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SELECT COMMITTEE INTO THE FREMANTLE EASTERN BYPASS 
Amendment to Motion 

Resumed from 17 October on the following motion moved by Hon Simon O’Brien - 

(1) That a select committee of five members is appointed, any three of whom constitute a quorum, 
to inquire and report on the history of that part of the metropolitan region scheme known as the 
Fremantle eastern bypass and related road infrastructure including - 

(a) initial inclusion of the bypass in the metropolitan region scheme; 

(b) subsequent modifications to the metropolitan region scheme in respect of the bypass; 

(c) the decision making process and advice given to Government by relevant government 
agencies including agencies responsible for main roads, planning, transport and 
environment; 

(d) directions given by Government to agencies with responsibility for decision making; 
and 

(e) other matters pertaining to the history and possible future of the Fremantle eastern 
bypass that the committee may consider useful to bring to the attention of the House. 

(2) The committee have power to send for persons, papers and records and to travel from place to 
place. 

(3) Standing Orders Nos 322, 323, 330 and 331 apply to the proceedings of the committee and any 
contrary or inconsistent provision of chapter XXIII is modified accordingly. 

(4) The committee may present interim reports without a requirement for leave and is to report 
finally not later than 30 November 2002. 

to which the following amendment was moved by Hon Norman Moore (Leader of the Opposition) - 

That the words “That a select committee of five members is appointed, any three of whom constitute a 
quorum,” be deleted and the following words be substituted -  

That the Standing Committee on Public Administration and Finance be required 
HON SIMON O’BRIEN (South Metropolitan) [3.58 pm]:  I was disappointed last Thursday to learn that Labor 
and the Greens (WA) would not support my proposal for a select committee.  However, I was grateful that the 
Leader of the Opposition then moved an amendment that an inquiry into the Fremantle eastern bypass be 
referred to a standing committee of the Parliament, because that would provide a mechanism for the House to 
proceed with this important matter.  In supporting the amendment last Thursday, I offered some further 
information in my introductory remarks.  I referred to the Transport Action Coalition web site, which showed an 
insider’s knowledge of the Government’s plans, and the remarkable passage that stated -  

The schedule below was to be the timetable for deletion of the Fremantle ‘bypass’.  It has been delayed 
for around two weeks while it is re-written.  The original authors of the MRS deletion amendment are 
still in favour of the highway and put in several pro-‘bypass’ comments.  A neutral document is now 
being prepared. 

That is a remarkable assertion to read on a non-government web site.  I was very interested to receive some 
documents, which I tabled last Thursday, that purport to be the advice to the Government that the Government 
found offensive.  The documents include the advice from officers that an amendment to the metropolitan region 
scheme to delete the Fremantle eastern bypass should occur only after the completion of investigations into the 
consequential actions and amendments required if the Fremantle eastern bypass is deleted from the scheme and 
the land sold.  The Government did not want such advice because it went to the election carelessly promising to 
delete the Fremantle bypass to win a few votes.  It did so without considering the road planning disaster that such 
a move would unleash across the south metropolitan area.   

I turn now to the attachments to that advice.  The first attachment is a letter written by the Minister for Planning 
and Infrastructure to the Acting Director General of the Department for Planning and Infrastructure, which is 
dated 8 May 2002.  In the letter the minister states - 

I confirm my request that the Amendment to the Metropolitan Region Scheme to delete the Fremantle 
Eastern Bypass be considered and initiated . . .  
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I also request that the Department prepare a consultation strategy for the MRS and the City of 
Fremantle local town planning scheme amendments which will run concurrently.  I require the strategy 
to outline opportunities for media releases to coincide with various milestones . . .  

I require it to provide co-ordination between the MRS and local amendment advertising processes, 
identifying methods of advertising and affected parties to be notified.  This strategy should be prepared 
in close consultation with and have the agreement of the City of Fremantle.  

In most cases media releases are to be prepared in consultation with the City of Fremantle and, where 
appropriate, should be drafted as joint statements between myself and the Mayor.  

I support the suggestion that an information brochure be prepared which outlines the State Government 
objective to delete the Fremantle Eastern Bypass, summarises the information contained in the MRS 
and local scheme amendments and describes the amendment process and the opportunity and time 
period to make a submission.  I ask that this brochure be drafted in consultation with the City and that it 
include opening statements by myself and the Mayor.   

