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METROPOLITAN REGION SCHEME (BEELIAR WETLANDS) BILL 2021 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 2 June. 
MR T.J. HEALY (Southern River — Parliamentary Secretary) [7.23 pm]: I rise to speak on the Metropolitan 
Region Scheme (Beeliar Wetlands) Bill 2021. I place on record my opposition to the Liberal Party’s plan for 
Roe Highway to become a toll road. There have been two elections on this matter, and the result of those elections 
was very, very clear. I would like to quote the former member for Carine from the previous Parliament, who made 
a contribution to the debate on the former bill in Hansard of Tuesday, 25 June 2019—almost two years ago today. 
He said — 

But the government won government on this piece of legislation. Why not leave it as it is and keep winning 
every election for the next 1 000 years on the back of defending Roe 8 and Roe 9 … 

He predicted — 
It will lose every election until it changes its mind … The government should allow us to put it on our 
election platform … 

Well, we did. He also said — 
The government should allow us — 

The opposition — 
… to lose government on the basis of Roe 8 and Roe 9 and the Beeliar wetlands. It should give us that 
opportunity. It will not happen. 

The former member for Carine, Tony Krsticevic, whom I thank again for his service, predicted — 
We will win the seat of Bicton and other seats. We will win the support of the community at a broader 
level if we oppose this legislation. 

Again, I thank the former member for Carine for his service. I would like to welcome the new member for Carine. 
Not only did we not lose the seat of Bicton, but also we won a number of other seats. I would like to thank the 
current member for Carine and ask him to please pass on my appreciation to his predecessor! 
Friends, the community’s view on this bill is very, very clear. It has been entrenched at several elections. My community, 
your community, do not want a toll road. They have said what they want. They do not want to pay $5 or $10 a go. 
They are aware of what needs to happen. We will always oppose toll roads. We will always oppose the Liberals’ 
plan to do that. 
If I can also quietly thank and acknowledge the two constituents from my community in the public gallery today. 
Deputy Speaker, thank you very much. 
MS S.F. McGURK (Fremantle — Minister for Child Protection) [7.26 pm]: I am pleased to contribute to the 
debate on the Metropolitan Region Scheme (Beeliar Wetlands) Bill 2021. Like many people in this house, I have 
been involved in this campaign to oppose Roe 8, in part to save the Beeliar wetlands, which I care about, as do 
many of my constituents and many in the community, but also because the road project on which the destruction 
of the wetlands was based was deeply, deeply flawed. As others have observed, there was public comprehension of 
the flawed nature of the road project that was Roe 8 and the successive roads that would take the highway through 
to the port. It made no sense and was not well thought out. It certainly was not costed, but mostly it would not do 
what it was purported it would do, which was to make it easier for freight and normal passenger vehicles to move 
easily throughout the southern suburbs. 
In particular, the bill before us today will protect the Beeliar wetlands. I thank the Minister for Planning for bringing 
this bill before the previous Parliament and now to this Parliament to protect the wetlands once and for all. I was 
the member for Fremantle in the summer of 2016–17 when we had what some in my neck of the woods called the 
battle for Beeliar. It was a battle to stop the Perth Freight Link and save the Beeliar wetlands. I, along with many I see 
in the house, stood shoulder to shoulder with our local communities at those wetlands to fight to protect and preserve 
the precious place of Beeliar and its wetlands for future generations. I remember the period very well. Five years and 
two resounding election wins on, it is time to finish what we started in that battle. The McGowan Labor government 
promised to protect the Beeliar wetlands, and this bill ensures that we can deliver the mandate we have now twice 
been granted. 
At present, the metropolitan region scheme, which guides land use decisions in Perth, includes a primary regional 
roads reservation for the construction of the Roe 8 extension. By changing the primary regional roads reservation 
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to parks and recreation, we will be able to better reflect both the government’s and the community’s hopes for this 
site. Our role here is to protect and preserve the place for future generations. That is precisely what this bill will do. 
The Beeliar wetlands are named after the original Beeliar people and includes Bibra Lake and North Lake, or 
Wallibup and Coolbellup. The wetlands are home to fauna species like the splendid fairy-wrens, oblong turtles and 
quenda. The banksia woodlands house flora like spider orchids and the Christmas tree, and are where the endangered 
Carnaby’s black-cockatoo forage. Migratory birds like rainbow bee-eaters use the sandy ground to make shallow 
burrows. I quote from an Edith Cowan University study by Danielle Brady and Jeffrey Murray — 

Massive flooded gums and paperbarks grow in a swampy peat basin believed to be hydrologically unique 
on the Swan Coastal Plain … The high biodiversity of this area has been recorded by successive studies, 
both in terms of plant communities and in total number of species. 

Due to the widespread clearing of the Swan coastal plain post-settlement, there is precious little significant wetlands 
left here in Western Australia. The Beeliar wetlands account for a considerable portion of the estimated 10 per cent 
of wetlands remaining on the Swan coastal plain. The ecological significance of the wetlands is unquestionable, which 
is why the bill will transfer approximately 34 hectares of land to the parks and recreation reservation. The 34 hectares 
is a key part of the Roe 8 reserve, and thanks to the McGowan government is now classified as an A-class reserve. 
Of the Beeliar area, approximately 13 hectares, or 38 per cent, is identified as conservation category wetland. 
A small area of Bibra Lake will be zoned urban to be consistent with the surrounding urban zone for this local road. 
After the bill has passed, we will use a standard metropolitan region scheme amendment to engage on rezoning 
the remaining 84 hectares of land located to the west of North Lake Road that is currently designated as primary 
regional road. I know that many people in the community, particularly in Hamilton Hill, are keen for this discussion 
to take place and to have some certainty around an area that has had significant uncertainty around it for many 
years. That includes the City of Cockburn, which is enthusiastic to be engaged in that process. 
I have spoken briefly about the biodiversity of Beeliar. The wetlands are not only rich in flora and fauna, but also 
a place for people. Generations of people have gathered at this place for many years, both settler and Noongar. At 
the intersection of Hope Road and Progress Drive there once stood two Norfolk Island pines. Reaching over 25 metres 
and situated 10 metres apart, the trees were planted by dairy farmer John Dixon in 1900 to celebrate his marriage. 
I am indebted to my federal colleague Josh Wilson, MP, for his retelling of this story. For 117 years, those pines stood 
proud against the backdrop of Bibra Lake, but in March 2017 it took just minutes for the Liberal government’s 
bulldozers to tear those Norfolk Island pines down. In fact, the destruction of those trees was not necessary to clear 
the land in preparation for the road—not at all. It stood quite apart from that. Still, it was characteristic of the 
spitefulness of that clearing in January, February and March 2017 that those two Norfolk Island pines were pulled 
down. The remains of those two pines now stand as a shameful reminder of the wasteful clearing of the wetlands 
in 2017. 
Thousands of years before John Dixon planted those trees, the Noongar people lived on Beeliar land. For women, 
parts of the Beeliar were a birthing ground, while at the men’s site, young boys learnt to hunt. Revered community leader 
and passionate campaigner to protect the sacred sites, the late Reverend Sealin Garlett, minister of the Uniting Church 
in Coolbellup, said that the north site of Bibra Lake was a place of initiation. In a 2017 interview, he said — 

“The boys went over to camp up at Hope Road, near Progress Drive, and from there they marched them to 
Forrest Road, which was a corroboree ground where they were sung to and smoked out. Then they went 
back to camp as men,” … 

Noongar woman Cathy Coomer was born among the paperbarks at Beeliar. The wetlands are now a place where 
a member of the stolen generation, Sharyn Egan, takes her children and grandchildren to walk, teaching them about 
their strong lineage. In 2017, Sharyn Egan said — 

“I tell [them] stories like, ‘Your great grandmother lived here, they were eating turtles and swans and some 
of the plant foods. They had fires and this is where’. It’s very spiritual,” … 

The settler stories in that area are long and rich, such as those of the Dixon family, who set up a dairy farm on the 
shores of Bibra Lake, or those of Chinese market gardeners. 
The McGowan government has twice promised the people of Western Australia that it would protect the Beeliar 
wetlands, and it has made significant progress to deliver on that promise. Last year, the government created an 
A-class conservation reserve of 610 hectares. Today, it is ready to finish the job. The bill will enable us to honour 
our commitment to the people of WA in a timely manner, as the traditional process of amending the MRS would 
likely take over two years to complete. It would also still be tabled in Parliament and subject to a disallowance 
within Parliament. Using a bill to amend the MRS will significantly reduce the time to progress the protection 
of the Beeliar wetlands. We know that signalling the end of this ill-fated road to nowhere is part of the story. Our 
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government is committed to continuing to deliver our freight strategy plan for the future. In the short term, we will 
continue to increase the amount of freight on rail. 
Under the McGowan government, the percentage of freight on rail has increased significantly. At the moment, 
it is about 20 per cent. About two years ago, it was over 23 per cent—a significant increase. It was at its lowest 
point under the previous Liberal–National government, at just over 10 per cent. It was at a low of 10.9 per cent in 
2009–10. We have been able to more than double that. Obviously, as a percentage, that represents a significant 
number of trucks off the road. As the amount of freight since 2019 has increased, the percentage has obviously 
increased as well. 
The Minister for Planning mentioned in her second reading speech that that was done through a simple mechanism 
of increasing the subsidy paid to the transport companies to increase the amount of freight on rail. It has delivered. 
The record number of 20 per cent translates to 110 000 trucks off roads in WA, including around Fremantle. The 
intermodal plan requires working with industry to provide additional train lines for container freight. Facilitating 
the development of intermodal terminals will provide new and existing precincts to transfer freight efficiently from 
road to rail, further improving rail’s competitiveness. 
As the member for Fremantle, I know how important it is that we move freight safely and efficiently around the state 
to our ports. This priority ensures that we are best placed to facilitate strong trade growth into the future, and the best 
way to do that is by delivering Westport. Last year, our government endorsed the Westport Taskforce’s recommended 
design and location for a future container port at Kwinana. It is the only way we can meet increasing freight needs 
and take container trucks off suburban roads. The final report recommended a land-backed port to be built within 
the Kwinana industrial area, connected by an uninterrupted freight corridor via Anketell Road and Tonkin Highway. 
Even the Stephenson plan—a plan older than me—acknowledged that an outer harbour would form a fundamental 
part of the Fremantle port over time. As my colleague the Minister for Planning has noted, the Stephenson plan 
contains reference to the expansion of Fremantle port to Cockburn Sound. 
Ms R. Saffioti: I have it here! 

Ms S.F. McGURK: The minister has the dusty original report — 

Ms R. Saffioti: It’s from the Parliamentary Library! 
Ms S.F. McGURK: — to prove her point. 

Page 17 of the plan notes — 

The port will continue to grow, with increasing emphasis on the Outer Harbour in Cockburn Sound. 
On page 136, the plan states — 

There exists in the south-eastern part of the Cockburn Sound area a vast hinterland capable of accommodating 
all the uses associated with a major port and industrial area without any of the restrictions on space, 
becoming more and more apparent, in the vicinity of the Inner Harbour. 

Mr R.R. Whitby: That would have been David Brand as Premier back then, wouldn’t it? 

Ms S.F. McGURK: Yes. It is interesting. I have just had an interjection from the Minister for Emergency Services 
about David Brand. In fact, there is a very good article by a constituent of mine, David Whish-Wilson, who is an 
author. When he is not writing crime novels based in around Fremantle—which I would recommend to everyone—
he writes in magazines and the like. He wrote a story about Roe 8 in March 2017, and it was published in The Monthly. 
He makes the point that the purpose of the Stephenson–Hepburn plan in 1955 was to develop Perth into a city for the 
car. He says also that the only blip in the Stephenson plan being implemented at that time by David Brand in 1960, 
with the mantra “highways are good”, was — 

… when Premier Brand implemented one particular stage in the Stephenson–Hepburn plan, leading to the 
tearing down of the convict-built Pensioner Barracks at the head of St Georges Terrace, on the edge of 
the central business district, to make way for the Mitchell Freeway. When Brand took his plan to destroy 
the remaining Barracks Arch to cabinet, members of his own party, under the weight of community pressure, 
crossed the floor and voted with the Opposition. 
Brand’s political “bloody nose” still seems remarkable from the distance of some 50 years, particularly 
in the context of the Barnett government seeking now — 

That was in 2017 — 
to implement another stage in the Stephenson–Hepburn plan … 
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I think that Colin Barnett received his own bloody nose, if you like, in the campaign in 2017 that saw a coming 
together of what I have described as spitefulness in the clearing of the Beeliar wetlands, even though the outcome 
of the election was by no means certain. In fact, the then Liberal–National government had not taken that particular 
Roe 8 plan to the 2013 state election. Premier Barnett continued to have those wetlands cleared, even though there 
was significant community opposition to that, and, as I said, the outcome of the 2017 election was not known. Of 
course, Labor won the 2017 election and we were able to stop the clearing of the wetlands immediately and redirect 
the federal funds that had been allocated to that project to other more constructive projects in and around the state. 
We were also able to redeploy those workers. I am very grateful for David Whish-Wilson’s recollection of the history 
of the Beeliar wetlands. 
The other point I want to make about the flawed transport links is that we are getting on with Westport and 
understanding that that sort of development needs comprehensive planning, not only from a business case point of 
view, but also to make sure that we link the road and logistics networks, and consider the future of Fremantle. The 
Minister for Transport; Planning; Ports has announced a committee to overlook the future of Fremantle so that we 
can properly plan for all the issues, not just the area south of the port at Victoria Quay, but also the future of those 
industries that are connected to the port and how they will transition at the next stage of Westport’s development. 
We have the upgrade at the intersection of High Street–Stirling Highway. That is a significant road project that is 
expected to be finished in September. The scale of that project now makes me shudder at what the size of the proposed 
freight link might have been. It would have been a significantly larger project than the road upgrade now. People 
who live around that area see the scale of a four-lane highway upgrade that will make traversing that intersection 
much more seamless by taking out the traffic lights and the stop–start nature of the previous configuration. They 
can also see, as I said, what the scale of the freight link would have meant for the local community. It would have 
been disastrous. 

