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LEACH HIGHWAY AND SOUTH STREET, TRUCK BAN ANNOUNCEMENTS 
Urgency Motion 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon John Cowdell):  I received the following letter this morning - 

Dear Mr President 

I hereby give notice that at this day’s sitting I intend to move the following motion pursuant to Standing 
Order 72: 

“That the Council consider as a matter of urgency whether the Gallop government has sought to deceive 
the public by its “truck ban on Leach Highway and South Street” announcements of February 2005.” 

Yours sincerely 

Simon O’Brien 
Member for South Metropolitan Region 

The member will require the support of four members in order to move the motion. 

[At least four members rose in their places.] 

HON SIMON O’BRIEN (South Metropolitan) [3.50 pm]:  I move the motion.  Published on the Internet was 
a story that came to me in the past day or so.  It is about a chap who is described in the story as a politician.  This 
politician died and in due course presented at the Pearly Gates, where he was received in the traditional way by 
St Peter.  St Peter had to work out what he should do with the politician.  St Peter told the politician that the 
options were that he could go to either heaven or hell.  The politician said that he would much rather go to 
heaven.  St Peter said that he was terribly sorry but that there were procedures, it being a permanent decision that 
would last for eternity.  He said that he must be satisfied that the politician had made the decision on reasonable 
grounds.  St Peter told the politician that he would have a 24-hour trial in each place so that he could make an 
informed decision about where he wanted to be.  He said that first off the politician would be going to hell.  The 
politician then descended to hell on an escalator.  He was met on his arrival by a scene of a beautiful golf course 
where he was greeted and welcomed by many of his departed friends.  He was a keen golfer and had a great 
game of golf on the magnificent course.  They kicked on to the nineteenth hole.  The devil himself hosted a 
function for him at which a great time was had by all.  He was a terrific host.  The ex-politician thought that he 
was not such a bad bloke.  Such a good time was had that the 24 hours soon passed.  He was collected and told 
that he would now have to try heaven.  He went up the escalator and arrived in heaven where he found a place of 
great serenity, contentment and comfort.  All was quiet, apart from people playing harps in reflective mood.  It 
was not bad at all.  When that 24 hours was over, he was again approached and asked for his decision.  He said 
that he was surprised but he would have to say that he would like to spend his time in hell.  He went down the 
escalator again.  When the doors opened at the bottom of the escalator he found that the golf course had gone.  
He was met with a wasteland and his friends dressed in rags, picking up rubbish and the scant remains of the 
previous day.  He said that there seemed to be some mistake.  The devil put his arm around him and told him 
there was no mistake, and that when he was there the previous day, they were in campaign mode, but that on this 
morning he had voted and this is what he was stuck with - this was the reality. 

Prior to the election on 26 February, an issue south of the river was the biggest issue that we had seen for some 
time.  It relates to the quantity of traffic, the volume and mix of different types of vehicle on the highways south 
of the river, particularly on South Street and Leach Highway.  The issue is about the mass, use and speed of the 
vehicles and the consequences accruing to communities south of the river, the circumstances of which I have 
raised in this house before.  The consequences being visited on the southern suburbs result in increasingly 
dysfunctional levels of traffic because of the type, volume and diversity of vehicle.  Heavy freight vehicles are 
being mixed in with ordinary passenger vehicles because of the government’s recalcitrance over accepting 
proper planning principles and its failure to proceed with the Roe Highway, and the consequences flowing from 
that inaction.  It is no secret to anyone in this house that this was an issue of some moment in the South 
Metropolitan Region during the recent election, nowhere more so than in the seat of Riverton.  It is very hard to 
say what led to the final result in the seat of Riverton. 

Hon Ken Travers:  A good local member helped. 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  We will see about that in due course.  Some interesting issues worked for and against 
each of the major parties during the final week.  One of the key issues, quite apart from those matters, was heavy 
freight and whether the people in the seat of Riverton were being well served by the sitting member, who had the 
view that the people of Riverton did not seem to understand what was good for them in road freight 
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management.  Of course, many people were offended by that attitude.  This issue was very much in play during 
the final weeks of the last Parliament. 

During the final week of the election campaign, I received a copy of the local Riverton newspaper.  I am a 
resident of Riverton and have been in that locality for 20 years.  The newspaper reported on a media release from 
Premier Gallop dated 22 February 2005 and headed “Labor’s plan to take heavy vehicles off Leach Highway”.   

It reads - 
Premier Geoff Gallop has outlined a fully costed and carefully planned proposal to manage freight 
traffic in Perth’s southern suburbs. 

We will see just how carefully planned it was.  We will find out in a few minutes if the government’s idea of 
careful planning involves any consultation with industry professionals, such as the Transport Forum WA, and if 
it involves any form of consultation with the drivers and the union that represents them.  Dr Gallop’s media 
release also spoke of how the government would spend an additional $16.25 million on improvements to road 
intersections and so on.  Of that $16.25 million, $15 million was for the Leach Highway-Orrong Road 
improvements, which would have happened anyway.  As we will see, from this government’s point of view there 
is nothing wrong with rebadging money and announcing all over again that it is re-spending money that it has 
not spent in the first place.   