The second attachment, which is of even greater interest, comprises the background notes provided by the 
officers to the minister in connection with the Fremantle eastern bypass deletion proposal.  Given that the 
parliamentary secretary is listening with great interest, I draw his intention to paragraph 3.1, which reads -  

Local Impacts of the Fremantle Eastern Bypass   
The Fremantle Eastern Bypass would have been constructed as a 4-lane controlled access highway 
through the middle of these established residential areas.   

The opponents of the move have often stated that it would be a six-lane highway.  There is a big difference 
between a four-lane and a six-lane highway.  The background notes state that the plan is for a four-lane highway.  
It also refers to road network issues and how the route was planned to cater for some of the heavy traffic 
movements generated by the Fremantle port, and how it was to provide an alternative to existing north/south 
roads such as Cockburn, Hampton and Rockingham Roads and Carrington Street.  The document becomes more 
interesting over the page where it states that -  

The Fremantle Eastern Bypass had been forecast to carry traffic flows above 30,000 vehicles per day in 
2021.  About a third of this traffic was forecast to be diverted from Stock Road, with slightly less from 
Hampton Road and Carrington Street, and the remainder coming off other local roads in this area.  
Without the future construction of the Fremantle Eastern Bypass the existing road network will 
continue to face this forecast traffic demand.   

The document continues -  

Stock Road - Leach Highway - High Street is considered to be the most acceptable alternative route 
when the Fremantle Eastern Bypass is deleted.   

As an aside, if there is no Fremantle bypass then traffic must use High Street as the alternative route.  There is no 
other available avenue.   
The document further states that -  

This route can be upgraded to accommodate the forecast traffic volumes but it will still be about 2 
kilometres greater in length with steeper gradients and 1.5 to 2 minutes greater travel time than the 
route using Fremantle Eastern Bypass . . . 

So much for stopping pollution!  The document continues -  

The road upgrading that is expected to be appropriate includes upgrading of High Street to a six-lane 
highway between Stirling Highway and Carrington Street . . .  

That will occur in the absence of the Fremantle eastern bypass.  To continue -  

This upgrading is expected to result in Stock Road being attractive for about half of the traffic that was 
forecast to use the Bypass.  Additional traffic management would also be required on the local road 
network where the impact of forecast traffic volumes is considered unsatisfactory.  

Only half of the bypass traffic would use this route while the remainder would spill onto local roads.   
Fremantle residents are concerned about a range of issues, including removing traffic from local roads such as 
Hampton Road, Carrington Street, Cockburn Road and Rockingham Road.  They are also concerned about the 
future of High Street because advice suggests that we cannot put the traffic from the six lanes of Leach Highway 
- in addition to the growth in freight over the next 15 to 20 years that will occur on Leach Highway - onto the 
four lanes of High Street.  It has been recommended, in black and white, that we upgrade High Street to six 
lanes.  That upgrading, which would be necessary in the absence of the Fremantle eastern bypass, and the 
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minister’s actions on this issue will mean the destruction of homes, mature native trees and parts of two golf 
courses along High Street, Fremantle.  Hundreds of mature native trees would have to be removed.   

Hon Norman Moore:  Perhaps they will remove the netball courts.   

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  The netball courts are on this street, and we all know how many people play netball on 
these courts every weekend.   

In due course the City of Fremantle released an eight-page broadsheet.  The front page is devoted to comments 
by the mayor and the council.  Under the heading of “Key facts” it states -  

Utilising the existing road network, rather than building new roads, will significantly lessen the impact 
on local communities.  

As has been illustrated by qualified advice, that is rubbish.  The publication also states -  

Converting High and South Streets to six-lane roads is not planned, and never was. 
Again, that is rubbish.   

In view of the close liaison required between the council and the Gallop Government on the advertising 
announcements and general media releases that were referred to in the minister’s letter, in which she required 
certain things, it must be asked whether the Government caused the Fremantle council to spend substantial funds 
publishing a misleading broadsheet.  Either the council released the document knowing it to be false or the 
Government let the council publish the document knowing it to be false, or both.  I have a suspicion it might 
have been both.  More importantly - I hope the Leader of the House is listening to me; I am sure he is - the 
minister is apparently trying to bully public service officers into changing their advice to conform with ALP or 
her own policy.  We know that to be the case because of the information on the Transport Action Coalition web 
site.  I have produced the documents purporting to be the original advice, which was deemed to be not biased 
enough.  I have distributed copies and the parliamentary secretary can inform us whether they exist.  
Incidentally, they are not drafts, they are copies.  I believe I may have used the term “draft” in response to an 
interjection by Hon Graham Giffard.  However, they are copies.   