We also have the Swan River crossings project, which will see the replacement of the Fremantle Traffic Bridge 
and the construction of a new rail bridge with dedicated pedestrian and cyclist facilities. I know there has been 
some concern from the community. Often people’s concerns about the replacement bridge come from different 
perspectives. We are in a fantastic position, thanks to the negotiations of my ministerial colleague to secure 
$115 million of federal money, and state money, to make $230 million available for that project. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Ms S.F. McGURK: That project is motivated largely by the ageing nature of the existing traffic bridge. As romantic 
as it may be, and as attached to that old wooden bridge as locals are, we are also attached to the provision of good, 
safe transport routes, including bridges, so that bridge has to go and it has to be replaced. I am grateful to the minister 
for holding up the design process so that we could have extended consultation with the Fremantle community. 
Nicole Lockwood was able to facilitate that, which we are grateful for. 

Essentially, in my mind, the issues around Westport and the future of Fremantle port do not come down to the capacity 
of the laydown area in Fremantle. At the moment, we are coming up to about 780 000 or 800 000 twenty-foot 
equivalent units in and out of Fremantle. A quite significant laydown area is available in Fremantle to enable 
that amount of freight to be increased. The pinch point is getting the freight in and out of Fremantle. Although 
I have seen some estimates from various quarters, including from the Liberal Party, that we could go up to over 
three million containers in and out Fremantle port because of the size of the laydown area, essentially we are looking 
at four times the number of containers from what we are experiencing currently. Even with efficiencies, the constraints 
of rail around the Roundhouse and some of the heritage areas in Fremantle mean that will be a completely untenable 
future for Fremantle and the whole urban area around not just Fremantle but also all the southern suburbs, including 
some of the western suburbs to which freight would be pushed. It is just not a responsible way to manage freight 
in the twenty-first century. The McGowan government is tackling that issue. It will be a difficult issue for the 
Fremantle community, which feels very attached to the container port and to living close to a working port, but it is 
not a plan for the future. I am prepared to provide leadership and take that discussion to my community, as I have 
done in my last eight years as the member for Fremantle. 

Back to the Beeliar wetlands, the protection of this important biological and ecological heritage in our Perth region 
is significant. The Beeliar wetlands do not belong to any government. They do not belong to the former Liberal 
government, which tried to bulldoze them. They are precious and we have an obligation to protect these few remaining 
wetlands in our Perth basin for future generations. 

The fight over the Beeliar wetlands in the summer of 2017 was a flashpoint. It spurred people from all walks of 
life into protest and action. Contrary to the Liberal Party’s claims, these were not professional protesters. They 
were mums, dads, older people, kids—just people who cared about a place rich in biodiversity being bulldozed for 
a road project that was deeply and very obviously flawed. Since that battle in March 2017, the rehabilitation of the 
Roe 8 project is now in its third year. The program is part of a 10-year implementation plan under the City of 
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Cockburn under an agreement between the Commissioner of Main Roads and the City of Cockburn and is managed 
by a governance committee. It is a testament to the power of the people. There are many members of the community 
who I could name and I will not—I think other members may be going to do that—but I am very indebted to a number 
of people in the community, not just my constituents but also people who over many years, and in some cases decades, 
have been committed to this fight and have put countless hours of dedication, skill and passion into this project. 
I just briefly mention my Bicton colleague Lisa O’Malley for her efforts and the member for Willagee, Peter Tinley, 
for his efforts as well. 

Those same community people who fought so hard to save the wetlands have worked just as hard in the last few years 
in the rehabilitation project. They have dedicated nearly 4 000 volunteer hours to plant over 123 000 native tubestocks 
and weed over 22 hectares. It is remarkable. There has been completion of an Aboriginal heritage survey and an 
engagement with traditional owners to develop signage and trails. There have been citizen science projects, local 
school projects, partnerships with Murdoch University and completion of fauna and vegetation surveys. 
It is time to draw a line in the sand and protect and preserve the Beeliar wetlands for future generations. Those pine 
trees planted over 120 years ago by John Dixon may be gone, but the stumps stand as a testament to the reckless 
environmental vandalism of the Liberal Party. I commend the Metropolitan Region Scheme (Beeliar Wetlands) 
Bill 2021 to the house. 

MR P.C. TINLEY (Willagee) [7.52 pm]: It is with great pride that I stand tonight to speak to the Metropolitan Region 
Scheme (Beeliar Wetlands) Bill 2021 for not only myself but also, more importantly, my community, and place 
a marker in the sand, as the member for Fremantle said, on an issue that defines much of my time so far in this place. 
For over 10 years I have been the member for Willagee, which sits astride the Beeliar wetlands, and have been aware 
of all the attendant issues that have swirled around it. I am proud because the community urged me to act on its behalf 
and to take up the fight along with my colleagues, particularly the members for Fremantle and Bicton. 

This is a divisive issue; everybody knows it. It has been in this place before in the last Parliament, and here it is 
again, this time for the last time. This issue has typically divided opinions between those who are concerned about 
road infrastructure and traffic management and/or freight management, and those who are concerned about protection 
of the environment. It is the last issue that I came to understand, as a newly minted member in 2009, when I took 
over from Alan Carpenter in the seat of Willagee, and it drove me to really be very clear about the ambitions for 
opposing the Roe plan—Roe 8, Roe 9, Roe 10 and all the other variations that happened in between. One part of 
it was understanding where the wetlands sit as a piece of natural infrastructure within the Swan coastal plain. Quite 
often, we talk about the Beeliar wetlands and it has been trivialised throughout the debate as a single road between 
two lakes. How hard could it be? The reality is that the Beeliar reserve is about six to eight kilometres long and 
incorporates Beeliar Regional Park. About 19 lakes make up the wetlands. It is important to note this and record here 
that on a couple of different surveys, when we look at the Swan coastal plain, the aqualung, if you like, is all the 
wetlands that stretch right through the Swan coastal plain, and that we as European settlers since the time of settlement 
have infilled up to as much as 80 per cent of the wetlands and/or disturbed the natural ecosystem around them. 
Think of Lake Monger and Hyde Park—all those sorts of places that we take for granted that are former wetlands 
that have been filled in and overtaken. From an environmental point of view, it was very easy to stand alongside 
the community to preserve it. 
It has been a fantastic fight. It is a very, very good example of how the community voice that once had an outlet 
through the WA Labor Party could voice its concern and get change, and it has happened in great spades. As the 
member for Fremantle said, when we were protesting and doing marches along the intended route, thousands of 
people turned out even on rainy days. I was walking alongside very normal people—suburban mums and dads. 
I walked past a couple. One was a lecturer, the other was an office administrator. They had never activated on an 
issue in their entire life—they were in their early 60s—but they were motivated by this issue. 
The fundamental issue on the roadside infrastructure that is worth mentioning here is the fact that the Liberal Party 
has wedded itself to a failed old infrastructure plan. To have a single port entry with a road to it that would 
hopefully satisfy the inbound and outbound freight requirements of a growing state like Western Australia inside 
a highly developed urbanised area like Fremantle and the surrounding suburbs was a complete fantasy. Quite often, 
the numbers quoted identified the future port capacity on the basis of how many ships could get in, unload boxes 
and turn around, but never contemplated the concept of enabling infrastructure to support it. Very clearly, Roe 8 and 
Roe 9 were a road to nowhere, because there was no plan to cross the river and do the last kilometre. That involved 
things such as a duplication of the Stirling Bridge and/or going through five sets of lights in a single loop to a single 
entry port. There was no way it was ever going to meet the international standards of ports. Cities around the world 
have identified the need to have a highly productive and efficient port as part of the future economic prosperity of 
their jurisdictions, and Western Australia is no different. That is why this government has taken the longstanding 
plan to develop an outer harbour to make sure that we will be internationally competitive for as long as we can be 
across many, many generations. 
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From the environmental perspective, it was easy to support this, with the 19 lakes that we are trying to preserve, 
all the attendant uses around it and the change in land use to make sure that the wetlands are preserved for future 
generations. The road history is chequered. I think everybody knows it and has reported on it. We forget that the 
Gordon Stephenson plan started the fight in the early 2000s, or even the 1990s, around the eastern bypass. The eastern 
bypass was successfully deleted by a Labor government. It was excised by the then Minister for Planning in 1992, 
reinstated in 1994 after the change of government and once more deleted in 2004 after another change of government 
in 2001. It has that history. There was, if you like, an understanding about how to take things off the metropolitan 
region scheme that are inconsistent with the land use around them, and this was one of those occasions. 
I have struggled hard to give voice to the community support from my electorate to this action, if you like. I struggled 
to decide whether I should use my time here to record in Hansard forever some of the people and organisations 
that were instrumental in creating the sort of horsepower that we as local members needed, and we as a government 
or government in waiting needed to actually make the hard decision to delete Roe 8. As always with these things, 
when we start naming names, people are invariably missed out. But I want to name a list of groups that are active in 
this issue, to identify not only those individual groups but also the depth and breadth that the community felt for 
the wetlands and the antipathy towards this proposed road infrastructure. 
I thank these groups and record in Hansard that the true community resistance came from groups such as Save Beeliar 
Wetlands Inc; Rethink the Link; roads to railways; BirdLife Australia; Urban Bushland Council WA; Doctors for 
the Environment Australia; the Beeliar Group; the Leeuwin Group; the National Trust of Western Australia; the 
Metropolitan Commission of Elders; the South West Aboriginal Land and Sea Council; Musos against Roe 8; 
Coolbellup Community Association; Hamilton Hill Community Group; families of the Beeliar wetlands; Roe 8 Watch; 
City of Melville residents against Roe 8/Perth Freight Link; Moody Glen residents, from across the freeway; 
Wetland Media Response Group; the Rethink the Link media team; Murdoch Chase Residents Association; 
Photographers for the Wetlands; Cooby Concerned Residents; the Rethink the Link social media group; Friends of 
Clontarf Hill; the Cockburn Aboriginal Reference Group; the Environmental Defenders Office WA; the WA Forest 
Alliance; South East Regional Centre for Urban Landcare, Murdoch Environmental Restoration Group; Sustainable 
Transport Coalition of Western Australia; Baba Lala; Hilton Precinct; Friends of Wireless Hill; Friends of Ken Hurst 
Park; Friends of Brixton Street Wetlands; Waterbird Conservation Group; White Gum Valley Precinct; the 
Socialist Alliance—God bless ’em; Fremantle Men’s Shed; Perth Waldorf School; Blue Gum Montessori School; 
White Gum Valley Action Group; the Town of Mosman Park; the Town of East Fremantle; the City of Fremantle; 
the City of Cockburn; Wetland Defenders; Wetland Protectors; Wetland Watchers; Randwick Stables Community 
Garden; the Pinakarri Community; Friends of Malvolio Bushland; Royal Woody Pear Society; Apace Nursery WA 
and Community Education; the Organic Collective; Sustainable Tradies; Freo Farmers Market; Hilton Harvest 
Community Garden; Gondwana Link; Tibetan Buddhist Society of Western Australia; Cape Peron coastal park; 
Kanyana Wildlife Rehabilitation Centre; Environment House; Western Australian Seabird Rescue; White Gum Valley 
Orchard; White Gum Valley Primary School Parents and Friends Association; Australian Conservation Foundation; 
WA Wildflower Association; the Wetlands Centre at Cockburn; WA Wildlife, ex–Native ARC; Cockburn Community 
Wildlife Corridor; the Cottesloe Residents and Ratepayers Association; the Wetlands Conservation Society; 
World Wildlife Fund; Cockatoo Coalition; Bibra Lake Residents’ Association; North Lake Residents Association; 
the Conservation Council of WA; the Wilderness Society; and the Australian Labor Party. All those community-based 
organisations gave their voice, their resources and their effort over many, many years, long before I was even the 
member for Willagee, to this very, very important cause. 
Behind those groups and their contribution to this fight was good strong local leadership. I want to name several 
people in those groups. I listed nearly 83 groups that are from far and wide, as members heard, that all came to the 
fight. I will miss people here and I apologise, but it is emblematic of the sort of community spirit that is created. 
Many of these people live in my electorate and they have lived their entire lives there and raised families there and 
now enjoy the spoils of their great resistance. I thank Phil Jennings from the Wetlands Conservation Society 
and Joe Branco of the North Lake Residents Association, who first introduced me to the issue when I became 
elected. All these people are from Save Beeliar Wetlands: Tony Weeks; Nandi Chinna; Suzanne Smith; Pam Nairn; 
Felicity Bairstow; Rex Sallur, who was always there with his ute helping out doing what he needed to do at a very 
practical level; Leah Knapp; Kate Kelly; Danielle Brady; Mal Christison; Peter Rattigan; Clayton Ellis; and 
Carole de Barre. I also thank Kim Dravnieks, Grainne O’Donovan, Maureen Flynn, Matt Grimbly, Robyn Williams, 
Ellen McCarthy, Ewan Buckley, the late Sealin Garlett, and many, many others beyond. 
I also thank the elected members in the area who had to articulate the concerns in detail and in broad terms and the 
passion that came from the community. I thank Scott Ludlam, now retired; Lynn MacLaren, also retired; Hon Alannah 
MacTiernan, who had been a long-time warrior right from the Fremantle eastern bypass days; Simone McGurk, member 
for Fremantle; Lisa O’Malley, member for Bicton; Melissa Parke, former member for Fremantle; Chris Tallentire, 
now member for Thornlie; and, of course, Josh Wilson, to name a few. I would like to reserve one comment and 
one heartfelt thankyou for someone who is not in the chamber, but Hansard will record it. A very brave decision 
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was made by the then McGowan Labor opposition in 2016, 2017, as we came towards that election, and that 
was to come out before the election and say that we would delete Roe 8. That came in very large part because of 
the advocacy of now Minister for Transport Rita Saffioti, and she deserves the wholehearted thanks of not only 
my electorate and all the affected electorates, but also the people of Western Australia. At the minister’s hand 
and courage, future generations will enjoy the benefits of the Beeliar wetlands long after we are gone. On behalf 
of my community and all those people, we say our very heartfelt thanks to the minister for what she has done for 
the community. 
We are the Labor Party and we are always talking about the future, a future that we try to describe and a future 
that we endeavour to deliver. Beeliar wetlands and the cessation of Roe 8 and its excision from the metropolitan 
region scheme are really just the continuation of a fight. The work still goes on and, as the member for Fremantle 
said, the regeneration of the bush around it has seen the community come out. Schoolkids, community groups, nature 
lovers and people who were not previously activated by the wetlands and the bush surrounding it have come out 
now and helped with replanting and looking after the environment. A particular strategy from the City of Cockburn 
and those involved is access matters. The enduring survival of the wetlands and other native bushland, for example, 
is about getting people in there to understand and experience it. No-one would contemplate any sort of development 
in Kings Park, principally because of its location but also because so many people have a living memory of 
their time or some part of their time in Kings Park. Nobody would dare contemplate touching it. The 19 lakes of 
Beeliar Regional Park are the Kings Park of the south and it is a really important institution. I thank the City of 
Cockburn and everyone involved to make sure that the walking trails and the access arrangements around the lake 
and through the bushland are available to everyone with enduring information that allows people to find some 
connection to that very, very important part of the land. 
Also, I am happy to see the City of Cockburn and the state government supporting an Aboriginal cultural centre 
that will sit on the banks of one of the main lakes at the Beeliar wetlands. It is a $6.5 million investment to make 
sure that we have a living opportunity to access the thousands and thousands of years of continuous occupation of 
First Nation Australians and their connection to the land, and to interpret that for us and future generations. It will 
be a tremendous facility, once finished, to allow all people to come together and understand the significance of 
our lived natural environment and our constructed life around it. 
Those who wanted to prosecute the argument on this issue of the Perth Freight Link around traffic or around road 
transport often cited the idea that this was a necessary piece of infrastructure to make sure that we maximised the 
leveraged infrastructure of the existing port. I said in my opening remarks that that is out of step with the reality 
of what we are finding on the ground there today. The port is, quite frankly, well past its use-by date. It is not consistent 
with having an internationally competitive port that an economy like Western Australia absolutely has to rely upon. 
It is vitally important that we understand that the land use around it and the enabling infrastructure that supports 
access to it is inconsistent with its use. There is one place in this state that we said we would use as our heavy industrial 
area, where we would undertake these sorts of activities, and that is the Kwinana strip. All the relevant councils 
have been very keen to embrace the idea of what is being done to investigate the case for an outer harbour. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: Those who are pro–Roe 8 were often quite mischievously misled by the Liberal Party that it 
would somehow solve all their daily traffic issues. The Liberal Party floated the idea that traffic management issues 
were somehow related to Roe 8, that traffic problems would all be washed away and that people would be able to 
freely travel to and from wherever they wanted to go. 

