
at Altone Road and Reid Highway and then through to Bassendean. I thought it was problematic because the 
only way a BRT could deliver the benefits would be to have a dedicated busway all the way. That would have 
meant significant funding. The government was always a bit optimistic on this BRT and how it could deliver 
benefits. Nevertheless, it was a commitment that the government made, one of the three priorities outlined in 
2011. We know what happened. The government committed to it; everything was ready to go. The day the 
minister retires, we will be going to that shed and pulling out those BRT signs that the department had printed. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I have all my election signs in my shed that have been defaced in a colourful way. There are 
quite a few of them, I should add.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The minister would also have those BRT signs. Someone has the signs that were created by 
the government just before the election. Someone has kept those signs about the Liberal government committing 
to the bus rapid transit. We knew it had signs and computer animations ready to go. The media statement was 
drafted. The plastic wrap for the bus was printed. It was ready to go. Then at the last minute, the government 
pulled the announcement. Since that time we have been trying to get some clarity. The government committed to 
a rail line, and then said we were not ready for a rail line. It committed to a BRT, and then said it was too 
expensive for the benefits it would deliver. The Premier went on the radio after this debacle and said, “I really 
think ultimately it will be a rail line.” The issue for us is what is that time frame and what planning is being 
undertaken?  

The other point, which is all interrelated, is what the government is doing with the public transport corridor that 
runs alongside the existing Perth–Darwin highway corridor. I am not saying that corridor should be removed, 
because ultimately we will win government and we will build a rail line. Exactly what will the government do in 
the short term? Is it keeping the reservation? Is it moving the corridor, for example, alongside the existing Lord 
Street, which appears to make sense? Has that formed part of the discussions? Basically, we have a very heavily 
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used Lord Street, which is a single carriageway. That is very dangerous. There is a reservation for the PDH that 
is no longer needed. I do not know what the government is doing with the bus rapid transit reservation. There is 
also great uncertainty for those landowners. They have been there for a very long time. Some are very elderly. 
They have basically been sitting around with this reservation on their land. They cannot sell it because normally 
the people who buy in this area are developers. Developers will not buy if there are issues such as that. Other 
people wanting to build homes on the land will not buy because there is a massive reservation on it. What can 
these people do? I know that the Western Australian Planning Commission bought some land but there has to be 
a system-wide approach whereby the government offers to buy the whole corridor. It has to give some certainty 
to people because currently there is no certainty. I am talking about offering to buy, not compulsorily acquiring. 
That is the thrust of my points today.  

