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FREMANTLE TRAFFIC BRIDGE — REPLACEMENT 
Grievance 

DR D.J. HONEY (Cottesloe) [9.57 am]: My grievance is to the Minister for Transport, and I thank the minister 
for taking it. My grievance relates to the considerable concern in North Fremantle about changes to the planned 
location of the old Fremantle Traffic Bridge crossing at Queen Victoria Street. The concerns of residents fall into 
three parts: the pending demise of the old wooden bridge, the increasing difficulty people are experiencing crossing 
Queen Victoria Street due to increased traffic volumes and the relocation of the new bridge from the west side of 
the current bridge to the east side of the current bridge. As I have said before in this place, I empathise with the 
concerns that residents have expressed about the loss of the old wooden bridge. As I understand it, this is one of 
the largest and oldest wooden bridges in Western Australia. Many residents and people in Fremantle would like to 
see the bridge retained and used for another purpose, such as a pedestrian crossing or a market precinct; however, 
I understand the government’s position that maintenance of the existing wooden bridge is unaffordable and that 
a replacement bridge is required. 
I believe that the proposal to maintain the ends of the bridge on both sides of the river to maintain part of the historic 
structure is a good initiative that will help to maintain some of the history of the original structure. Whatever the 
outcome, I hope that this plan is part of the final project. Up until quite recently, all plans around a replacement project 
for Queen Victoria Street showed the new bridge located to the west of the current bridge. When the announcement 
was made in April 2019 about the commencement of the replacement bridge, the Minister for Planning and the 
federal member for Fremantle, Mr Josh Wilson, were holding up a schematic showing the replacement bridge located 
to the west of the existing bridge. I think it is fair to say that there are mixed views about the need for a new bridge 
versus maintaining the old bridge. I am not sure of the split, but there are a fair number of people in each camp. 
However, there is universal support in the local North Fremantle community for locating any replacement bridge 
to the west of the existing bridge. Members of the Fremantle History Society and residents are concerned that any 
replacement bridge located to the east of the existing bridge will interfere with the remaining foundations of the 
previous convict-built bridge across the river. These foundations are observable on the northern bank of the river 
where there will be greatest impact from the new bridge.  
The growing traffic volumes along Queen Victoria Street are making it much more difficult for residents to cross 
the street in the main shopping area. Like many community shopping areas, the shops are seeing quite a dramatic 
resurgence in patronage as people choose to support their local businesses. Fremantle council has placed some traffic 
calming measures in the area; however, residents, especially parents with younger children and people with mobility 
difficulties, are very concerned that crossing the busy street is becoming too dangerous. The road is becoming 
a barrier, separating the local community. I strongly encourage the minister to ask her department to work with the 
local community to understand how an improved connection for cyclists and pedestrians across Queen Victoria Street 
can be incorporated into the new bridge project. 
Local residents in the area adjacent to the currently proposed bridge route are extremely concerned that this choice 
will bring a major highway within a few metres of residents living in apartments along Kwong Alley in North Fremantle. 
I believe that these residents are fully justified in their concerns about the proximity of the relocated highway 
alignment to their homes and the impact that it will have on their lives. These are people who, in good faith, purchased 
quite expensive apartments, knowing that they were near Queen Victoria Street, but now find that the road will be 
brought to within a few metres of their houses. They will be unfairly impacted by noise and vibration from heavy 
traffic crossing the bridge. This will have a significantly negative impact on their quality of life, especially given the 
increasing level of traffic movements through this area. The relocation of the bridge to the east of the existing bridge 
was apparently required because the government decided to duplicate the existing rail crossing to cope with an 
anticipated increase in container freight to the North Mole. It will duplicate the rail crossing to the east of the existing 
bridge, which will then prevent the replacement traffic bridge being located to the west of the existing traffic bridge. 
As I mentioned before, I was surprised by why we would need to spend something like $100 million on a new rail 
bridge when the government’s stated intention is to transition container freight to the outer harbour in a few years. 
The minister was kind enough to provide a briefing on the bridge project in her office with her department and at 
that meeting I was informed by the Department of Transport representative that it was planning for the continuation 
of container freight at Fremantle harbour until at least 2037. I understand that relocating the rail bridge to the west 
of the existing rail bridge is not trivial, but I believe the government should re-examine this option to determine 
whether innovative solutions can make this achievable. I strongly encourage the minister to work with her department 
to see whether it is possible to stick with the original plans to locate the replacement Queen Victoria Street Bridge 
to the west of the existing bridge. Bringing a busy freight and commuter road so close to existing residences is an 
unfair outcome. 
MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan — Minister for Transport) [10.02 am]: I thank the member for Cottesloe for 
his grievance. Of course, the debate and discussion on the Fremantle Traffic Bridge has a bit of a chequered history 
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with many differing views of the project. I remember, I think, under the previous government, some substantial 
funds were committed — 
Ms S.F. McGurk: It was $80 million. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I think that is correct, member for Fremantle. 
Substantial funds were committed for a replacement bridge at one point in time. It was then ripped away about 
a year later, as I recall. At that time, the previous government recognised that there were ongoing safety concerns 
and the ability to maintain the Fremantle Traffic Bridge into the future was a primary concern for its replacement. 
As the member noted, it is an old bridge, built in 1938 as a temporary structure. Over the past 10 years, significant 
maintenance expenditure has been required to keep it safe for motorists, pedestrians and the whole community. 
Continual works have been needed. There has been a need for a new Fremantle Traffic Bridge and for probably 
over 10 years there has been an absolute need to replace it. That is why we partnered with the commonwealth to 
secure in both the state and federal budget over $200 million for the replacement of that bridge. This is not about 
more traffic; it is about creating a safer bridge for motorists, pedestrians and cyclists too. I think it is an absolute 
necessity. It is not a like-to-have; to me, this is a much-needed project to make sure that we continue to have a safe 
crossing at that point. 
I want to talk about pedestrian and cycling access too, because there has been a bit of discussion about this in the 
community. As Minister for Transport, our commitment to cycling infrastructure in Western Australia cannot be 
questioned. Over $220 million has been allocated over the next four years. This will form a big part of improvements 
of access for cyclists and pedestrians. A number of claims have been made about this, which quite bother me, 
because a government that is getting on with it to improve access is being criticised for this type of bridge, which 
will improve access for pedestrians and cyclists. I know the member has been a big supporter of the improved 
cycling connectivity along Curtin Avenue to Queen Victoria Street and we are about to embark on stage 2. There 
will be improved connections on the new Fremantle Traffic Bridge, and we will have a dedicated principal shared 
path from Fremantle to Perth, which I think will be an absolutely incredible achievement. As part of that, too, there 
have been some discussions about how the PSP will connect, in a sense, on the southern side, and we continue to 
engage to make sure that we will get good connectivity. Again, this is all about improving connectivity. I would 
like people to recognise that this government is building the PSP from Fremantle to Perth and has dedicated the 
funds. I want to put that to rest, first of all. 
The member mentioned three key issues. One was about the demise of the old wooden bridge. It is clear that we 
will not be able to maintain and keep the entire wooden bridge because of not only the maintenance costs, but also 
its impact on navigation on the water. Regarding the complexity of projects, this one has it all. We have to make sure 
that we have great connectivity for cyclists and pedestrians; we are working with an operating freight line, passenger 
rail line and major traffic bridge; and of course, there is the river. We basically have every potential constraint in 
one area. Working around that is very difficult. The reason we cannot keep the entire bridge not only relates to the 
maintenance costs, but also the impact it has on the boating community as it navigates its way through a number 
of different piers. Continued discussions will be held with the community about how much we can retain, and how 
that provides community asset, whether it is for fishing or whether it can be facilitated to even have some bars, 
restaurants, cafes and that type of thing, which we are very keen to do. 
Another issue is the difficulty that people experience crossing Queen Victoria Street. I agree with the member that 
North Fremantle is an excellent precinct. When I am in that area, I stop by some of the coffee shops. It has a vibrant 
high street feeling and it is a really exciting little precinct. Of course, the other key point is the relocation of the 
new bridge. On the issue of pedestrian connectivity, I want to say that we will continue to work and see how we 
can get connectivity in that area because, as we said, it is a well-frequented area and continues to grow. Of course, 
there is the issue of the relocation of the new bridge from the west side of the current bridge to the east side of the 
current bridge. I understand there are some concerns. We are listening to the concerns from North Fremantle, and in 
particular that apartment building, regarding the proximity of the new bridge. The only point I would make is that 
we are operating within an existing Main Roads reserve and will do whatever we can to mitigate any impact. I also 
want to outline that we will go into an alliance contract on this, which means that it is not a design and construct. 
We will not sit there and say, “This is how you will build the bridge.” This is when we engage with a company, 
a contractor, and look at how we can provide the best bridge we can in that area. 
I thank the member and I also thank the members for Fremantle and Bicton for their positive engagement on this, 
because they are constantly feeding back community views and making sure that we take the views of the community 
into account, in particular, some of the views about pedestrian and cycling access. This is not an easy project; 
I would say it is one of the hardest—it is up there—but we will do what we can to deliver an excellent project.  
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