Ms R. Saffioti: Snake oil salesmen. 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: Yes, it was just shonky. 

I say to all my residents now: nothing will ease your traffic burden faster and better than an internationally competitive 
port in the industrial zone of this state. Nothing will make it easier for you to go about your business and have quiet 
enjoyment of the roads, such as they are, particularly around Leach Highway, which forms the northern boundary 
of my electorate. That is an important message. We must never lose sight of the fact that the Perth Freight Link, 
as it was known, would not have solved traffic problems. There would still be trucks going into the Fremantle area, 
and it was inconsistent with changed land use. The best thing we can do to ensure a good, solid traffic management 
plan that eases people’s daily lives is to build the outer harbour at the appropriate time and in the appropriate way. 

That does not mean that the government has been idle. The construction of the Armadale Road dual carriageway 
between Anstey Road and Tapper Road is a $145 million commitment in the forward estimates. It will create 
a vibrant, very active public transport corridor that is very needed. There is also the $166 million Armadale Road 
bridge, linking North Lake Road and Armadale Road over the Kwinana Freeway. These are examples of identifying 
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where the challenges are and providing infrastructure solutions that are meaningful and that allow people to transit 
around the city. 

As a local member, I have advocated to the Minister for Transport and others for the grade separation and upgrade 
of North Lake Road. When we dig into the traffic management arrangements, the issue is about people’s access to 
the freeway—the east–west traverse, which is so important. North Lake Road is the next best opportunity to do that, 
and upgrading the intersections and roundabouts on North Lake Road will be important. 

I got a lolly! Cash for comment, right there! 

The grade separation of North Lake Road and the rail link are very important. Like so many level crossings in this 
city, it causes enormous disruption, particularly in peak hours. The members for Cannington and Victoria Park, and 
others, understand the issues around that in denser areas than the ones I am talking about. Although it is a big number 
for a single dual-carriage road and a single rail line, it will still be the cheapest grade separation that can be done. 
I think that is a vital piece, and I will continue to advocate for it so that we can make sure that people can actually 
traverse east–west to the freeway in good order. 

The final point I will make is about the great opportunity I identified when I was Minister for Housing and discussed 
with the Minister for Transport: where do we go after Roe 8? Of course, we go to Roe 9. There is no reason why we 
cannot see, during the term of this government, the transition of Roe 9 into a lovely, activated corridor for multiple 
uses, including traffic, to create greater amenity. It is 46 hectares of space, mostly vacant, and all in the road reserve. 
It is 46 hectares of what I call a greenfield site in a brownfield zone. It could be activated around the intersections 
on Carrington Street down to Rockingham Road and around the Randwick Stables and so on. It is a great opportunity 
to bring multiple uses to that area—yes, some residential, some traffic and some natural bushland—so that we will 
have something of a wildlife corridor from the wetlands to the sea, as they say. 

These are great opportunities that we can, should and must embrace as a Labor government looking to create what 
we are really here to create, which is a greater quality of life for our people. It is with great pride that I stand here 
with my Labor colleagues in this Labor chamber doing Labor things. I really do commend this bill to the house, 
for the last time. 

DR J. KRISHNAN (Riverton) [8.15 pm]: When I started my campaign to get elected to this house, I was asked by 
a couple of Riverton residents about Roe 8 and 9. I quickly realised that they did not know the whole truth about 
Roe 8 and 9. They did not realise that it was a road to nowhere. The Liberal Party had no plan to take the road all 
the way to the port. This would be like me wanting to go to Shelley after Parliament tonight, and the Liberal Party 
telling me, “I will take you to Bull Creek; after that, I don’t care what happens to you.” The Liberal Party also had 
this idea about a tunnel, but 30 per cent of the trucks travelling on Leach Highway carry explosives, so even if the 
Liberal Party had spent billions of dollars on this tunnel, 30 per cent of trucks could not have gone through it because 
they would be prohibited from doing so. 
The Liberal Party will not tell this truth to the people. After I discussed this with the people in my electorate, they 
clearly understood why Roe 8 and 9 is a road to nowhere. It is un-Australian to push your problems onto someone 
else. How can I tell my people, or the member for Bateman tell her people, “We will build Roe 8 and 9. We’ll solve 
our problem, but we’ll pass the problem on to the member for Bicton and the member for Fremantle”? The people 
of Riverton and the people of Bateman are not willing to accept that. It is not a permanent solution. We, with true 
Australian values, care about the next generation. How comfortable are we going to be leaving the next generation 
with a limitation on the size of ships that can come into Fremantle port? Is that an Australian way of doing it? 
We need to provide a port with unlimited capacity so that the next generation can import and export without any 
limitations. That is what Westport will deliver. 
I had a huge smear campaign run against me when I ran for election. There was a cartoon published with my face 
and a parachute and the caption, “This guy lives locally in Mosman Park”. That leaflet was dropped at every house 
in my electorate. Today I am glad to say that I am now a local in Riverton. I made a promise during my campaign 
that I would move to the electorate within six to eight weeks if I won the election, but within two weeks I moved 
to Shelley. 
I bring this up because I have a personal understanding. For a long time, I travelled from Mosman Park to Riverton, 
west to east on Leach Highway. Now, after moving to Shelley, I also travel east to west on Leach Highway, so 
I understand the traffic on both sides and I understand the difficulties that people are going through, but Roe 8 and 
Roe 9 is not the solution for the next generation. Roe 8 and Roe 9 is a road to nowhere. Roe 8 and Roe 9 would be 
pushing our problem onto someone else. Roe 8 and Roe 9 will not be a solution for the next generation, with an 
unlimited life capacity of the port. Roe 8 and Roe 9 will not preserve the environment. I commend this bill for the 
Beeliar wetlands. Thanks for the opportunity, Madam Acting Speaker.  
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MS K.E. GIDDENS (Bateman) [8.19 pm]: I am pleased to rise today to contribute to the second reading debate 
on the Metropolitan Region Scheme (Beeliar Wetlands) Bill 2021. The member for Riverton has made the most 
sense that I have heard on this topic in a long time. He shares with me the experience of campaigning on this issue 
in Bateman and Riverton. The Liberals went hard at it to make this divisive in our community. Information that was 
presented was blatantly incorrect in many instances. I have points to make about the environment because, of course, 
they are fundamental to the Beeliar wetlands bill and critical to our urban environment to protect the remnant wetlands 
in Perth and Western Australia. That is very important, but that point has been well made so I will speak about what 
the Liberals said they would do during the 2021 election campaign if they won the election. I will labour this point—
excuse the pun—because Hon Ben Morton, MP, the federal member for Tangney, still has something to say about 
Roe 8 and 9. He has not finished with this topic, Minister for Transport. He said that the McGowan Labor government’s 
decision to delete the Roe 8 and 9 reserves is an act of planning vandalism. I will unpack that shortly. I will go back 
to what the state Liberals said during the campaign. This letter was not the only one that came through my letterbox 
as a local candidate. I probably received a copy of it six times over during the campaign. It was repeatedly dropped 
in my letterbox and those of others in my electorate. 
Mr D.R. Michael: They only had one volunteer! 
Ms K.E. GIDDENS: Perhaps. One day I was given a copy of it three times. I think they did it all in one day to 
save time. 
This is what the Liberals had to say. They said that Labor would rip away the $1.2 billion of federal funding. Yes, 
because we are not going to build Roe 8 and 9 so we do not need it, but we will use it on other infrastructure 
projects. The Liberals said that not building Roe 8 and 9 would axe thousands of local WA jobs—thousands. The 
Labor government has created thousands of jobs; I think we have created 88 000 jobs. We have the strongest economy 
in the nation and one of the strongest in the world. We have the lowest unemployment rate and the highest consumer 
confidence. Every day, the Minister for Transport gets up in this house and talks about another project that is being 
“disruptive” because we are delivering. We are building things and we are getting things done. No, we are not going 
to axe thousands of local WA jobs; rather, we have created them. Another claim was that WA Labor would keep 
dangerous trucks on local roads. We have removed more than 83 000 trucks from local roads with the McGowan 
Labor government’s commitment in 2017 to increase the freight on rail subsidy. We have already removed 
trucks from the road. We are making our local roads safer and we are investing in infrastructure to improve roads 
and streets, particularly those in Bateman. The Liberals also said that we were going to close Fremantle port and 
destroy Cockburn Sound with an automated industrial port. As has already been noted today, we are a trading 
state. Western Australia’s exports contribute to over 50 per cent of Australia’s exports. We are the powerhouse 
of this nation in exports and if we want to continue our economy strong into the future for the next generations of 
Western Australia, we have to deliver not only an effective and efficient port, but also the infrastructure that supports 
it; that is, the roads that go in and out because that corridor, that east–west link, is critical to the future needs of Perth 
and Western Australia and our future economy. 
If I flip the election pamphlet over, I can see what the Liberals said they were going to do. It states — 

The Morrison Government is backing WA with $1.2 billion available right now … 
I will come back to that point shortly. The pamphlet also states that the Liberals would create thousands of WA jobs—
I have addressed that—and take 74 000 cars and 7 000 trucks off our roads. We have already taken 84 000 trucks off 
our roads. They also said that they would bypass 15 sets of traffic lights—to get where? Where were they going? 
Bypassing what? Colin Barnett was quoted in a 2017 article — 

“There is no Roe 10,” Mr Barnett said. 
“We are not tunnelling under the [Swan] River, we are not building super bridges over the river.” 