Another line that caught my eye in the media release was the remark attributed to the Premier, “This is a real 
solution - not just a line on a map.”  What is the marvellous solution and not just a line on a map to which the 
Premier was referring?  The information came through my letterbox and many others in the Canning Times issue 
of 22 February 2005 with the front page story “Freight truck ban”, mirroring the sentiments that have been 
expressed in the Premier’s media release, which had been embargoed until that morning.  That is how much 
careful planning had gone into it.  All the planning was about releasing this bit of information at the last moment 
to try to influence people, but without giving them the real and full story and the truth.  That in itself shows 
something about the way in which this government conducts business, how it conducted business in its last term 
and how it will conduct business in this Parliament.  Further on in the newspaper one can see an example of the 
Premier’s saying, “This is a real solution - not just a line on a map.”  The supposed freight route shown on the 
map in the newspaper, which is supposed to carry freight trucks, is anything but a simple line on a map; it makes 
a broad diversion around every aspect of this once marginal seat that the government is concerned about, diverts 
the traffic back onto the Kwinana Freeway northbound during the peak hour and then diverts it back into the 
seats of Alfred Cove, Willagee and Fremantle, which clearly do not need more traffic.  They do not get special 
treatment, but the seat of Riverton apparently does; or does it?  I received on the previous night to the 22 
February a DL-sized card, which I am holding as I address the chamber.  This glossy card’s production costs 
were obviously high.  On the card, superimposed on a picture of a truck, are the words - 

BANNED ON LEACH HWY AND SOUTH ST   
Geoff Gallop will ban trucks on Leach Hwy and South St   

Those are the words - no more, no less.  On the back of the card it states -  
Tony McRae and Geoff Gallop - Building a better future for Riverton 

Good on them!  On the back of the card also is the universal symbol for banning or prohibiting something; that 
is, a red circle with a red diagonal line through it, which is superimposed on the symbol of a truck.  The words 
next to it state -   

People in our community want heavy traffic off our roads - and Tony McRae is delivering.   
A Labor government will legislate to ban trucks on Leach Highway and South Street in Riverton.  They 
will be forced to travel on Roe Highway, where they belong.   

It is a pity that the government is not building Roe Highway to where it needs to go, because at the moment the 
trucks cannot go there, which is why they have to take this silly route.  The card continues -  

This means that next year there will be no heavy trucks on Leach Highway and South Street.   
Only Labor will deliver no heavy trucks on Leach Highway and South Street.   

There is also a picture on the back of the card of lady with a pram and so on.  I will come back to the card in a 
moment.   

Let us now look at the reaction that this announcement received from some of the stakeholder groups that I 
mentioned earlier.  The Transport Forum WA via a media statement by Debra Goostrey, its chief executive 
officer, said in part -  
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The road transport industry reacted with astonishment to the announcement . . .  
“This is an obvious knee jerk reaction to protect the Labor candidate’s seat of Riverton,” said Debra 
Goostrey, CEO of Transport Forum, WA’s peak road transport industry association.   
“It does not solve any of the issues in relation to congestion on Leach Highway west of the Freeway and 
directly conflicts with the 6 point plan which the Minister has promoted as the solution.”   

Perhaps this is the seventh point in the six-point plan.  This is policy made on the run.  It continues -  
Currently there is no detail for the policy including alternative routes and when this policy is to be 
introduced.   
“The flier by Tony McRae says that trucks will be banned.  This is absurd.  This would mean no fuel 
deliveries to any outlet in Riverton, no trucks delivering goods and effectively will prevent bricks being 
delivered for home building or renovation,” said Ms Goostrey.  “If all trucks were banned businesses in 
Riverton may as well close their doors now.”   

“It is more likely that the Labor policy flier is talking about removal of “permit vehicles” those over 19 
metres, or over-height or mass” said Ms Goostrey.   
“The consequences of this move are catastrophic.” . . . Some operators indicated that they would 
increase their use of “as of rights” which are single trailer to avoid the congestion on the Freeway.  This 
could actually push up truck numbers through Riverton by 20% to 40% in peak hours.   
. . .  
The heavy vehicle industry has complained long and bitterly about the lack of understanding by the 
Government about the movement of freight in Perth.  This is just another typical example.   

That is what we have been saying all along, and that is what the Transport Forum says.   

An interesting comment is found in The Wheel, the publication of the Transport Workers Union.  Page 5 of the 
autumn 2005 issue, headed “Riverton Dog-Leg”, states - 

‘Truck ban on Leach Highway is not the answer’, says Jim McGiveron. 
With the election now fading in people’s short memories, truckies have been left to ponder the prospect 
of the proposed Leach Highway detour onto the Kwinana Freeway.   
Although the so-called ‘truck ban’ isn’t due to come into play until December 2006 the TWU intends 
wasting no time in spelling out its concerns on the issue to Premier Gallop. 