Presumably, months down the track, there has been some new advice.  I do not know if this is acceptable 
because we still have not seen the metropolitan region scheme amendment.  In that instance, I would like to 
know what is going on behind the scenes.  However, I am advised by reliable sources that new advice has been 
received.  The key changes in the new advice and the difference between the new and the old advice is that the 
controversial bits, which the minister did not want to hear about, have been taken out.  That will give truth to the 
allegations that I am making today.  Of course, the Government knows what the answers are.   

Hon Kim Chance:  You used the pejorative term “bully”.  Certainly a Government, through its ministers, has a 
right to see that its agencies deliver on government policy.  

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  That leads me to my next point; that is, that the Australian Labor Party may be in 
government, but its party policy is not the law until this Parliament says it is the law.  In pursuit of that, the 
Government can claim it has mandates to do this and that, but its policy does not become law until this 
Parliament says so.  

Hon Kim Chance:  The point I was trying to make is that ministers, including myself, frequently put across their 
own points of view on policy matters within their portfolios.  I would rather that you did not call it bullying.  I do 
not think that is what it is. 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  That is exactly what needs to be explored.  I will proceed to put my points to the 
Leader of the House and then perhaps he can respond.   

I put it to this House and to the Leader of the House as a member and a minister, that to require that the public 
service adopt ALP policy without the consent of Parliament is administrative unlawfulness.  That is a 
cumbersome term that I borrowed from Professor Leslie Marchant, a prominent commentator on the processes 
and excesses of the WA Inc years, among other things.  From time to time the Leader of the House and other 
ministerial colleagues sit at this committee table with their advisers and we rely on, through them, the advice that 
is received.  In the course of doing that we will disagree on a range of matters and put forward the many and 
varied hues of public opinion this Parliament is here to reflect.  However, in certain matters of fact such as how 
deep is that harbour, how long is that road or how many dollars have been allocated to this program, we must 
know the precise answer.  We rely on that information and where the Leader of the House or his other ministerial 
colleagues get it from.  If the Leader of the House and his colleagues in government accept the standard of 
behaviour from this minister that I am highlighting, how can this Parliament rely on the advice that the Leader of 
the House gives us in future situations?  It is an important point on which we should reflect.  
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Hon Kim Chance:  I thought you were referring to matters of policy.  

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  Yes, okay.  

Hon Graham Giffard:  With regard to the issues that you have identified, are you saying that the advice received 
has been contradicted by the minister? 
Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  What else are we meant to conclude from the documents that I have reported to the 
House? 
Hon Graham Giffard:  Are you referring to the document that you quoted from today? 
Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  There is that document, but that is further evidence of what is going on.  On that point, 
and with the limited time that I have available, I will draw together those several threads.   

This minister, and in that sense the Government, has an agenda to do things that it should not do but that it has 
promised a local action group it will do, in order to win votes, by hook or by crook.  When this Government 
receives inconvenient advice from its professional public servants, it tries to get that advice changed; it is trying 
to turn night into day and black into white.  As I pointed out in my exchange across the House with the Leader of 
the House, that is not on.  Ministers that try to do that should be brought to book, not least because of the 
massive effect it will have across the entire south metropolitan region if this Government continues to arbitrarily 
delete the Fremantle eastern bypass - by hook or by crook - without knowing what it will put in its place, all of 
which is against the advice received by this Government.  