I am not sure where they were going. 
Another Liberal claim is that Roe 8 and 9 would have had only a 0.49 per cent impact on Beeliar Regional Park. 
How cute to think that we can measure the footprint of the infrastructure and claim that as the impact and not think 
that building a freight link through a wetland, with diesel exhaust fumes, noise and all those things, was not going 
to affect the rest of the wetlands. The results of the 2017 and 2021 elections stand. The Liberals made this an issue 
in my community and in those of the members for Riverton, Willagee and Fremantle—it goes on—and twice now 
the people have said no. 
I go back to this election material, which states that “The Morrison Government is backing WA with $1.2 billion.” 
That is great news, but who was not backing WA? The WA Liberals were not backing WA because if we deduct 
the $1.2 billion that the federal government was going to put into the $1.9 billion project—math is not my strong 
point and people who know me well know that—there is a shortfall of $700 million. Two days before the election, 
the Liberals’ excellent policy costings came out. How much did they set aside for this project that was so significant 
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that they put multiple flyers in letterboxes and campaigned on it? They put aside $135 million out of the $700 million 
shortfall that would have been needed to deliver Roe 8 and 9. It is not as if they were talking about planning to do it; 
they committed to commencing it within the first 100 days of office. A WAtoday article headed “Liberals’ ‘shambolic’ 
election promise cost reveal lacking underlying analysis” states — 

Shadow treasurer Sean L’Estrange also defended spending just $125 million over the forward estimates 
on the Roe 8 and 9 project, despite the opposition saying it would start construction on the road extension 
within the first 100 days of being elected. 
“Obviously we’ve allocated money in the budget based on the planned rollout of Roe 8”, he said. 
“It is not my responsibility to actually guess beyond the forward estimates.” 
Mr L’Estrange did not say when the road extensions could be completed by. 

That is not much of a plan and the people in my community who thought that these letterbox flyers offered them 
something were deceived. Like the member for Riverton, when I have direct conversations with those people and 
listen to their concerns and the things that matter to them, they understand that it is not fair to push a problem in other 
areas. They understand that we have a responsibility as a state government to deliver the infrastructure that will 
support the whole of Western Australia and the future economy of our state. There is a plan and I am pleased that 
there is. Hon Ben Morton asked — 

So if WA Labor won’t build Roe 8 & 9, then what is their plan for their congestion in the southern suburbs? 
Our plan is to protect the environment, put more freight on rail, upgrade local roads, invest in public transport, such 
as delivering Metronet and capping fares at two zones. It is also our plan to build the transport infrastructure, including 
the outer harbour, that will support our economy and Western Australia into the future. 
MR D.A.E. SCAIFE (Cockburn) [8.29 pm]: I am very pleased to speak to this Metropolitan Region Scheme 
(Beeliar Wetlands) Bill 2021, which delivers on a signature commitment of the McGowan Labor government. As 
previous speakers have noticed, this bill has been taken to elections, and it has been very strongly supported at those 
elections by my electorate and all electors in the southern suburbs. The southern suburbs of Perth understand the 
need to balance between development and industry on the one hand and protecting the environment on the other. We 
are well practised. We do not get the luxury of the people in the leafy western suburbs who simply get to say no 
to some of the major developments in their areas. I will get to one of those projects, known as the western suburbs 
highway, later in my speech. 
As the members for Bateman and Riverton pointed out, the Liberal Party ran very visible campaigns in the electorates 
in the southern suburbs—so much so that the member for Vasse was in my electorate on multiple occasions during 
the campaign. It occurs to me that some of her former colleagues in the Liberal Party might wonder whether the 
member for Vasse should have spent a bit more time in their electorates trying to save their jobs rather than running 
a campaign on this absolutely chaotic policy. The Liberal Party now needs to accept that it has lost the argument 
on Roe 8 and 9. In his second reading contribution, the member for Moore asked why we were amending the 
metropolitan region scheme through legislation. There is a very simple answer to that question. We are amending 
the metropolitan region scheme through legislation because this is an election commitment. It has been taken to 
two elections. It is a very significant amendment to the scheme that is supported by the community, and, quite 
frankly, it is exactly the same process that the Liberal Party used to reinstate the Fremantle eastern bypass. The 
important part now is to pass this bill and just get on with the sensible alternatives. 
The theme of my contribution tonight will be about the need to end this disastrous period in planning policy under 
the Liberal Party—to put an end to the Liberals’ chaotic approach to planning in this corridor. Although this bill is 
about rezoning 34 hectares of the former Roe 8 corridor as parks and recreation reserves, it is also a significant step 
forward in the government’s planning and transport agenda. It is part of implementing a sensible long-term plan for 
transport and freight routes through the sudden suburbs and to building the outer harbour. When having this debate, 
it is necessary to go back to the Stephenson report, which was a blueprint for Perth’s future transport and planning 
needs that was developed. I see the Minister for Planning has a copy of the Stephenson report that she is engrossed 
in at this very moment! 
Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 
Mr D.A.E. SCAIFE: It is a long time coming, member for Landsdale, because the Stephenson report was delivered 
in 1955. It is relied on by the Liberal Party to somehow show that the Perth Freight Link is part of a long-term 
plan, but as the minister said in her second reading speech, a lot has changed since the Stephenson report. 
Ms S.F. McGurk: Not for the Liberal Party! 
Mr D.A.E. SCAIFE: Not for the Liberal Party—quite right! I take that interjection member for Fremantle. 
Ms R. Saffioti: The Weld Club is mentioned in here! 
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Mr D.A.E. SCAIFE: I am sure members of the Weld Club were involved, and we still have members of the 
Weld Club involved in this debate today! 
Many projects not included in the Stephenson report have come to fruition now, and some were included that do 
not exist at all. Some of that is because of changes to the assumptions that were around at the time the report was 
released, but other decisions were made because, frankly, the Liberal government of the day had vested interests 
and a chaotic approach to planning. As I alluded to earlier, one of those projects in the Stephenson report that has 
never been delivered is the western suburbs highway. This was a highway that would have run down Davies Road in 
Claremont, crossed over on a bridge from Point Resolution to Point Walter and then continued down Stock Road. 
The southern portion of that corridor was known as the Fremantle eastern bypass. 
I thought it be worth bringing members’ attention to an article in Fremantle News from October 2000. This article 
addresses the planning for the western suburbs highway in the Stephenson report. The journalist is interviewing 
a man called Peter Woodward, who is involved in the planning and design of the highway. This is from the article. 
It states — 

I asked Woodward if it caused him some disquiet that the road now went through homes and schools which 
just did exist then. “Well, building roads in the metropolitan area does involve that” he says “So, yeah, 
I mean, as a traffic engineer, you’ve got problems with homes, and schools, and open space. But what’s the 
option? You can’t build roads up in the air. 
“You know, I’ll tell you a funny thing. It turned out that the road went right through Sir Charles Court’s 
house, and he got to thinking that it was not such a good idea, and so the result of that was that it was moved 
to Fremantle. We didn’t think of the environment much in those days. I shouldn’t tell you this, but if you 
look at all the freeway systems, most of them were planned through wetlands, because that was the way 
to go. You never worried about open space. God, my head will roll for saying that. I still do some work 
for the Ministry of Planning, you know. 

There are a few matters to take out of that article. The first comment that struck me was that roads cannot be built 
up in the air, but that message does not seem to have landed with the Liberal Party. I have heard all sorts of weird 
and wacky proposals for building Roe 8, but I think the best, and this has been my suggestion to the Liberal Party, 
is the way to fix all its problems is if we could just hang it from the air. If we could just put it up on wires and hang 
it from the sky, it would fix all the Liberal Party’s problems. But as Mr Woodward says, quite rightly, we all know 
we cannot build roads up in the air. The other bit of the article that is worth pulling out is that the road would have 
gone through Dalkeith; it would have gone through Sir Charles Court’s house, and of course the project never 
happened. The Liberals’ approach to planning policy is about naked vested interests. 
The third thing to take out of this is that planning was always based on the idea that roads were built through 
wetlands, but we have a more mature approach to planning these days. We value our environment. We see some 
of the destruction that we have caused over the years and we are preserving natural assets like the Beeliar wetlands. 
The overarching point to take out of all this, of course, is that the Stephenson report was just a plan. Things change. 
The Fremantle eastern bypass has been deleted from the metropolitan region scheme. The report never envisioned 
that Tonkin Highway would be extended from Thomas Road to South Western Highway, and it was not developed 
at a time when we took seriously the protection of our wetlands. 
As the member for Fremantle pointed out before, some things do not change, and that is the Liberals’ chaotic approach 
to planning. The member for Bateman pointed out before that the Liberal Party never had a plan for how it was going to 
link Roe 8 and Roe 9 to the port. There were lots of thought bubbles—bridges, tunnels. The former Minister for Transport 
endorsed the tunnel concept in 2015. He said, “We are going to build the tunnel.” As the member for Bateman pointed 
out, two years later the Premier said, “There is no Roe 10. We are not tunnelling under the river. We are not building 
super bridges over the river.” It is completely unequivocal that not only Liberal Party had no plan, but it ruled out any 
plan. It did not even have a plan for Roe 9 either. The former Premier said to the ABC on 1 November 2015 — 

“I’m not about to rush into a decision on a link from the end of Roe 8, yet to be built, to the Fremantle Port. 
Because it’s incredibly complicated, incredibly expensive for what it does … 

Imagine that: building a road while saying that the essential second stage is too expensive and too complicated, 
and that there will be no final stage linking it to the port. It is a shame that Roe 8 did not go through the house of the 
Leader of the Liberal Party because otherwise it would never have happened, it would never have been an issue and 
we would not be dealing with it today. 
The truth is that we should not be dealing with it today because there have always been alternatives to Roe 8. They 
have existed for a very long time. The development of the outer harbour, as the minister noted in her second reading 
speech, was contemplated in the Stephenson report. We go back to this engrossing document. About 40 years after the 
Stephenson report was released, on 18 March 1996 the Liberal state government endorsed Kwinana naval base as the 
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appropriate location for the outer harbour. Of course, it was also supported by former Premier Hon Colin Barnett, 
who said to ABC news, again on 1 November 2015 — 

“We’ve also got one eye firmly on the construction of an outer harbour at Cockburn so the decision will 
also be influenced by that.” 

That was a sensible approach from the former member for Cottesloe because the southern coastal strip has been 
a site for heavy industry for the better part of a century. The outer harbour imported bulk cargo for years, frankly. 
The natural next step in the expansion of Perth is the development of the outer harbour. That plan is now backed by 
the rigorous and independent assessment of the Westport Taskforce. 
Going back to those statements I set out earlier, it was a Liberal government that endorsed the location in 1996. In 
2015, a Liberal Premier also again endorsed the outer harbour. It is clear that the development of the outer harbour 
has long been a bipartisan proposition. It was shocking to see the Liberal Party campaigning against it as though it 
were some new idea that it had only just found out about; perpetrating a fraud on the people of the southern suburbs, 
pretending that this was not a concept it had supported for many years. 
I listened with great interest to the member for Cottesloe’s contribution when he suggested that there was no need 
for an outer harbour because the inner harbour at Fremantle port is not currently at capacity. Of course, the simple 
answer to that is that this government’s plan is long term. It is not about capacity today; it is about future capacity. 
In any event, putting that aside, the truth is that the member for Cottesloe already knows the answer to his question 
because the Kwinana Industries Council released a report in January 2018 while the member for Cottesloe was the 
president of the Kwinana Industries Council! I have that report here and it is titled Trade flows and the development 
of Westport. In big capital letters, so we cannot miss it, it says “Why build the Kwinana Outer Harbour when there 
is still capacity in the inner harbour?” It is literally the question that the member for Cottesloe posed during the second 
reading. I will read it out because it provides all the answers that the member for Cottesloe needs. It states — 

There are many reasons to build the new port in Kwinana, but the main ones are to; 
1. Provide the scale and international competitiveness needed for exporters. 
2. Stimulate regional economic development through major construction projects. 
3. Generate demand for the development of the existing vacant industrial land within the Western Trade 

Coast, 
4. Improve the supply chain and address deficiencies that compromise the efficiency of the Fremantle 

inner harbour, 
5. Underpin the justification for long term investment in the required infrastructure so that the port 

and integrated supply chain can improve international competitiveness, and 
6. Provide an opportunity to integrate an Industrial Park … into a new and modernised port providing 

the local industrial environment for increased processing of raw materials thereby diversifying 
the economy and creating jobs. 

It may not have been written by the member for Cottesloe but it was certainly released by the Kwinana Industries 
Council, on his watch. 
There is another fascinating part in the report. I was hoping that maybe the member for Vasse or the member for 
Cottesloe could take this back to Hon Ben Morton, the member for Tangney, because there is a set of recommendations 
on page 19. Under the title “Federal Government”, the report states— 

Reallocating of the Perth Freightlink funding 
Currently, the Federal Government has $A1.2bil allocated to the terminated Perth Freightlink project. It 
is recommended that these funds be reallocated to the freight road construction and upgrades along 
Anketell and Rowley Roads in Kwinana along to the Tonkin Hwy. This would allow direct freight access 
from Kwinana to Kewdale and north to Muchea. This would be a major step in the development of the outer 
harbour and it is understood that MainRoads WA has already completed the majority of the planning. 