The last point I want to make relates to the PDH. The minister took a bit of licence when answering my question 
today about the federal road projects funded by the previous Labor government, of which there are still question 
marks about what Warren Truss and the federal Liberal government are doing. I do not believe that they are 
funding those projects. I believe they are funding the PDH. That was a clear commitment and it was pretty 
transparent through the Liberal Party costings documents. When I went through the federal Liberal Party costing 
documents, it was quite clear that the PDH was a commitment. That is fine. I cannot see those other projects in 
those costing documents. I know that the federal government produced a very funny table, which was very 
obscure. I think it was trying to say that it only showed new things that it was funding. In providing those new 
things, it had to cut some projects. It never provided the list of projects it was going to cut. It was going to make 
some savings—I cannot remember how much; this is off the top of my head—of a few billion dollars and then it 
was going to redirect billions of dollars into new projects. It never showed the list of projects it was going to cut. 
I understand that the federal government is saying that those two regional roads—North West Coastal Highway 
and Great Northern Highway from Muchea to Wubin—were funded under the regional investment fund under 
Infrastructure Australia, which I understand was funded through the metropolitan region improvement tax. I 
understand that argument. That means that these projects are not funded and are not committed to. For the life of 
me, I still cannot see where Tonkin Highway and Leach Highway are funded because the federal government 
never explicitly put them in that document. I know that the midyear budget cut-off is approaching very fast. I 
expect that the government would be in intense negotiations with the commonwealth on the funding for these 
projects, because its midyear review and its ability to deliver these projects will depend on the timing of these 
projects. I cannot see where they are. Despite the words of the federal Minister for Finance, Mathias Cormann, 
on the radio today and the words of the Premier on the radio, no-one has been able to show us the document that 
indicates that they are funded. Obviously, the letter from the federal Minister for Infrastructure and Regional 
Development, Warren Truss, states that there are no guarantees. The only thing that has been written anywhere is 
that there are no guarantees. I cannot see where those overpasses are funded. 
The reason I have raised the overpasses at Tonkin Highway–Benara Road, Tonkin Highway–Collier Road and 
Tonkin Highway–Morley Drive—they are worth $280 million, which is a significant amount of money—is that 
without those overpasses the Perth–Darwin highway will not work. When the Perth–Darwin highway is built, 
which is basically the extension of Tonkin Highway, a lot more traffic will be funnelled onto Tonkin Highway; 
there is no doubt about that. The Gateway WA project currently underway will help facilitate that through the 
expansion to three lanes and the dedicated overpasses. If those three overpasses are not built, a far greater 
volume of traffic will go through the three sets of traffic lights at Collier Road, which is already a significantly 
busy intersection, Morley Drive, which has a lot of residential traffic, and Benara Road. If those three overpasses 
are not built, the PDH will not work. It will work, but the bottlenecks and traffic problems will be enormous and 
there will be a less optimal outcome—a disastrous outcome really—because there are already significant waiting 
times and other issues on that highway. A lot more traffic will be pushed onto Tonkin Highway. Those 
overpasses are needed. A commitment by the federal government to those overpasses is essential. It has to be 
part of the midyear review and part of the PDH discussions. Without those three overpasses, the new alignment 
of the PDH—with the existing alignment, more traffic going from the eastern side would be captured—will 
mean that traffic heading north that has to turn left onto Tonkin Highway will go through to 
Great Northern Highway along Tonkin Highway. Those three overpasses are very important. 

The other key point that I want to raise briefly is about the Malaga Drive–Reid Highway intersection. Although 
those three overpasses are important, this government committed in December 2012 to commencing the building 
of this new overpass in this financial year, with completion in the next two years. In the August state budget, that 
was pushed back by three years, so commencement will not occur for three years. The argument put forward at 
the time was that this overpass will be bundled in with the three new ones over Tonkin Highway and hopefully 
significant savings in construction will be achieved. There may be some merit to that, but the government 
promised to start it now. If those overpasses are delayed, what will happen at the Malaga Drive–Reid Highway 
intersection? It is terrible that it has been delayed once. A key election commitment was made by the Liberal 
Party in December for $75 million to fix the Malaga Drive–Reid Highway intersection over the next two years. 
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That was the commitment. The government has already broken that commitment, but if these three overpasses 
are delayed, it will be even worse. As I recall, according to the RAC’s Red Spots survey, it was one of the top 
five intersections with the highest number of rear-end collisions in the metropolitan area. The right-hand turning 
lane on Reid Highway is not sufficient for the amount of traffic waiting to turn right in the morning and 
afternoon, so the traffic that comes over the hill in the right-hand lane gets caught and there are significant 
accidents. Basically, it is a very busy intersection that everyone hates using. That was also a key factor. 

As I have said, there are a lot of question marks. We are looking for a plan, a commitment and a time frame. I 
could have gone through more of the politics of the Ellenbrook railway, but I will not do so because I want to try 
to find out who is responsible, who has the plan and what we are doing. 