The Transport Action Coalition is pulling the Government’s strings on this issue.  That group knew all about the 
documents and the advice being corrected to show what was, in the minister’s view, the correct version.  How do 
we know that?  We know it from the group’s own web site.  It was so proud that it was an insider, it could not 
help but tell us on its web site.  Subsequent to that we have found the documents that prove this was happening.  
This is the same group that associates itself with the deliberate destruction of property, if necessary, as a means 
of getting its way when it does not want a road built.  It is the web site sponsored by Hon Jim Scott, a foundation 
member of the Transport Action Coalition.  How did this group know that the public service’s impartial 
professional advice was being tampered with and changed at the minister’s whim?  The Government told it what 
it was doing.  That is how cocky this Government is.  That is how contemptuous this Government is of the right, 
proper and lawful processes that should be exercised by a Government of Western Australia.  Clearly, there is a 
need for a review by a committee.  Clearly, and in denial of the assertions by the Government and the Greens 
(WA) that everything is all right and we have the whole story, this House does not have the whole story.  This 
House and the public should be able to get the whole story otherwise the vested interests, which pull the 
Government’s strings, will have their way and the rest of the south metropolitan region from High Street, 
Fremantle through to Leach Highway, Wilson can go to blazes.  That is not an attitude that is sustainable. 
On behalf of the members on this side of the House, I maintain that my constituents in the south metropolitan 
region, whether they live in High Street, Fremantle or anywhere else across the region, should not be treated in 
this way.  I applaud the Leader of the Opposition who has shown statesmanlike initiative in moving this 
amendment and I warmly support it. 
HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [4.18 pm]:  I support the amendment moved by Hon Norman 
Moore.  As a local member I will add to the comments of my colleague, Hon Simon O’Brien, and reiterate the 
importance of this major change to the metropolitan regional scheme being referred to the Standing Committee 
on Public Administration and Finance.  This committee has the responsibility to examine the agencies that have 
caused this change to occur and that have aided and abetted the minister in making a major change to the whole 
Perth transport system.  However, in particular, the change will affect the residents who live in the south 
metropolitan region.  I remind the House of what Main Roads was planning to do with the Fremantle eastern 
bypass.  My colleague, Hon Simon O’Brien, has clearly enunciated the reasons we on this side of the House 
believe that this political decision to favour the member for Fremantle will unleash a huge unplanned, chaotic 
regime of road infrastructure and transport issues for the south metropolitan region.  It will not only cause chaos 
and stress to those people living along the routes that will experience the increased traffic that will merge off the 
existing part of Roe Highway and filter through the suburbs from Booragoon to Willagee and South Fremantle, 
but it will also impact on the economic future of this State and it will affect the transport of goods and services 
throughout the metropolitan area and to and from the port.  The Standing Committee on Public Administration 
and Finance should examine the issue in detail to determine the realistic figures.  We must get real about this 
issue.  What are we talking about when we talk about the proposed Fremantle eastern bypass?  In August 2000, 
Main Roads clearly said in a document on the proposed bypass that it would be a 3.9-kilometre long four-lane 
controlled-access highway. 
Hon Jim Scott:  Where would it go? 
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Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I am about to describe which route it was proposed to take.  If Hon Jim Scott, who 
claims to be concerned about roads and regional issues, does not know which route it was intended to take, he 
might ask the people who have attended the many meetings that have been held in his region.  This route has 
been planned for approximately 30 years and has been the subject of widespread community consultation and 
debate.  

The Public Administration and Finance Committee should examine the designated length of the proposed 
Fremantle bypass planned by the coalition Government, which has now been carelessly thrown to the wind to 
suit the political agenda of Fremantle MLA, Hon Jim McGinty.  That proposed route was to carry 46 000 
vehicles a day, which is a lot of cars.  As much as Hon Jim Scott in fairyland whimsy might believe they will 
disappear if freight is carried on trains, B-doubles or whatever, and as much as the Opposition supports public 
`transport, the people of Perth will not stop driving their cars.  It was estimated that by 2021, the proposed 
Fremantle eastern bypass would accommodate 46 000 cars a day.  A similar volume of traffic is carried on some 
of Perth’s other major routes.  In 2000, when Main Roads released this document, approximately 35 000 cars a 
day used Stirling Highway.  

The Public Administration and Finance Committee should also examine closely the nature of the proposed 
bypass.  A great deal of mythical information is circulating to convince people in the vicinity that it would not 
have been built in the form that was originally planned.  The proposed bypass, which I said was to be a four-lane 
controlled-access highway estimated to be 3.9 kilometres long, was to be built below existing ground level, 
where practical in residential areas, to minimise impact. 

Hon Jim Scott obviously does not appreciate that from where High Street in Fremantle joins Stirling Highway 
through to White Gum Valley, it was to be built below existing ground level to minimise noise and visual impact 
in a way similar to that in which West Coast Highway was built through Swanbourne where Servetus Street 
existed.  The noise is minimal on both sides of that highway.  Works were to include street lighting, landscaping, 
noise walls, retaining walls and safety barriers.  It was also to include a dual-use pedestrian and cycle path the 
length of the proposed bypass, a pedestrian underpass and three overpasses to allow for pedestrian traffic, which 
would have provided safety for children from the White Gum Valley Primary School.  I am sure Hon Jim Scott 
is aware of the location of that school.  

The proposed bypass would have had regional road status and formed a vital part of the network.  Regional roads 
are designed to link major activity areas within the region, such as major industrial and commercial centres, 
ports, airports and residential areas.  The bypass was to have had two traffic-light controlled intersections, no 
driveway access and a maximum speed limit of 80 kilometres an hour.  I am sure that the alternative route, 
referred to by opposition members who represent that region from Stirling Highway to High Street and Stock 
Road, contains many traffic lights.  The main reason trucks continue to use Cockburn Road to service those areas 
is that drivers of big trucks do not like stopping at traffic lights.  Two light-controlled intersections had been 
proposed for the Fremantle bypass, no driveway access and a maximum speed limit of 80 kilometres an hour.  