There it is, member for Cottesloe. If the member is looking for answers to his questions, look no further than a report 
that was released by the council that he was president of at the time! 
Another thing that the member for Cottesloe should think about doing is coming clean with his constituents on the 
impact of not building the outer harbour. The minister has alluded to this before. If we overload the inner harbour, 
congestion on Curtin Avenue will invariably increase. It will require either upgrading Curtin Avenue to a four-lane 
highway or putting an additional four-lane road through the area, somewhere nearby. I saw the member for Cottesloe 
seemingly dismiss this when the minister interjected during the second reading debate. It has been the Liberals’ 
policy for many years that it would have to do this, but it just hid it. 
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I have brought another prop. This is a beautiful document that I took out of the library. It is titled Fremantle: 
Regional strategy and is dated December 1994. It is another engrossing read. This was released by Hon Richard Lewis, 
then Liberal Minister for Planning. There is a picture of Hon Richard Lewis’ smiling face on the foreword page. He 
described the document as a comprehensive planning guide for the future development of the Fremantle region. On 
page 6 of the report, there is a consideration about what would need to happen to Stirling Highway and Curtin Avenue 
in the future. It says that traffic forecasts suggest that by 2021 the area would require a total of eight traffic lanes on 
two primary roads through the peninsula. It then goes through several different recommendations before endorsing 
recommendation 2b. I quote recommendation 2b — 

Widen Stirling Highway to four lanes divided, replace Curtin Avenue, Cottesloe with a new four lanes 
divided road … 

That is what would have to happen for the member for Cottesloe’s constituents if the outer harbour did not go ahead. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Mr D.A.E. SCAIFE: In contrast to the chaotic approach of past Liberal governments, this government is already 
at work creating the transport corridors that are necessary for the outer harbour. Those are projects such as the 
extension of Tonkin Highway and the development at Anketell and Thomas Roads. The government allocated 
$505 million in the 2019–20 budget to extend Tonkin Highway from Thomas Road to South Western Highway. It 
also allocated $366 million in the 2019–20 budget for the Tonkin Highway corridor project from Roe Highway to 
Kelvin Road. Planning will commence for the works that are needed in respect of Anketell and Thomas Roads. 
That is a sensible plan for creating an east–west corridor that will actually go to the port! A transport corridor that 
will actually go to the port is a novel concept for the Liberals. 
Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 
Mr D.A.E. SCAIFE: It is very unusual, member for Cannington, to consider having a policy that means transport 
networks go to where they need to. This plan will cater for our future needs and it will connect our freight facilities 
and our industry in the eastern suburbs to the new port. This bill underscores that Roe 8 and Roe 9 are not the way 
forward. Plainly, that land will be better used as parks and recreation, and the land west of North Lake Road developed 
for other purposes. The commitment must be to the outer harbour and the associated corridor being developed by 
this government.  
As I come to the end of my contribution, it is worth reflecting on an issue that has been raised by the members for 
Riverton and Bateman. That is the fraud that was perpetrated on the people of the southern suburbs by the Liberals 
when they suggested that somehow all traffic woes for people in the southern suburbs would be fixed—would be 
magicked away—by this one issue, building Roe 8. There is no doubt that there are traffic management issues in 
Cockburn. It is a growing area. I am one of those new people who have moved into areas that were once market 
gardens. I know from living in Yangebup that it is an area that has growing pains. But this is a government that is 
just getting on with the job. It is not talking and taking a decade to come up with plans that do not do what they are 
intended to do. This government does not have any need for roads to nowhere, because it is doing practical work. 
The minister is overseeing practical work to bust congestion in the electorate of Cockburn. 
This government has made huge investments in infrastructure to bust congestion and to create local jobs. Consider 
first the freeway widening between Russell Road and Roe Highway, delivered by this government at an estimated 
cost of $49 million and with 340 local jobs supported. Consider the installation of the smart freeway, delivered, 
with a $56 million estimated investment and 245 local jobs supported. Minister, I would like to personally thank 
you for that initiative, as someone who travels up that freeway; it has plainly shaved time off the commute into the 
CBD. There is also the Armadale Road–North Lake Road Bridge project, which will remove heavy regional traffic 
flows from local traffic into places like the train station and the shopping centre at Cockburn Gateway. That is 
more than two-thirds complete and is coming along very nicely, with an estimated investment of $237 million by 
this government and 1 400 jobs supported. There is also the upgrade to the Stock Road–Beeliar Drive intersection 
in my electorate. That is a $7 million commitment. I know from driving that way that works are getting very close 
to completion. There is also the Murdoch Drive connection that this government has delivered on and completed, 
a $112.5 million investment and 700 local jobs supported. That is $461 million of investment in local roads and 
infrastructure that benefits my local community of Cockburn. That is a real solution. That is not a chaotic road to 
nowhere. It is a solution that has busted congestion and slashed travel times. 
What has to be said is that there is no need for Roe 8. This Labor government has a plan and we need to stick to 
it. The Liberal Party needs to stop the disingenuous campaign on Roe 8 and the outer harbour. The last election 
conclusively ended the debate. It is a fool’s errand to continue pursuing it. I almost want to invite the Liberal Party. 
When I saw the campaign material that the member for Bateman held up, I thought some of her best volunteers 
had put out that material in the electorate. We should be thanking them for their efforts. Please run this again for the 
Labor Party! But, honestly, for the good of the state of Western Australia, just give it up. This bill is the manifestation 
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of the government’s convincing win in both the local area and throughout the state. This bill makes clear that the 
Beeliar wetlands will be protected, that the Liberals’ reckless road to nowhere will not go ahead and that this 
government is instead focused on projects that are making, and will make, a real difference to my constituents. 
I commend the bill to the house. 
MR Y. MUBARAKAI (Jandakot — Parliamentary Secretary) [8.53 pm]: I rise this evening to make a brief 
statement on this splendid Metropolitan Region Scheme (Beeliar Wetlands) Bill 2021 that has been put forward by 
the Minister for Planning. I have to say, minister, that this bill pretty much sums up one of the most sensitive issues 
in my electorate of Jandakot. I hope members of this house will allow me to share my experience and my perceptions 
and dealings on the issue of Roe 8. I have heard other members on my side make some amazing contributions about 
their perspective of their communities in pretty much voicing their opinion against the extension and the longstanding 
issue with Roe 8 and 9. 
The Labor government has had a hard-fought victory on this issue. When I say “hard fought”, it is because my journey 
has been in the southern corridor for the last 24 years. In the last 15 years, I have lived in the City of Cockburn, in 
Success, where I have raised my beautiful family, and my family runs some small businesses there. I was equally 
fortunate enough to become a councillor at the City of Cockburn in 2011. If members of this house would allow me 
to indulge in that time frame, I clearly remember that in 2008, the Labor government, when last in government, had 
introduced the Beeliar wetlands into the metropolitan region scheme. In the very same year, the Barnett government 
had basically eradicated the Beeliar wetlands from the metropolitan region scheme. I remember as a candidate for 
council in 2010 that heaps of people who lived in the local area objected, as they would, because such an important 
piece of our environmental ecosystem was in danger of absolutely being eradicated with heavy infrastructure going 
through it. In that journey of becoming a councillor and engaging at the grassroots and talking to the community, 
it was pretty evident that people in the southern corridor did not want an extension of Roe 8 and 9. 
Moving forward into the 2016 framework, when the sneaky Liberal Barnett government signed off to destroy some 
of the wetlands, that was quite disappointing. I have to say that the Labor Party took that to the 2017 election as 
a promise to stop those works if we were elected. Funnily enough, in the 2017 election, there were candidates who 
stood up for the extension of Roe 8 and 9, thinking that it was a popular issue in the southern corridor. Members 
of this house would be surprised to know that some of those candidates received fewer than 1 000 votes. That was 
the first indication. 
Reflecting back on my journey in 2016 as a candidate, Jandakot was a safe Liberal seat. A very strong message of 
misinformation was coming from the federal member and the local community about how the extension of Roe 8 
and 9 was economically important to Western Australia, and in particular about the hazardous issues on Leach Highway, 
which were causing distress among residents in my electorate about safety and security on their travels along 
Leach Highway. They failed to understand that Fremantle port is an important asset for Western Australia. They 
said it was planned decades and decades ago with the foresight of eventually having Roe 8 and 9 connect through 
the farmlands and market gardens into a port. These decisions, which were being made to score political points and 
gain popularity, clearly deflected quite badly onto the Liberal campaigns. As we saw in 2017, when I was involved 
in campaigning in the seat of Jandakot in my local area, it was pretty clear from the indications and the conversations 
among community members that the Roe 8 and 9 project was an important piece of infrastructure to deal with the 
dangerous hazards on Leach Highway, Mr Deputy Speaker. I am saying that for the first time, and, by the way, 
congratulations on your role as Deputy Speaker. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you, member. 
Mr Y. MUBARAKAI: I find it hard to understand that Western Australia is looked upon as an economic hub and 
a strong trading partner for Australia and its exports, yet our port is surrounded by urban sprawl. We can look around 
the world at other growing economies, but our growing state has to rely on a port that, as I said, was planned 40 years 
ago and is now surrounded by urban housing and communities. That is an absolutely disastrous situation. We know 
that for the next 40 to 60 years, the economy of this state will continue to prosper and grow. Therefore, I again 
commend the McGowan government and the Minister for Planning for looking at the outer harbour in Kwinana, 
which is perfectly suited. It is a perfect piece of economic infrastructure for a port that is surrounded by industry 
and will be connected via key infrastructure such as roads like the Tonkin Highway and freight lines that will take 
commercial vehicles to the ports in a way that will be less disruptive to the community. 
The importance of this bill is not just the hard-fought victory. It is also about our responsibilities as a government 
to our community on the environmental impact this will have. I say this with pure sincerity. The Beeliar wetlands 
is an important ecosystem in our southern corridors. It is recognised not only as a state-based asset, but also 
internationally for its environmental contributions. 
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I present a document to the chamber. This is a copy of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. 
I will read an extract from this document. It is an agreement under which Australia, along with 170 other countries, 
promised to conserve wetlands. I would like to refer to point 1 of article 3 of this convention. It stipulates — 

The Contracting Parties shall formulate and implement their planning so as to promote the conservation of 
the wetlands included in the List, and as far as possible the wise use of wetlands in their territory. 

Thomsons Lake, also known as the Jilbup Lake to the local Whadjuk Noongar people, is one of the lakes that makes 
up the wetlands. It is also recognised under this convention as a site of national importance. 
A number of areas in the Beeliar wetlands are also protected due to the migratory birds that have been identified 
and sighted. These areas are basically protected because of the significance of and environmental issues around the 
migratory birds. I present another document, which is titled “Agreement between the Government of Australia and 
the Government of Japan for the Protection of Migratory Birds in Danger of Extinction and their Environment”. 
I quote — 

Desiring to co-operate in taking measures for the management and protection of migratory birds and birds 
in danger of extinction and also for the management and protection of their environments … 

Another document refers to a similar agreement between Australia and the People’s Republic of China. It states — 
Desiring to co-operate in the protection of migratory birds and their environment … 