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Minister for Transport) [4.44 pm]: I will make a couple of comments and 
then the Minister for Planning may wish to conclude. I will not take too long. I will start with a couple of 
comments on the road network in that area, because that is where the member finished her comments, and then I 
will move onto other issues. I say at the outset that the member for West Swan has raised on behalf of the 
landowners very valid issues about the Perth–Darwin highway and the broader transit reservation along and 
around Lord Street. I will discuss what we are doing in relation to that in a moment. I think the member is right. 
Unfortunately, the member’s motion asks us to provide that clarity immediately. We are not in a position to do 
that, and I will explain what is happening to the best of my capacity in a moment. We have to acknowledge that 
this government, in partnership with the commonwealth, has invested a fair deal of money in the intersection at 
Reid Highway and Alexander Drive, which was identified as the worst intersection on that highway. We had a 
contractual opportunity to roll that project over to the Reid Highway–Mirrabooka Avenue intersection, which we 
took and which has yielded some good outcomes. In the not-too-distant future, we will start work on dualling 
Reid Highway between Erindale and Duffy Roads, which will take it through that freeway precinct. That is a 
bizarre piece of road design in that it goes down to one lane at that end. We will deliver at Malaga Drive, but 
perhaps not on the original time line. Certainly, anyone who travels through that intersection—I have been out 
there with the member for Morley—will find it impossible to argue that it is not an intersection that is at or 
beyond capacity. I would say that at peak time it is beyond capacity. With the hill, the curve and the traffic trying 
to go every which way but loose, especially to the north, the intersection definitely needs to be, and will be, 
upgraded. 

The member also made another valid point. What should happen with the Perth–Darwin highway on its revised 
alignment, which is basically an extension of Tonkin Highway, will encourage significant traffic flows, 
particularly out of Welshpool and Kewdale, north along Tonkin Highway through the Gateway WA precinct, 
over the river, north along Tonkin Highway through the three interchanges that the member referred to at 
Collier Road, Morley Drive and Benara Road and up to Great Northern Highway. It will be a fantastic piece of 
structure. The member’s point is right; if we do not fix the bit in the middle at Collier Road, Morley Drive and 
Benara Road, part of that capacity will become redundant, because there simply will not be the flowthroughs. 

I understand the member’s argument and I acknowledge the validity of the argument. I will wait with interest to 
get clarification from the commonwealth. What the commonwealth is saying to us is exactly the argument that 
the member put to the house; that is, those projects were not mentioned on a line-by-line basis at the time of the 
election because they were already embedded in the commonwealth’s forward estimates. We are seeking clarity 
around the timing of those cash flows. We have had indications that that clarity will be provided at the time of 
the commonwealth Mid-year Economic and Fiscal Outlook. There is a problem with that for us in that I am not 
sure that we will get that clarity ahead of our midyear review cut-off, so we will have to deal with that at that 
time. It is not an unusual predicament to be in, but it is not a perfect predicament either. We will work through 
that with the commonwealth. Jamie Briggs, who I think is the minister assisting Warren Truss, has been out to 
the Gateway WA project. He has a very solid understanding of the importance of those three intersections to the 
totality of the project. I have always maintained that if that is done well, it will effectively shift the transport 
spine of Perth into that particular corridor, because it will have the capacity to carry an enormous amount of 
traffic. The long-term planning will see almost a wire-type intersection develop that will ultimately service 
Wanneroo. I think that is a very good outcome. That is a work in progress. I accept that we need to continue to 
work with the commonwealth to get clarity around that. That applies also, as the member rightly pointed out, to 
some commonwealth funding to upgrade Leach Highway and High Street at the port of Fremantle, which again 
is very important. It applies also to some unspent money out of the Nation Building 1 program. Under that 
program, the former commonwealth government had approved a reallocation of that funding to two principal 
projects. One was the addition of a third lane on Kwinana Freeway from Roe Highway through to Armadale 
Road, which would help alleviate a major point of congestion now on the freeway south. The second was some 
widening of Great Eastern Highway between Southern Cross and Kalgoorlie. 

Ms R. Saffioti: That is in NB1, which has not been spent. 
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Mr T.R. BUSWELL: We are seeking confirmation of the former Labor government’s decision, which we 
received from the former government only in its last days. 

As the member has rightly pointed out, there are also the issues on Great Northern Highway from Muchea to 
Wubin, and on North West Coastal Highway from Minilya to Barradale, as we mostly call it, which is from 
Minilya to the Onslow turnoff. Those are all incredibly important projects for the state transport network.  