To do this issue justice, the Public Administration and Finance Committee would be wise to examine carefully 
what the proposed bypass would achieve.  In the public interest, the committee should consider traffic movement 
not only in the whole of the South West Metropolitan Region but also in and around the northern suburbs from 
where a high level of industry services the south of Fremantle and Perth.  The cartage of industrial and 
construction equipment for that purpose should be taken into account in addition to the traffic that services the 
port.  The bypass was planned to remove tens of thousands of motor cars, trucks and semitrailers from local 
roads in Fremantle and Cockburn.  If the bypass were linked to Roe Highway, the major traffic would use Roe 
Highway, which would remove tens of thousands of cars, trucks, large B-doubles and huge semitrailers from the 
southern streets that link Leach Highway and feeder roads, which, under the present plan, will disperse that 
traffic onto local roads.  In this day and age, there is no justification for people who have chosen to live in those 
suburbs to suffer the effects of thousands of cars and trucks wending their way through their residential areas.  

Indeed, apart from benefiting Fremantle, which is why it is called the proposed Fremantle eastern bypass - it 
would have passed to the east of Fremantle - 

Hon Jim Scott:  It was proposed to go through the centre of Fremantle. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Hon Jim Scott claims that it was proposed to go through the centre of Fremantle.  He 
has an office around the corner from mine that is in the centre of Fremantle.  Either his geography is very poor or 
his memory is non-existent. 

Hon Jim Scott:  It goes right past areas like Beaconsfield and White Gum Valley. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  They are not in the centre of Fremantle. 

Hon Jim Scott:  Yes, they are. 
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Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  If I were referring to the centre of London, Berlin, or Paris I would not be talking 
about suburbs 10 kilometres away.  I mean the main centre; that is, the hive of activity of an industrial and tourist 
centre.  That is what I mean when I talk about the eastern bypass.  The Fremantle eastern bypass was intended to 
bypass central Fremantle and take all the traffic from there efficiently, rapidly and economically. 

Hon Jim Scott interjected. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Yes, I have decided that sums do not mean much to the Greens (WA).   

Hon Jim Scott interjected. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  No, I do not.  I mean economically so that the farmers of Western Australia can take 
their sheep and cattle from Kewdale, Baldivis and Gingin - places about which Hon Jim Scott knows nothing.  I 
am talking about the main routes that carry sheep and cattle into the port for export.  I am talking about major 
arterial roads that carry exports and the imports that come from containers on the ships. 

The Standing Committee on Public Administration and Finance must focus on what the bypass will achieve.  In 
addition to removing thousands of motor vehicles and trucks from residential areas, it will provide a vital north-
south link to Perth’s regional road networks and increase the efficiency of commercial freight transit to and from 
the port of Fremantle. 

Hon Jim Scott:  Will it? 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  It will indeed; the Fremantle Port Authority would agree with that.  As I said earlier, 
the Public Administration and Finance Committee would be wise to look at the latest port report on the increase 
in containerisation and how many containers it would like to get off the roads and onto trains.  If that can be 
achieved, 82 per cent of the traffic will continue to use the road network.  The bypass would, therefore, increase 
the efficiency of the freight network and substantially reduce vehicle operating costs for the next 30 years.  The 
Public Administration and Finance Committee must examine the efficiency of operating vehicles in the context 
of the entire public transport infrastructure. 

I mentioned earlier the alternative Stock Road route; the deterrent to trucks travelling along that road is the 
number of stop signs, the camber of the road and the fact that trucks use more fuel and emit more exhaust fumes 
every time they stop.  The bypass would also reduce vehicle accident costs and business and commercial travel 
time, which is very important to the economy of industries involved in moving goods around this State.  It would 
reduce existing and future traffic noise, vibration, congestion and travel time on roads from areas south of 
Fremantle to the northern suburbs and the inner harbour.  I have talked about that at length; however the issue 
must be reviewed.  I believe the public deserves a proper analysis of the decision to get rid of the Fremantle 
eastern bypass.  The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure appears to be out of control, running around 
selecting people for a transport congress committee who will agree to get rid of the bypass, some selected only if 
they are card-carrying members of the Labor Party. 