These highlights basically show that the Beeliar wetlands are of significance not only locally but also internationally. 
It is our duty to protect them. The Beeliar wetlands also hold cultural importance for the local Whadjuk Noongar people. 
The Metropolitan Region Scheme (Beeliar Wetlands) Bill 2021 introduced by this government will change the zoning 
in the metropolitan region scheme so that the area zoned for Roe 8 will be rezoned as parks and recreation. The 
McGowan government has gone above and beyond what is in this bill. As I said earlier, the Beeliar wetlands area 
has been designated as an A-class reserve in recognition of its importance to the environment and the community. 
This will guarantee that the protection of the wetlands and the rehabilitation of the areas that were cleared by the 
Barnett government is well and truly underway. 
The process of moving forward also includes engagement with the local schools, whereby students will have the 
opportunity to learn about and appreciate our wetlands. The plan also includes a partnership with Murdoch University 
for research and education. In recognition of the cultural importance of the wetlands, an Aboriginal heritage survey 
has been conducted, as well as engagement with the local Aboriginal communities in the creation of trails and signage 
in the area. A new wildlife hospital is being built at Beeliar wetlands alongside the wetlands education centre. 
I take this opportunity to thank some of the stakeholders who have made tremendous and important contributions 
to this bill and its journey to this place, where we can once and for all put an end to a commitment that we took 
to the 2017 and 2021 elections. I would like to acknowledge the Save Beeliar Wetlands group, Urban Bushland 
Council WA and the Wetlands Centre Cockburn. I take this opportunity to thank these groups as well as the many 
volunteers who have engaged with the local community on this issue. 
MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan — Minister for Planning) [9.06 pm] — in reply: I would like to thank everyone 
for their contributions to this debate on the Metropolitan Region Scheme (Beeliar Wetlands) Bill 2021. We have 
heard really strong contributions this evening about the history of this issue and on the future of freight and trade 
in WA. 
I think we can safely say that we have a mandate for this legislation. Let us go through it. This election campaign 
was fought on many issues, but particularly on Roe 8 and 9. The Liberal Party again made it a core part of its election 
campaign, and we heard from the members for Bateman, Riverton, Jandakot, Cockburn, Fremantle and Bicton 
that, at varying levels, this was the biggest campaign they ran in their electorates. Make no mistake: everyone was 
clear about our position. We have a mandate for this legislation, and it would be great to have one member of the 
opposition here sitting in this chamber to listen to my response, because I sat and listened to everybody. I had to 
sit and listen to every contribution that they made. 
There can be no denying that we have a mandate for this. I want to get back to 2017, because that was a really tough 
election. As opposition spokesperson for transport and planning, as we approached that election, I saw the community 
campaign on this issue. In particular, the members for Fremantle and, of course, the member for Willagee—sorry, 
member for Willagee—were very strong about this issue. I looked at it and I thought that we needed to be strong 
and take a very clear position to the election in 2017. We could have not done that. We could have just flown under 
the radar, but I remember very well standing on that North Lake Road alignment, I think on 3 or 4 January 2017, 
after grabbing a coffee from the member for Jandakot’s cafe. We went out, as I said, on the front foot, to make it 
very clear that we would not be building that road. This was a major risk. We could have not told the truth, but we 
did. We told everybody our position, and we won that election. Many of those members were returned after vicious 
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campaigns. We brought legislation to this house and there was somehow this idea that we did not have a mandate. 
So we took it to another election, the election just past. Look at all the seats along that corridor, starting with Riverton, 
Bateman, Bicton, Willagee, Jandakot, Fremantle and Cockburn. We won all those seats. Again, they were vicious 
campaigns. I was with the member for Riverton a couple of times at a polling booth and a vicious and awful campaign 
was run against the member for Riverton. It was vicious, awful, personal and dirty. I went to a number of polling 
booths. The intensity was not as great at my polling booth in West Swan, where the Liberal candidate was hiding for 
most of it. That is where we saw the viciousness of the campaign. We took our opposition to Roe 8 to the people 
and made it clear. The difference could not have been clearer. We would not do it and we would reintroduce our 
legislation, and the Liberal Party would do it. It announced it again and again and again. I have the picture in my 
parliamentary office of “Honk for Roe 8 Day”. There was a clear difference. 

I say to this chamber that we have a mandate. As I said, it would be good to have the respect of the Liberal and 
National Parties and have at least one person sitting in their chair listening to this. I want to go through the Liberal Party’s 
record on Roe 8 and 9. I have been trying to imagine what Roe 8 and 9 is to the Liberal Party. It is like Xanadu, 
this magical place. Members opposite cannot really describe or touch it, but somehow it is magical. The definition 
of “Xanadu” is a dreamlike place of magnificence and luxury. The Liberal Party has pinned two elections on this 
dream project that is the panacea for everything. You have congestion? This will fix it. You want job creation? 
This will fix it. You have a headache? This will fix it. It just got to a ridiculous point that somehow Roe 8 and 9 was 
going to fix every public policy issue. 

Let us go through the Liberal Party’s record. Members would know that, along with others in this chamber, I was in 
opposition for eight and a half years. In eight and a half years, the former Liberal–National government did not build 
the project. It was so committed to this project that for eight and a half years, after making an election commitment 
to do it, it could not get the project happening. Why? I mean, if it was such a great project, why did it not do it in 
eight and a half years? Remember that it was not as though the Liberal–National government cared about the finances. 
We could say that because the former government’s financial management was so strong that it was careful about 
how it spent money, but we know that that was not the case. The former government was spending everywhere, but 
it never delivered what it said was the biggest transport project in this state. It had eight and a half years. 

In the lead-up to the most recent election, we saw “Honk for Roe 8 Day”. The Liberal Party claimed that it would 
start building the project within 100 days, even though it had no existing environmental approval, nothing in place 
and no tender. Its commitment was to start building it in 100 days. The member for Bateman was right. On costing 
day, we were sitting there. I was part of the team waiting to see the election costings and I was saying to the team, 
“Where is the Roe 8 money? How much would the Liberal Party spend on Roe 8 and 9?” I cannot remember its total 
costs, but it committed billions of dollars. I think it was $20 billion or $30 billion. On costing day, it said it would 
spend $2 billion or something; I cannot remember. It was so ridiculous. We were saying, “Where is Roe 8 and 9?” 
The Liberal Party said, “Oh, $125 million will be spent for the entire project.” In a true accounting sense, that should 
have picked up the federal government money, too. The Liberal Party’s whole spending was $125 million after it 
said it would commence the project in 100 days. It has been a fraud from day one. If it really wanted to build it, it 
had eight and a half years to do so. It is like me winning and saying, “Oh, I’m going to wait for three months before 
the 2025 election to start doing any work on the Ellenbrook railway line.” The equivalent would be if we won, we 
committed to do the Ellenbrook railway line and I waited for seven and a half years before we even started thinking 
about entering into a contract to build the thing. The Liberal–National government had its chance to not only build 
it, but also commit to it properly, but it could not do that. It could not build it in eight and a half years and in an 
election campaign, it could not even commit to it properly. That is how bad it was on this project. 

Members have outlined very well that the proposed road would not have reached the port. There is no denying 
that. The road would not have reached the port and every time we asked the Liberal–National government how it 
would reach the port, there was a different answer. There would be a tunnel at the bottom of the river or maybe a new 
bridge. I mean, the answers were everywhere! But the former government never committed to how it would get to 
the port. Today, the Liberal Party still cannot tell us how it would get to the port. The member for Riverton raised 
placard loads, which everyone understands as well. 

I want to mention another thing, which the member for Cottesloe denies. He says that somehow moving to the outer 
harbour would not decrease the number of trucks on Curtin Avenue; it is just wrong. If we keep the Fremantle inner 
harbour operating and expanding, in a never-ending process, Curtin Avenue will, basically, have to be widened to 
a four-lane highway. The people of the North Fremantle area understand that. 

I am going to say another thing because again, to be honest, I explored this whole issue when I was in opposition. 
I explored all the arguments because I came to, in a sense, a bit of a blank sheet. I listened to the members for 
Fremantle and Willagee and I started to absorb all the issues, and there was always this question at the back of my 
mind: would we need Roe 8 and 9 if we went to the outer harbour? That argument was put and I really wanted to 
discover the answer. It is an argument that is still put. When I studied it, I thought: that is a silly thing. Of course 
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we would not need Roe 8 and 9 if we go to the outer harbour, because then people would, basically, go through 
traffic to go down the coast, along Stock Road or Rockingham Road. The amount of work that would be needed on 
those roads due to their undulating nature and the number of traffic lights required would cost another couple of 
billion dollars. Of course, we would not need that. We would look to the eastern corridor. 
I think many of these members do not know what Tonkin Highway is. That is my view. Some of us who know the 
eastern suburbs pretty well understand the nature of Tonkin Highway. Tonkin Highway is now the major freight 
mover north–south, particularly with the link to Muchea and the continued program of removing traffic lights and 
putting in grade separations, such as those that are funded across the forward estimates at Kelvin Road, Hale Road 
and Welshpool Road. Of course, part of the plan is to extend Tonkin Highway south to Mundijong. Why would 
someone go across the suburbs to Stock Road and then south? Why would someone not just continue east and go 
across with the new Anketell Road–Thomas Road corridor? Of course, that is the answer. The concept that we would 
need it even with the outer harbour is completely false. Like I said, when I was in opposition, I tried to make sure 
that I had the right position on all these issues, so I did research and tried to understand it and the arguments that 
the former government put for projects.  
Mr D.A.E. Scaife interjected. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, right. We were in opposition, and that is what we did. We look at the arguments that are put 
forward and try to say whether they are valid or not. With that one, I very soon realised that you would not bring all 
the freight through the suburbs; why would you not just use the freight corridor which is, in a sense, Tonkin Highway? 
I want to make a point about the politics of this project. The member for Cottesloe stood up to speak when there 
had been an accident on Leach Highway; it was disgraceful. As I have said in this place before, the Liberal Party 
committed to building the Ellenbrook rail line. Every time there is an accident between here and Ellenbrook, we 
could say, “Oh, if they’d built the Ellenbrook rail line, that accident wouldn’t have happened.” That is the same logic. 
I have never done that, and I never will do that because it is disgraceful gutter politics. The member came in that 
day with no understanding of the type of accident it was or what vehicles were involved, and somehow blamed 
the accident on the government for not building Roe 8. It was absolutely disgraceful, but it again shows where the 
Liberal Party is on this project. It does not deal with facts; it deals with the Stephenson plan. 
I have heard so much about the Stephenson plan—the Plan for the metropolitan region, Perth and Fremantle, 
Western Australia, 1955: a report prepared for the government of Western Australia—that I thought I would read from 
it. It is interesting reading; there are a number of things in it that I find quite ironic. There is one passage that makes 
reference to Sherwood Court in the city. In the past, if we looked from St Georges Terrace down Sherwood Court, 
there was grassland at the bottom, where the previous government built Elizabeth Quay. It states — 

The Swan River and adjoining open space provided a valuable contrast with the close development of the 
Central Area.  

That is why we should have kept grassland at Elizabeth Quay, according to the Stephenson plan. I do not think we 
should have built Elizabeth Quay, because Stephenson said in 1955 that we want to look down and see a transition 
between buildings and the river, with some grassland. That has gone; how dare they modify the Stephenson plan! 
Ms S.F. McGurk: Close to the Weld Club! 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is around the corner from the Weld Club! 
Time and again the Liberal Party talks about Cockburn Sound and growth into the outer harbour. Back in 1955, 
Stephenson observed that in the longer term, extensions into Cockburn Sound would almost certainly be necessary 
and that studies and survey work should be commenced at the earliest opportunity. That was in 1955. There was 
already discussion about the outer harbour and the fact that we would need to grow into the outer harbour because 
Fremantle would be constrained. If members want to talk about the Stephenson plan, let us talk about the whole 
Stephenson plan. The Liberal Party destroyed the vision down Sherwood Court by building Elizabeth Quay because 
the grassland was a transition. Let us go through the whole Stephenson plan, which talks about the outer harbour. 
I turn to the road network. Of course, the Stephenson plan was a very, very important document. When we look 
around Perth, there are many key features that started with the Stephenson plan. It was a very good document. It 
tried to describe growth in some of the key road corridors, but Perth has changed a lot since 1955. Tonkin Highway 
was the Beechboro–Gosnells Highway. Everyone knows that Tonkin Highway does not look like that anymore. 
The nature of Tonkin Highway has changed, the nature of the freeway has changed and the nature of the east–west 
corridors has changed. A lot has changed over time, so the idea that the Liberal Party would pick out one concept 
and say, “That is absolutely integral to the future of Western Australia”, and ignore everything else is a false study 
of history and a false interpretation of the Stephenson plan. It is absolutely dishonest. 
Let us talk about the Stephenson plan. As I said, members opposite should all be condemned for not leaving the 
grassland as page whatever said should be the transition between Sherwood Court and the water! We cannot just 
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pick one component of the Stephenson plan and say it is integral to the movement of freight; we have to look at 
the entire thing. 
I also want to talk about the Kwinana Industries Council, and I am glad the member for Cockburn highlighted 
it. That was a 2018 position statement, I think. I went back even further to 2015, when the member for Cottesloe 
was president of the Kwinana Industries Council. I want to refer to a submission it made to the Senate committee 
that looked at the Perth Freight Link project—the Senate Standing Committees on Rural and Regional Affairs 
and Transport. The submission was from the Kwinana Industries Council, when the member for Cottesloe was 
president. The submission states — 

Over many years there has been bipartisan agreement over successive governments that there needs to be 
an Outer Harbour built in Cockburn Sound adjacent to the KIA, the State’s premier industrial area. Delays 
for various reasons have led to the situation where there has been no progress toward a decision to build 
the Outer Harbour for years now, despite a decision on the “Outer Harbour” port being a key decision 
catalyst for the economic development of the State. 
The Fremantle Inner Harbour can grow within its boundaries, but in the long term, the pressure the 
gentrification process is placing on the Port continues to make it more difficult for the freight task to and 
from the Port. 

The submission states, further along — 
This submission does not set out to question the voracity of the planning for the Perth Freight Link. What 
it does set out to do is to raise awareness that at some lime in the future the Inner Harbour could be closed 
to freight import and export, and possibly converted to some other activity such as an entertainment and 
tourism precinct revitalization for Fremantle City, servicing cruise and naval ships, and much new residential 
development. Further, that if it is understood the Inner Harbour might ultimately be closed to cargo freight, is 
it not then better to plan for the construction of the Outer Harbour in Kwinana in two stages. And do it soon? 

That was a submission from the council of which the member for Cottesloe was president. 
I also refer to a 2015 position paper on the west coast trade protection area, again when the member for Cottesloe 
was president of the Kwinana Industries Council, in which it was observed — 

Within the next 10 years, it is likely the Port of Fremantle’s Outer Harbour at Cockburn Sound will be 
built. This will be a catalytic project, sparking massive industrial development ranging from heavy chemical, 
refining and manufacturing. The many new support industries required to service them will be located 
toward the edge of the WTC boundary within the Protection Area. 