The member also raised an issue about the potential effectiveness of bus rapid transit. I, too, have asked 
questions about that. I have not talked much about BRT, but suffice to say that the answer I was constantly 
provided with in relation to BRT is that when we move off a dedicated lane, one of the ways to deal with the 
issue that the member raised, and that I raised, of traffic lights in particular, is that we need to spend some money 
to provide dedicated bus access to the intersection, and then priority bus transfer through the intersection. Some 
interesting design work has been done on Great Eastern Highway that has delivered some of those outcomes in 
terms of a lane to enable buses to get to the intersection quickly. However, we would also need to go the extra 
step, theoretically, and provide a priority lane. Those are just some asides on a couple of the points that the 
member touched on.  

Funding is available, and we are working on this with the City of Swan, for the dualling of Gnangara Road, and 
hopefully, when that is done, there will be a pretty significant—I think it is a major—transformation of the road 
linkage into Ellenbrook via Gnangara Road. We have spent some money at the roundabout at Drumpellier 
Drive — 

Ms R. Saffioti: That is the traffic lights. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Sorry. The roundabout is further down, at Pinaster Parade. Some of that money also went 
into putting in some additional road capacity between Drumpellier and Pinaster. My understanding is that the 
City of Swan has also spent some money to provide traffic lights at West Swan Road and Gnangara Road, and 
works are commencing on Lord Street and Reid Highway at the southern end. I appreciate the spirit of the 
member’s debate, and I am not going to politicise it. We have been trying to put money into that area to support 
local residents and the City of Swan wherever we can.  

I want to move now to the more substantive issue that the member raised. Can I say, firstly, that it is my view 
that the alignment that has now been settled on for the Perth–Darwin highway is the best transport outcome in 
terms of the linkage to Tonkin Highway and then the linkage from Tonkin Highway through to the traffic 
generation areas in Kewdale, Welshpool and the like. That is provided we address the issues with those 
intersections, because, if we do not, it will not work at its optimum. The other option effectively would have had 
that traffic move along Roe Highway, across Reid Highway and then to the Perth–Darwin highway. This will be 
a much more direct and better route in terms of productivity. It will also lessen some of the impacts of the 
massive flows of traffic on Roe Highway. I have spent time with the member for Swan Hills, literally sitting on 
the big intersection at Great Northern Highway–Roe Highway–Reid Highway. We had been to Swan Christian 
College, which is just up the road. I have always said that was the epicentre of the construction phase of the 
mining boom, because the number of heavy vehicles that went around that corner was unbelievable. So it will be 
a good outcome, provided those linkages are addressed. 
The member raised a question about the high–wide load corridor. I have not sought definitive advice on that yet. 
But my top-of-the-head thinking would be that we would still use Abernethy Road and Roe Highway and the 
existing route for high–wide loads, although I would need to get more advice on that. The member for 
Forrestfield was out there last week. We have just, as part of the Gateway WA project, finished the off-ramp at 
Tonkin and Abernethy, which will enable all those heavy vehicles that used to go through the suburb of 
Forrestfield to travel along Abernethy Road. That is a good outcome as well. 

The question the member for West Swan has asked, I think appropriately, is: what will happen more broadly to 
the road network east of Whiteman Park, and specifically what will happen to that transport corridor, which I 
understand is around 120 metres wide when we add the road? A couple of other parcels of land are attached to 
that which had been earmarked for potential station precincts. That is a valid point. There is absolutely no doubt 
that the member is right when she says that the redesign of the Perth–Darwin highway from effectively running 
north adjacent to Lord Street will make a fundamental difference to traffic movements in that area. We have 
Henley Brook Avenue, Lord Street, Gnangara Road and Reid Highway, and the traffic flows around that area are 
significant. What is happening within government is that the Department of Transport, in conjunction with Main 
Roads, and in consultation with the City of Swan, is now working to define the future transport needs for that 
corridor. I am sorry that I do not have a more definitive date, but my expectation is that at some time during 
2014—so we have a fairly wide landing zone, but I expect it will be towards the back of 2014—we will develop 
a submission that will go to the Western Australian Planning Commission, and that will redefine that transport 
reserve.  