The issue ultimately comes down to the fact that there must be a plan for transport infrastructure in this State, 
particularly around our major port in Fremantle.  There is a need to reduce vehicular traffic in residential areas, 
and a great need to consider seriously complying with proper road planning.  We must have in place a 
hierarchical system for sound road planning for major freeways, major highways and arterial roads.  As such, 
there must be hierarchical clarity in the planning and usage of roads, so that people know the speed limits and the 
goods that can be carried on those roads.  That is important in proper planning. 

It is also important that the Public Administration and Finance Committee from a planning perspective review 
the decision by the Government to delete the Fremantle eastern bypass.  I believe that is the proper committee to 
inquire into this matter because a number of government agencies in the past have put a lot of work into planning 
and financing.  The planning process must always precede the work of Main Roads or the Western Australian 
Government Railways Commission.  That cannot be done overnight and it should not be done in the ad hoc way 
that Hon Jim Scott and others have suggested to the House.  Where would we be if all our transport 
infrastructure planning were done in an ad hoc way and was altered every few years?   

It is of paramount importance to recognise that the transport of goods and services through Fremantle port is 
increasing, and that it is a highly efficient port in need of an efficient transport system to bring goods to and from 
the port.  Vehicles do not, and should not, be travelling through Fremantle to industrial areas both north and 
south of Fremantle; that is why the Fremantle eastern bypass was planned. 

However, of most concern to me is that the Public Administration and Finance Committee could, in a short time, 
square off with the agencies on their alternative plan.  There is currently no alternative to the eastern bypass.  
Lifting the reservation to appease a few people in Fremantle is not a wise decision.  Members know that it is a 
politically motivated decision because Hon Jim McGinty maintains that he won the seat of Fremantle on this 
issue.  
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Hon Kim Chance:  Are you sure he said that he won the seat of Fremantle on this issue? 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  He claims that his win was partly as a result of this issue.  He made that major 
commitment at the Fremantle by-election and when he first ran for the seat of Fremantle.   

Hon Barry House interjected. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Yes, indeed, it was.   

Hon Graham Giffard:  It was one of the very many attractive policies that he devised. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I do not maintain it was the sole platform.  I said that was when he introduced it as 
party policy; that is, to lift the reservation.  However, the coalition Government put it back in place on advice of 
good planning in Main Roads and their agencies.  One of the biggest errors of this minister’s ways is that she is 
being rushed into lifting this reservation by way of a major amendment without an appropriate alternative being 
in place.  People in Booragoon, Willagee, South Lakes and all those suburbs between the Roe Highway 
extension 7 and Stock Road will be faced with the prospect of thousands of huge trucks and cars carrying goods 
and services through their residential streets.  Alternatively, Leach Highway will be widened from its current 
four-lane highway - my colleague mentioned this earlier - to join Stirling Highway over the Stirling Bridge.  
That will affect all the houses along High Street, which is currently a four-lane highway that leads into Leach 
Highway.  Hundreds of young girls play netball there on Saturday mornings, and the parents who bring those 
young girls to netball park their cars on the road reserve across the road next to the golf course.  There are two 
golf courses in that area and already balls are hit across the highway, which bothers the local people.  That is the 
existing highway that joins Leach Highway.  It is designated to become six lanes.  People who are living along 
High Street and Leach Highway, and in all of those new suburbs including Murdoch and those serviced by those 
sets of traffic lights, do not want it to become a freeway; it is a highway not a freeway.  I refer to my statement 
that proper infrastructure planning for roads and railways - but roads in particular - involves a hierarchical 
system and it is within the knowledge and intelligence of road planners to ensure that cities are serviced in a way 
that a road network services the traffic that uses it.  In that way, the road network will not only provide a fast, 
efficient and economical use of the roads but also take into account people living on residential roads.  That is 
the reason the hierarchical system of road planning determines - or it ought to - the speed zones; that is, 40-
kilometre-an-hour zones for residential streets, and higher speeds on major arterial roads that service those 
residential streets and on highways and freeways.   

The plan for the Fremantle eastern bypass was that it would be a link with Roe Highway.  The Government has 
decided not to fund stage 8 of Roe Highway.  I admit there are problems with Roe 8; we are all very conscious of 
them.  Forty years ago there was not the respect for the lake system in that area that there is now and as there 
ought to be.  We have to come up with an engineering solution for those fragile lakes that is acceptable and that 
will take the road over - by bridges - or around it.  The plan still exists for that route to be completed and to join 
the Fremantle eastern bypass.  As I have said, truck drivers have come up with a range of concerns if the plan 
were to link with Stock Road.   