This was the position of the member for Cottesloe a number of years ago. There was always planning and there 
was always a bipartisan approach for the outer harbour. Now he has completely abandoned that. This is where the 
Liberal Party has taken a leap. It wanted to build the Perth Freight Link, but it said, “Oh, we don’t need it for freight; 
we can use it for everything, even if you build the outer harbour.” It took another leap and said that we did not need 
the outer harbour. That is where it is now. It has a vacuum of policy development and understanding of freight needs. 
The project started as the Perth Freight Link; then the Liberal Party realised that that was not very popular, so it said, 
“Oh, we don’t need it for freight, we just need it for cars. Even if you build the outer harbour, you need it anyway.” 
Now it’s position is that we need Perth Freight Link and Roe 8 and 9, but we cannot build the outer harbour. Even 
though Cockburn Sound has been an operating port and industrial area for many years, even though as president 
of the Kwinana Industries Council the member for Cottesloe advocated for the outer harbour, and even though the 
document states how proud all the industrial players were to be operating in Cockburn Sound, the Liberal Party, after 
arguing for this project for many, many years, now somehow believes that the environment of Cockburn Sound 
would be severely impacted. I see that as the height of hypocrisy. How can anyone come into this place and argue 
something completely opposite after being head of a council that wanted and supported a new port?  
As I said, the Liberals advocated for the Perth Freight Link. The Liberal Party had eight and a half years but it stuffed 
it up. There were battles between the then Minister for Transport, Dean Nalder, and the then Premier, Colin Barnett. 
They were not talking to each other. They banned each other’s staff from visiting their office. It was a complete 
farce. They stuffed around and could not deliver it. They tried to get money and had secret meetings with federal 
politicians. It was the worst way to deliver a project in this state. They signed a contract in the last few days of the 
Liberal–National government. We won the 2017 election with a clear agenda. We cancelled the contract, saved 
Beeliar wetlands and revegetated it. A comment was made about shrubs and the member for Bicton and her community 
groups’ work. Again, it was completely disparaging. I cannot remember how many trees were replanted—millions. 
The amount of work that has been done to revegetate that area is incredible. Anyone who has seen it will understand 
that the level of revegetation is incredible. 
Ms S.F. McGurk: And community commitment. 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, and basically it was done by community volunteers. Those remarks were completely 
disparaging. The member then said that we ignored congestion in the southern suburbs. Members, let us go through 
those projects. Roe 8 and 9 was the Liberal Party’s one-trick pony. 
Ms S.E. Winton: What about the northern suburbs? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We could go through the original redirection. There are so many projects. Remember, we went 
to the 2017 election saying, “We’re not going to build Roe 8 and 9, but we will build other projects.” Do members 
know what? We have either delivered those projects or they are being delivered—every single project. Sometimes 
I sit back and reflect on the previous government, which committed to the Metro Area Express and the Ellenbrook 
line. Sometimes I think about all the work that I am trying to do. There are often challenges and hurdles, but then I sit 
back and think, “At least I’m delivering them”, as opposed to the Liberals, who went to elections with billion-dollar 
projects. They stood there again and again. I remember the MAX light rail so well. The Liberals had maps and 
USB drives done up as little MAX light rail. 
Ms S.F. McGurk: They were telling people to buy property. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, to buy property along the route. They had more merchandise for MAX light rail than anyone 
has seen for any project. They produced the merchandise but they did not deliver the project. Let us go through 
the projects. 
Ms S.E. Winton: Are we sitting late tonight? There’s so much to list! 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I know. Obviously, I will concentrate on the southern corridor. I am sorry, member for Wanneroo! 
Several members interjected. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Okay, I will mention a couple of projects in her electorate. Of course, the Beeliar wetlands 
redirection helped to fund the Wanneroo Road duplication and the two Wanneroo Road overpasses at Joondalup Drive 
and Ocean Reef Drive. We delivered those projects because we redirected the money from Perth Freight Link. The 
Liberals have the idea that somehow the southern suburbs did not benefit from any project. Rarely in politics do 
people come up to members in a positive way—unless you are the Premier—and say, “That project was great.” 
That is what I get about smart freeways all the time, whether it is from a soccer coach or people I meet in the shops. 
They come up to me and say, “Smart freeways; that was a bit risky, but you did it and it delivered benefits.” Smart 
freeway was a great project that we delivered along the corridor. We widened the freeway between Russell Road and 
Roe Highway, which has been highlighted. We did the Murdoch Drive connection, fast-tracked the Armadale Road 
duplication and we are building the Armadale Road to North Lake Road bridge, which costs over $200 million, to 
reduce congestion around Cockburn. I understand that there is congestion in a lot of areas but when people drove 
north—it will get better once the Armadale Road to North Lake Road bridge is finished and the Thornlie–Cockburn 
works are in the middle of the freeway—every time they hit that Cockburn Central area, they had to slam on the 
brakes because of a massive traffic jam. The widening, the new Armadale–North Lake bridge, the local distributor 
road and the expansion of the Thornlie–Cockburn network with the Thornlie–Cockburn Link has reduced and will 
reduce congestion. Karel Avenue is another bottleneck, or pinch point, across that corridor. We have done more than 
we committed to do to facilitate the new work for the Thornlie–Cockburn Link, plus we have widened that project. 
I have not mentioned the Ranford Road bridge. It was not in my notes but I will talk about it. It was two lanes each 
way, but we are expanding it to four lanes each way, including a dedicated busway. That is a big project and that 
is something that is part of the Thornlie–Cockburn Link. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: The Nicholson Road Bridge. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, the Nicholson Road Bridge and other major works across the entire southern corridor. 
The member for Cottesloe has this idea that we have not done anything in the southern suburbs. I do not believe the 
member for Cottesloe goes south of the river because what we have done across the area is transformative. 
I turn to the Westport Taskforce plan in which we committed to a number of key aspects. We committed to increasing 
the amount of freight on rail—the member for Fremantle outlined that clearly—but we want to do more. We have 
increased freight on rail to 20 per cent. We have stabilised around 20 per cent of freight going through the port on 
rail, but we want to do more. I think it is equivalent to about 100 000 truck movements a year. As part of that—
this is new—we are building the new traffic bridge in Fremantle. That will improve safety and reduce maintenance 
costs on the existing traffic bridge and it will increase the capacity for more freight on rail. We hope to deliver that 
very soon. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: There are actually less trucks now than there were before we came to government. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I think that is what the modelling shows. 
Mr P. Papalia: Fewer. 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, fewer. 
We increased the freight on rail. We said that we wanted to support the development of intermodals. Forrestfield is 
operating well and we are looking at continuing to support the Kenwick facility. It is my understanding that that is 
an aspiration of the Muchea–Bullsbrook area and Mundijong over time. We are doing more modelling on the 
source and destination of containers because it is about not only Forrestfield and Kenwick, but also the issue of where 
the distribution centres are and how we can better move containers in and out of those distribution centres. The freight 
on rail project has been a massive effort. We said that we would improve High Street. That project is pretty big.  
I drove to Fremantle recently and that project is well underway. It is a complex project and there had to be negotiations 
with a number of key associations, including the golf course. All up, it will improve the safety of the vehicles and 
the local community will be able to cross the road using the two underpasses. This will support safer access to the 
netball courts, which has been a major issue. I know there is disruption at the moment, but a lot of families were 
parking on the golf course side and crossing the four lanes on a very busy road with no median. This will support 
safety in that area.  
Of course, there is Westport. We started work. We commissioned the Westport Taskforce, which made a number 
of recommendations that the government adopted in August last year, and now we are moving to implement those 
recommendations. The Liberals can ignore the fact that we are an exporting state, but we all understand that the 
future is in Kwinana. The Liberals’ idea that we can continue with Fremantle port for the next 50 to 100 years is 
false. In their heart of hearts, do they think that Fremantle port can continue for the next 50 to 100 years? It is not 
possible. We are planning for a new port and, as part of that, it is an incredible opportunity to make sure that we 
have a port that helps future generations continue the freight and trade challenge. We are looking at the land along 
the whole Kwinana strip and how we can better coordinate and support development along there. We are looking 
at the Anketell Road–Thomas Road corridor, a key east–west corridor that will feed freight into the port from the 
east. We are looking at how we can further support more rail connections and develop the movement of containers 
throughout that area. As the member for Fremantle said, we are also looking at the future of Fremantle. We understand 
that people are very keen to engage in what Fremantle should look like in the future. We have already started 
on the Victoria Quay site, with a commitment for a new brewery to be developed, which is underway, and the 
new film studio. 
As we work our way around the inner harbour, we will be looking at all the possibilities of what we can create in 
Fremantle, which, again, will be world-class and serve generations to come. People want this long-term planning. 
We can stick to the 1955 plan or we can create our own vision for the future—a vision that better reflects 
Western Australia’s place in the world as a major exporting state. We also understand that times change. Many 
people live along the freight corridor to Fremantle. We understand that challenges will continue to grow over time. 
That is why we had a plan for the outer harbour. People talk about vandalism. The Liberal Party is promoting 
economic vandalism. 
I want to talk about the bill. I think the member for Moore, who unfortunately could not be here tonight, asked why 
we are doing this and why we do not amend the MRS. This bill will amend the MRS. I think he said, “Why are you 
doing this? We should be amending the MRS.” This bill will amend the MRS. We are amending the MRS through 
legislation. Comments will be made by members on the other side that it is not the normal process. It has been 
used in the past, and we are using it for this purpose. The idea that there has been no consultation and no-one is 
aware of this issue is not plausible. This has been the most widely discussed and debated issue in the community 
over the past two elections. We had a very clear position. As I said, we took a very bold move in early 2017. We said 
that we would not continue with the contract to build that project. When we won government, we renegotiated that 
project and we preserved the corridor. We did everything we said we were going to do. We took it to the election and 
we took it to the next election. Again, we are seeing an opposition that will not accept the mandate on this legislation. 
When we come into this place and people talk about mandates, what hope do we have if the Liberal Party and the 
Nationals WA will not accept our mandate? They do not accept our ability to deliver anything in this place if they 
do not accept our mandate on this legislation. 
The wetlands are a very special place for many people—we saw that through the campaigns and the community 
action. People like to write off the campaigners as a bunch of activists or people on the extreme side of campaigning, 
but they were from all walks of life. I have never seen an entire community so activated as it was during this campaign. 
I am really proud that we have been able to deliver what we told the people in early 2017. 
We have already amended the A-class reserve with this project. People understand that. We have already made these 
wetlands an A-class reserve. It will require an agreement of both houses of Parliament to change that A-class reserve. 
This legislation is the logical first step to change the MRS. There is no other purpose for the majority of this land 
but parks and recreation. It is as simple as that. We have made it very clear to the community that we want future 
generations to enjoy these wetlands. We owe it to the Western Australian public to get on with preserving the 
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wetlands for future generations, and planning and building the outer harbour and the road and rail connections that 
lead to it. That is what the people want and deserve. I think people are sick of this debate. They want us to be allowed 
to get on with doing what we told them we were going to do, which is to preserve the wetlands and plan and build 
the future port. It makes economic sense. It has been a bipartisan approach for many years. 
Fuelled by the opposition’s keenness to be liked by the federal government and to have some support through 
Ben Morton, you guys have basically thrown away any economic logic. We heard some of the other claims about 
the $1.2 billion. It is a contingent liability. I do not want to go through what $1.2 billion is to accountants. It means 
it does not sit on their bottom line. If the feds are so keen to give us another $1.2 billion, I will take it for other projects. 
That is what we did this year. We asked for $1.2 billion worth of projects and we got them, so we will continue to 
do that. Every time there is $1.2 billion in the budget, we will say, “Okay, we will take $1.2 billion of projects”, 
and we will continue to do that. I know that the federal government is desperate to be seen as Mark McGowan’s 
friend. I saw it in today’s paper. Federal government members cannot wait to stand next to Mark McGowan. They 
are not standing next to the state Liberal Party, but they cannot wait to stand next to Mark McGowan. In a desperate 
attempt to try to have friends in the federal government, the opposition will do whatever Ben Morton wants it 
to do. I do not think Ben Morton’s heart is in it anymore. He has some money to fund some advertising. Good 
luck to him. 

Ms K.E. Giddens: Very glossy. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, he puts out very good advertising. The leaflets are very high gloss; they use very good, 
thick paper. 

If the feds were serious about it, they would have written it in their actual budget rather than as a contingent liability. 
As I say, for each budget we do the dance. The federal government comes out and says there is $1.2 billion for 
Perth Freight Link and we say that we are not building it, but we will have $1.2 billion for other projects, thanks. 
I suspect we will do it again next year because that is what happens with the federal government. I am happy to 
continue to do that because every time we take it to the public, it is on our side and it understands that delivering 
congestion-busting projects and infrastructure is not Roe 8 and 9; it is Metronet, regional road safety and some of 
the massive road projects like the Leach Highway–Welshpool Road interchange we are building now, which was 
the riskiest and most dangerous road between 2015 and 2019 and the second most-congested intersection. If we 
look at the facts, we are dealing with those high pressure points, plus we are making — 

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is okay, member for Cannington. I cannot wait to see the elevated rail through Cannington. 
It was well supported by the member for Cannington and the council. 