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 20 November 2013] 

 p6330b-6338a 
Ms Rita Saffioti; Mr Troy Buswell; Mr John Day 

 [8] 

In redefining that transport reserve, there are two considerations. One is the road, and that needs to be given 
careful consideration because of the interplay between that reserve and Lord Street in particular, and the other is 
the transit corridor, because we still need to protect, as the member alluded to, the transit corridor that will 
ultimately provide a mass transit solution for the people of Ellenbrook. It would be incredibly irresponsible, 
notwithstanding the current lack of clarity around timing, to not plan out, if I can use that term, the mass transit 
corridor, because that will be very important to that whole area. That work is happening. In doing that work, we 
need to understand what is going to happen in and around Lord Street, and that is why the consultation with the 
City of Swan is important. I cannot give any more definitive advice other than that at the moment. But in the 
member’s capacity as the local member, I would be very happy, if she requires, to arrange for the people who are 
doing that work to provide her with a briefing around what is happening in that area so that the member is kept 
appraised of that. I think that is a perfectly acceptable flow of information through the member to the local 
community. I can understand, having been responsible for the Department of Housing, which is a significant 
landowner in that precinct, that it is important to give clarity to what is happening north of Brabham — 
Ms R. Saffioti: It is the whole of Brabham. 
Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Yes. I think it is important that we give clarity to what is happening there with that 
transport corridor and also, from a broader local planning point of view, how those traffic flows may change or 
may have other planning ramifications for those local communities. I am happy to do that. I am sorry I cannot 
provide any more definitive advice about a particular month next year, but the member can rest assured that that 
work is happening, and we understand the need to get that resolved as quickly as possible. 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Minister for Planning) [5.00 pm]: There is not a great deal that I can add to 
that which has been advised by the Minister for Transport, because he has the primary responsibility for the 
detailed planning for the road network, but I endorse what the Minister for Transport said about any planning 
scheme changes. The detailed work regarding the new alignment of the Perth–Darwin highway is being 
undertaken at the moment by the Department of Transport and Main Roads WA. Once that work is completed, 
they will make a submission to the WA Planning Commission for a change to the planning scheme—the 
metropolitan region scheme. When that request is received, the Planning Commission will respond, but it needs a 
proposal before it, obviously, before there can be a consideration of any planning scheme amendments. As the 
Minister for Transport said, that is expected to occur probably towards the end of 2014, but sometime next year. 
As soon as a proposal is put forward, I am sure it will be considered as expeditiously as possible, but more 
detailed work needs to be undertaken by the Department of Transport and Main Roads prior to us getting to that 
point. 

In relation to the proposed alignment of the Perth–Darwin highway north of Maralla Road, which I know is not 
the subject of the motion specifically, it is worth simply advising that the amendment to allow for that 
reservation north of Maralla Road, going up towards Muchea, was advertised for public comment, with the 
period for submissions closing on 12 October 2012, so a little over a year ago. The amendment is in fact close to 
being finalised. I was briefed on it, coincidentally, just earlier this week. That will go into the cabinet system, 
and once there has been approval through Executive Council, it will be, as with any major amendment under the 
metropolitan region scheme, tabled in both houses of Parliament. The process is nearing completion in relation 
to the reservation north of Maralla Road, which, as I said, was advertised for public comment last year. I am sure 
the planning system will respond as expeditiously as possible once the more detailed work has been undertaken 
in the transport portfolio, but it is important that that work is completed and that the details are correct before any 
change is made to reduce the existing reservation for the Perth–Darwin highway on the western side of 
Ellenbrook and, obviously, before a new reservation is put in place further to the west where the Minister for 
Transport has indicated the Perth–Darwin highway will now be constructed. 

The government is sympathetic to the issues that the member for West Swan has raised on behalf of her 
constituents. We are not able to support the motion because we are simply not in a position to immediately 
provide certainty. Nevertheless, the issues that have been raised are certainly being treated as sympathetically as 
possible and taken seriously. 

Question put and negatived. 
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