I have tried to establish this afternoon that major and important planning, economic and environmental issues 
need to be addressed by the Standing Committee on Public Administration and Finance.  The public of Western 
Australia deserves this to be scrutinised very carefully in an impartial way by a parliamentary committee rather 
than the meetings that have been held out in the suburbs from which most people have been excluded; that is, 
unless one is a card-carrying member of the Labor Party.  I will not name the person, but somebody came up to 
me and said that he joined the Labor Party so he could get to those meetings.   

Hon Louise Pratt:  I do not know about those meetings.  I have not been to any such meetings.  

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I am not saying every card-carrying member of the Labor Party was included.  That 
was not the point I was making.  I said certain categories of community representation could be at those 
meetings only if they were Labor Party cardholders.   

Hon Louise Pratt:  Which meetings were you talking about?   

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I am not saying that every Labor Party cardholder was at those meetings.  

Hon Graham Giffard:  That is mischief making. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I am talking about a series of meetings that were termed the freight congress that met 
over the weekends of July, August and September. 

Hon Graham Giffard:  Are you saying that all the people who attended are members of the Labor Party? 
Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Hon Graham Giffard does not listen.  I said that certain categories of people who 
were chosen to attend had to be Labor Party cardholders.  
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Hon Graham Giffard interjected.  
Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  They included councillors.   
I support this amendment.  The Western Australian public deserves to have this scrutinised thoroughly.  The 
Parliament must consider these important issues; it must come up with something that will at least offer an 
alternative to a major infrastructure network that is badly needed in Western Australia and that is based on good 
planning.  If it had not been based on good planning in the first place I would perhaps have looked at it 
differently.  However, many people in the community have come to me and said that this nonsense the minister 
is going on with contravenes every element of good planning.  It is setting community against community, 
neighbour against neighbour and council against council.  The Labor Party ought to be very concerned about that 
because it is creating huge discord in the community.  It is not good for any community to have a Government 
leading with a policy that makes major changes in which a few people will be unaffected but the majority will be 
affected.  In this case there are five remaining houses on the Fremantle eastern bypass in private ownership and 
the others are derelict.  Those people in that region have accepted that that is the roadway.   
Hon Jim Scott:  You have obviously never talked to them.  

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I have had members of the Transport Action Coalition and others in my office a 
number of times.  

Hon Jim Scott:  This is not only about members of TRAC.  

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  When this issue first came up some years ago, I had meetings with a huge number of 
people in the community.  I could name people who have worked with me in years gone by on kindergarten 
committees who came to me on this issue.  

Hon Jim Scott:  I wonder why they were planning the housing cooperative on that route?   

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I do not know.  Maybe they thought that if they built houses on it government would 
never build the roadway.   

I want to mention one of the myths that is being put around, which concerns Clontarf Hill.  I will go back to the 
document that Main Roads produced in 2000 to clarify for colleagues in the Chamber that the road will pass 
through Clontarf Hill using a cut-and-cover tunnel technique.  The report states that the Clontarf Hill option 
provides an efficient route for the bypass while rehabilitating the natural vegetation and landfall.  The hill will be 
replanted with native vegetation.  That is probably one of the most significant localised environmental issues of 
concern.  Main Roads came up with an acceptable solution to preserve Clontarf Hill, which this Government is 
planning to sell off for residential purposes despite its being such a precious area that Main Roads carefully 
planned the way the Fremantle eastern bypass would go through there.   

I support the move to refer this matter to the Public Administration and Finance Committee.  I hope that I have 
set out clearly the reasons we should be analysing this in a parliamentary committee, producing a quick report 
and having it put out in the public arena.  I support the amendment.   

HON LOUISE PRATT (East Metropolitan) [4.48 pm]:  I reject the amendment and the substantive motion into 
holding an inquiry of this House into the Fremantle eastern bypass.  I am pleased that it is the Government’s 
intention to delete the Fremantle eastern bypass from the metropolitan region scheme.   

Our values on transport issues have changed.  The Fremantle eastern bypass and Roe Highway 8 are outdated 
plans.  We need to impose contemporary values.   

Hon Norman Moore:  Do you know what is the community support for the highway? 

Hon LOUISE PRATT:  No; I do not, but I represent my constituents in my electorate.  Stage 7 of Roe Highway 
runs along the boundary of my electorate and I am very closely involved with the process through the local 
impact committee about the potential impacts on local residents. 

Hon Barbara Scott:  What do local impact groups feel the impacts will be?  Are they concerned about the 
impacts? 

Hon LOUISE PRATT:  They are very concerned about the impacts of stage 7. 