When it comes to regional road safety, we are committed to all these projects. As I said, we will go through with this. 
We hope that the Liberal Party supports our mandate to deliver this project because we have given a clear commitment 
to stop Roe 8 and 9 and preserve the Beeliar wetlands. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

[Leave denied to proceed forthwith to third reading.]  

Consideration in Detail 

Clause 1: Short title — 

Dr D.J. HONEY: One of the enablers for this bill going through is the construction of the outer harbour. I have 
heard various reports on the schedule for the outer harbour. Could the minister enlighten me about her best estimate 
at the moment on the schedule for the outer harbour? 

Point of Order 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Point of order. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Cannington. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Minister for Mines and Petroleum, if you like. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Minister for Mines and Petroleum—you choose. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: This is the short title. The debate needs to relate to the bill before the house, not any 
other matter. 
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Yes. Thank you, minister. The minister is correct, Leader of the Liberal Party: we are 
talking about the short title of the bill. If you have further questions related to other aspects of the bill, now is — 

Debate Resumed 

Dr D.J. HONEY: Thank you, chair. I might say that this is usually — 

A government member: No; it’s a question. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is that clause 1 be agreed to. 

Dr D.J. HONEY: If you are just going to jam it through, well done! 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: No, no. 

Dr D.J. HONEY: You are. 

Several members interjected. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: This is when we ask general questions, and you know that. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: No, it is not. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: Not in this chamber; that is in the other chamber. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: No; that is here. We do it every time. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Leader of the Liberal Party, thank you very much. 
Clause put and passed. 
Clauses 2 and 3 put and passed. 
Clause 4: Metropolitan Region Scheme amended — 
Dr D.J. HONEY: I have been fascinated by this debate and the hubris shown by all members opposite. We are seeing 
it in spades here from the Minister for Energy, so well done! 
Ms S.E. Winton: Do you have a question? 
Dr D.J. HONEY: I do have a question, interestingly, and that is — 
Ms S.E. Winton: Good! 
Dr D.J. HONEY: That question is: a plan shown at the end of this document has a shaded area. In terms of the 
affected area between Hope Road and the powerline easement, what is the approximate area that is in that shaded 
area? Just to clarify, the minister spoke about a total area. There is that area between Hope Road and the powerline 
easement—what does that correspond to in hectares, approximately? I do not need an exact figure. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I do not have that information. We are not going to hazard a guess either. We do not have that 
information about the amount of land between Hope Road and the powerline easement. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: Would the minister be able to provide that information because it will be useful to my colleagues 
in the other place? 
Mr W.J. Johnston: Put in a question on notice! 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I can prepare that information for when the bill goes to the other place. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: Thank you very much, minister; I appreciate that. 
Can the minister confirm that in this plan Hope Road will continue to exist and also that the powerline easement 
will continue once this bill is passed? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, I can confirm that, and I can also confirm that we are not going to build a new massive 
freeway through wetlands. I can confirm that too. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: In relation to the powerline easement, what sort of vegetation will be within that? I have been 
to that location several times and it has been cleared underneath the powerline; I assume it is because they do not 
want bushfires affecting the powerline. Will that continue to be the case; that is, it will be cleared in that area and 
no trees will be planted there? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: As I understand, yes, it is maintained under the powerlines; there is an obligation to maintain 
it so there are not branches overhanging the powerlines. Whether it is totally cleared as would be required for 
a major highway I think is quite different. There are a lot of powerlines across the area. I have got feedback that 
Western Power is happy with vegetation under powerlines. Basically, there is vegetation under powerlines. Of course 
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it is maintained so it does not create a hazard, but as through the entire metropolitan area and regional WA there 
is vegetation that occurs under powerlines. There is an obligation or keenness to — 
Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, through national parks and through state forests, but there is also a keenness to try to 
maintain it, where they can, to stop it becoming a hazard or creating potential power outages with trees falling or 
branches falling on the powerlines. 
Clause put and passed. 
Clause 5 put and passed. 
Schedule 1 put and passed. 
Title put and passed. 
[Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading.] 

Third Reading 
MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan — Minister for Planning) [9.56 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a third time. 
DR D.J. HONEY (Cottesloe — Leader of the Liberal Party) [9.56 pm]: It has been a fascinating evening. Despite 
the comments by the minister, other than a brief time when I had to get some sustenance, I sat in the chamber and 
listened to an interesting series of debates. A few thoughts came to my mind: one is the level of arrogance that 
I experience around the chamber. Can I say that arrogance comes before a fall! 

Point of Order 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: It appears that the member is canvassing issues that were raised during the second reading 
debate—he must be confused. As this is the third reading debate, he is obliged to talk about matters that were raised 
during consideration in detail. If he could just keep his comments to that, it would make the evening go faster. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you, minister. There is no point of order. 

Leader of the Liberal Party, please do not introduce any new material. Thank you. 

Debate Resumed 

Dr D.J. HONEY: Thank you very much, Deputy Speaker. Can I say they were fascinating comments from the 
Minister for Energy, given that I have heard—how many government members was it?—six or eight filibuster on 
their own bill. Well done! 

Several members interjected. 

Dr D.J. HONEY: We do oppose this bill and for the reasons I have outlined before. 

Ms S.E. Winton: We? 

Dr D.J. HONEY: We—the alliance. We oppose this bill. 

Several members interjected. 

Dr D.J. HONEY: What I have heard a lot of tonight is — 

Mr W.J. Johnston: You supported the second reading, you supported every clause, and you say you oppose the bill! 

Dr D.J. HONEY: What I have — 

Ms R. Saffioti: You care about this so much that you can’t have more than one member on your side! 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members! The Leader of the Liberal Party has the call. 

Dr D.J. HONEY: Thank you very much, Deputy Speaker. As always, I appreciate your support from this aggressive 
and unpleasant behaviour from the other side. 

What I have heard a lot of tonight, members, is a lot of confirmation bias; that is, you all sit here and encourage 
each other. You think you are doing the right thing, but in fact this is an active — 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 
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Dr D.J. HONEY: You have clearly got more time than I have. 

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Carry on, please, member. 

Ms S. Winton interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Wanneroo! Leader of the Liberal Party.  

Dr D.J. HONEY: Thank you very much, Deputy Speaker. Clearly, people have time on their hands. 

What we are seeing is confirmation bias amongst the group here. This is planning vandalism. We have a minister 
who is progressing with this bill when, in fact, she knows that there is no requirement for this harbour for the 
foreseeable future. She knows that the existing harbour is at only one-third capacity, but she is committing to spending 
over $5 billion of taxpayers’ money on a project that will not be required for the foreseeable future. There is nothing 
in this bill that will deal with the traffic congestion in the southern corridor or the horrendous accidents on that 
road, as we saw in the data about the number of car and truck accidents on that road. There is nothing that will solve 
that problem. 

We heard discussion tonight about environmental concern, and I am indebted to the member for Cockburn, who 
clearly has at least some concern about Cockburn Sound and environmental matters. I heard the minister for 
Fremantle talk in heartfelt — 

Several members interjected. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: Sorry; the member for Fremantle. “Minister for Cottesloe” was the best title I was ever given, 
but it was wrong, unfortunately. I heard the member for Fremantle talk in passionate terms about the loss of 
two Norfolk Island pine trees, yet the Minister for Planning knows that, through the High Street project, she destroyed 
70 mature tuart trees. The member for Willagee read out all those environmental movements and the names of the 
people who were going to save those trees forever. They were missing in action when this minister destroyed those 
70 mature tuart trees. 
What do we hear? We know that this outer harbour project is going to destroy over 400 hectares of the benthic primary 
producer habitat. 
Several members interjected. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: That is what this project is going to do. It is going to destroy a critical fishery in the outer harbour. 
For some pyrrhic, egotistical reason this government is going to cause that enormous environmental harm. We have 
already heard that mussel capacity in that fishery has been reduced from 700 tonnes a year to 200 tonnes a year. 
We have already heard that the blue manna crab harvest has been cancelled since 2014, yet members sitting in this 
place are all very pleased with themselves and are looking very smug. They are going to bring forward this project 
that is not required for the foreseeable future but will destroy 400 hectares of the benthic primary producer habitat 
in Cockburn Sound. That is what this minister is going to do. That is what the Minister for Energy is going to 
do as well. 
Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: They do not care. Furthermore, this government is going to spend $5 billion, yet it has a hospital 
system and a housing system in chaos. We are now hearing that schools are moving into chaos, yet it is going to 
spend $5 billion on this project. The minister says that it will cost $5 billion—let us wait and see how that goes, 
because this minister said that Metronet was going to cost $2 billion. What is it up to now, minister? It is $7 billion. 
It is the largest cost blowout of any project in the history of this state. That is this minister’s record. Let us see. 
Several members interjected. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: The minister is going to do all that. 
Ms S. Winton interjected. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: The member is like Nostradamus compared with this minister. It is three and a half times the 
estimated budget and rising—and rising considerably I have heard on the wire. 
Ms S. Winton interjected. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Wanneroo! 
Dr D.J. HONEY: That is what it is going to be—five times the amount or $10 billion. 
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The government is going to use its numbers to force legislation through this place and it is going to use its numbers 
to cut debating time in the upper house so that it can force stuff through up there. The fact is that this is a shoddy 
bill. It should not be going through this Parliament. This bill will result in actions that will be to the detriment of 
the people of Western Australia. 
Ms S. Winton interjected. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Wanneroo! 
MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan — Minister for Planning) [10.04 pm] — in reply: I want to put on the record 
again that the Liberal Party cannot take this Roe 8 project seriously. It could not deliver it in its eight and a half years. 
It could not commit to it properly at the election. It is not late, members; it has just gone 10 o’clock. It is a normal 
Tuesday sitting time and there is only one member of the opposition—one out of six — 
Mr D.A.E. Scaife: They’re not the opposition. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I am referring to the Liberal and National Parties, because we know that the member for 
North West Central believes that Roe 8 and 9 is far more important than any other project, even in regional WA. They 
believe that the Metropolitan Region Scheme (Beeliar Wetlands) Bill 2021 is so bad that they cannot get enough 
people to even call a proper division! It is a shambles. I know there are not many opposition members — 
Ms S.E. Winton: Sixteen per cent tonight. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: They have 16 per cent. I was trying to do the maths. Thanks, member for Wanneroo. If members 
believe in something, they should sit here and do the work. They could not deliver in eight and a half years. They 
could not even commit to it properly in an election campaign. All you guys have ever been good at is putting 
glossy pamphlets with a scare campaign in letterboxes. It has just gone 10 o’clock on a Tuesday night and, for the 
past hour and a half or two hours, there has been no-one from the Liberal or National Parties in this chamber apart 
from the member for Cottesloe, who was outside for most of it and then read the paper for the other bit. 
Dr D.J. Honey: That’s just not true and you know it. 
Ms S. Winton interjected. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Wanneroo! 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is absolutely true. The member is saying that we are ramming the bill through, yet he cannot 
get another person to stick around. Where is the Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party? She was the face of Roe 8 
and 9 during the election campaign. She is too gutless to come into this place and deal with the bill. Members of 
the National Party, who are massive advocates for Roe 8 and 9 — 
Mr P. Papalia: At the expense of the regions. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: — at the expense of the regions, are too gutless to be here. There are not enough people to 
even call a division, yet they want us to take them seriously. They cannot take themselves seriously. They cannot take 
this chamber seriously. They cannot take this debate seriously. They could not deliver this project when they were 
in government. They could not even cost it properly in opposition. Now, during the debate, which has not gone on 
for that long—it is 10 o’clock on Tuesday—there is one person in this place and they could not even call a division. 
They are a disgrace! 
This is a bill that we have a mandate for. The member for Cottesloe talks about arrogance, but he is ignoring the 
will of the people. 
Dr D.J. Honey: Your costings are a disgrace. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Leader of the Liberal Party! 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: You are ignoring the will of the people—talk about arrogance! We won an election. We took this 
to the election. Your arrogance in ignoring the people in the southern suburbs, even though we won two elections 
on this issue, clearly shows that you are out of touch and arrogant. You cannot even get one other person to sit 
in here for what you believe is such a significant piece of legislation. You should be embarrassed. I know you 
are embarrassed. I know you are shouting out because you are uncomfortable and embarrassed, and you should 
be, because you cannot even get your deputy leader, the face of the Roe 8 and 9 campaign, who spent every day 
on a corner somewhere asking people to honk for Roe 8 and 9, to be in the chamber. 
Members, this is the modern Liberal Party. It cannot deliver anything when it is in government, it cannot run a proper 
election campaign, it cannot cost a project, and it cannot even muster more than one person to sit in this chamber and 
listen to the debate on this significant bill that these people have rallied against and then call a division. 
Dr D.J. Honey interjected. 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Tuesday, 22 June 2021] 

 p1835c-1859a 
Mr Terry Healy; Ms Simone McGurk; Mr Peter Tinley; Dr Jags Krishnan; Ms Kim Giddens; Mr David Scaife; 

Mr Yaz Mubarakai; Ms Rita Saffioti; Dr David Honey; Mr Bill Johnston; Deputy Speaker 

 [26] 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you, minister. I was just reflecting on the Leader of the Liberal Party taking credit 
for the Liberal Party having over half its members here yet we have not. 
The question is that the bill be now read a third time. 
Question put and passed. 
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 

House adjourned at 10.07 pm 
__________ 
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