Hon Barbara Scott:  Are they concerned about the increase in the number of trucks and cars? 

Hon LOUISE PRATT:  In respect of stage 7? 

Hon Barbara Scott:  Yes; are the impact groups you meet with not concerned? 

Hon LOUISE PRATT:  I am not meeting with impact groups; I am meeting with the community.  Of course they 
are concerned. 
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Hon Barbara Scott:  What resolutions are they proposing? 

Hon LOUISE PRATT:  The people along the existing route have many concerns.  We are working with them. 

Hon Barbara Scott:  The existing route of the Fremantle eastern bypass? 
Hon LOUISE PRATT:  The local impact committee is looking at the alignment of all the different roads.  We are 
currently looking at the existing alignment of stage 7. 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  Please remind the House of which section of Roe Highway is represented by stage 7. 
Hon LOUISE PRATT:  It is the section from the freeway that goes through Murdoch. 
The PRESIDENT:  Hon Derrick Tomlinson is now better informed! 
Hon LOUISE PRATT:  I am more than happy to engage in this sort of debate. 
Hon Barbara Scott:  What impacts are people concerned about? 
Hon LOUISE PRATT:  We are looking very closely at the potential impact of the alignment on local residents.  
We will conduct the same holistic assessment for the whole of the transport corridor.  We are employing many 
new methodologies. 
Hon Norman Moore:  That is Labor Party spin doctoring! 

Hon LOUISE PRATT:  No, it is very practical. 

Hon Norman Moore:  Are you saying that 4 000 more trucks each day will not make any difference? 

Hon LOUISE PRATT:  The answer is not just to build a bigger and better road so that people can go straight 
through the middle of everything!  The answer is to have a holistic policy that deals with all the different layers 
of transport policy.  We have policies to put more freight on rail.  Obviously, people will have to look at the 
potential impacts on local residents with respect to that. 

Hon Barbara Scott:  I am interested in what local people are telling you the impact on them will be by not 
building stage 8. 

Hon LOUISE PRATT:  Very few concerns have been raised during the current consultations on stage 7 about 
not building stage 8.  I cannot recall having spoken to anyone about that at this stage of our consultations. 

Hon Norman Moore:  You have not got to where the problem is yet!  Keep moving west and you will see. 

Hon LOUISE PRATT:  We will have an ongoing dialogue with everyone sited on the various transport 
corridors.  It is happening in a more holistic way than before; there is more community consultation.  As 
someone involved in the freight network review, I reject the arbitrary statement that people had to be members of 
the Labor Party to get to the table. 

Hon Barbara Scott:  I did not say that. 

Hon LOUISE PRATT:  The member made a very generic statement.   

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order, members! 

Hon LOUISE PRATT:  Random research sampling was conducted on people living on various parts of Leach 
Highway, South Street, people who lived on the proposed Fremantle eastern bypass, and people in the wider 
metropolitan region.  They were asked how these transport issues would affect them.  People from local 
government, community groups and interested members of the public were questioned. 

Hon Barbara Scott:  Have their concerns been prioritised? 

Hon LOUISE PRATT:  Yes, absolutely.  The freight network review held a dynamic exercise with community 
input.  Community values were projected onto the Government’s transport plan.  It is not something that has 
been arbitrarily imposed by planners on the community, as it was done 50 years ago. 

Hon Barbara Scott:  Have their concerns on the impacts been prioritised? 

Hon LOUISE PRATT:  Yes.  It is a multilayer impact.  We have to be concerned about the noise impacts from 
traffic.  We also have to be concerned about putting large roads through wetlands.  We must be able to get from 
A to B in a way that minimises greenhouse emissions.  Many layers of criteria are being looked at.  The issues 
are being very well resolved through current processes. 

Hon Norman Moore:  That is what the Labor Party said in Cunningham!  It said it was looking after the interests 
of all the people - and was thrown out the door! 

Hon LOUISE PRATT:  Yes.  I am quite certain that we will not be thrown out the door. 
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Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order, members!  We are getting away from the proposed amendment.  Members must 
address the proposed amendment. 

Hon LOUISE PRATT:  I am certain that the Labor Party’s record of opposing the Fremantle eastern bypass and 
developing more sustainable methods of transport by interacting with the community - and not inquiring into this 
in the House - will prove effective.  I am committed to spending my time working with local communities on 
these issues and not through parliamentary processes.  I am more committed to working in the community, and 
that is where I am spending my time.  I believe firmly that the Labor Party will be rewarded electorally for doing 
so. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
 