I wonder whether it has done that, because it certainly wasted a bit of time at the outset.  It continued -   

The dog leg around the Riverton electorate was hatched and presented to us in the last week of the 
election campaign.   
It put the union in a rather difficult position.   
With John Howard in control of both houses of federal parliament, the last thing we needed was to have 
the anti-union Liberals in power here too.   
Leach Highway is not just a problem for nearby residents, it’s also a pain in the arse for truckies.   
The road is far too congested and truck drivers have to contend with nightmarish conditions getting 
from Kewdale to Fremantle Port and back. 
But the Kwinana Freeway detour is not the answer.  There has to be a better way.   
Why should our members be forced to pull onto the Freeway during peak morning and afternoon traffic 
to appease a few hundred swinging voters?   
. . .  
With the election out of the way the government must now take a fresh look at extending the Roe 
Highway west of the Freeway.   

I will return to that article.  We have seen that there was an absolute lack of consultation on this matter with any 
stakeholder, and that this was policy on the run.  Most importantly, and in accordance with the terms of my 
motion, this was an attempt by the Gallop government to deceive.  Why can it not play a straight bat on 
anything, whether it is about this matter or one vote, one value - 

Hon Ken Travers:  What is the deception? 
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Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  The deception is that there is no intention to ban trucks on Leach Highway.  We will 
see what the parliamentary secretary has to say about this when he says, “Oh no!  We are not going to ban 
trucks.  We are only banning B-doubles and road trains.”  That is what he is about to tell us - trucks over 19 
metres!  However, the card approved by the Australian Labor Party and sent to all voters has on it a little 
symbol - the truck with the red circle and the diagonal line superimposed over it - showing that trucks will be 
banned.  Is the government specifying what it will do or is it saying that every truck will be banned?  On the card 
is a universal symbol representing a small truck, not a B-double or a 19-metre plus truck.  This card shows the 
deceit of the Gallop government.  I wonder what the parliamentary secretary has to say in reply?   

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan - Parliamentary Secretary) [4.06 pm]:  We are back into our 
first urgency motion and I am sure that Hon Graham Giffard would feel a sense of deja vu.  The paradigm shift 
has not occurred for the other side.  It has lost two elections but it still goes on sticking to its love affair with 
trucks, not with rail.  One day the paradigm shift will fall, and members opposite will step up.  There has been no 
deception by this government.  If there was any deception during the last election, it was by members opposite 
who now talk about deception but did not get their election costings out until the Thursday before the election.  
Like in the past, those costings did not contain any detail, which are very important to this issue.  Members who 
have sat in this chamber for the past four years will have heard the members on the other side talk.  They will 
have read their press releases - I do not have time to go through them all but I refer to the ones in 2002 - and the 
speeches by Hon Barbara Scott and Hon Simon O’Brien in which they kept telling this house that the Liberal 
Party was going to build the Fremantle eastern bypass and Roe stage 8 in its first term of government.  On 17 
January, the Leader of the Opposition went out on Graham Kierath’s campaign and reiterated that if the coalition 
won the election, it would build the Fremantle eastern bypass and Roe stage 8 in its first term of government!   

Hon Simon O’Brien:  You don’t want to talk about the motion do you! 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  I am happy to talk about the motion because this is all interlinked.  The member will 
continue to go on and on about this matter because he has not moved on; he has not been through a paradigm 
shift.  The only paradigm shift he has gone through was when he tried out some comedy this morning, and that 
also failed, but he should not worry about it.   

Prompted, members opposite finally realised that they had to do something, and the day after the government 
announced its proposal to keep trucks off Leach and Roe Highways, they finally admitted that they had only 
$80 million in their budget, and that that would be in the last two years of their term.  Members opposite were 
not going to be able to build the Fremantle eastern bypass and Roe stage 8 in their first term.  In fact, with 
$80 million they were not even going to start the construction of it because this project will cost at least 
$210 million or $220 million, and that is the lowest cost estimate.  That estimate does not include Hon Barbara 
Scott’s tunnel through Clontarf Hill.  The member should read her speech - 

Hon Barbara Scott:  I am questioning the cost -  

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  It will cost $210 million.  As a simple exercise, Hon Barbara Scott should look at the 
map and Roe stage 7, which will cost $70 million; that is, Roe stage 7 that we are building and Roe stage 6 that 
we have built - the bits that her government never built.  She should count up how much it costs to build Roe 
stage 8 and the FEB, and she will then see that it will cost about four times as much. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  You spent $22 million on stages 6 and 7.  They are the figures.  The rest of it was paid by 
the feds.  Go back and have a look!  You don’t know what you’re talking about! 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  I notice that when members opposite made their announcement about the $80 million, 
they did it with John Howard.  However, they did not have any money from him for the project, so they cannot 
say that they were going to get money from John Howard to build it.  Those guys put in $80 million; that was all 
they were going to do.  The deception was that for four years that lot opposite sat in this place and told everyone 
in those suburbs that they were going to get on and build Roe stage 8 and the FEB.  At the rate the opposition 
planned to put money into it, it would have been built by around 2012.  The southern harbour will be built by 
then.  The opposition would have the traffic moving down to the southern harbour under those time lines.  
Maybe the opposition had no intention of building a southern harbour.  Maybe that is how it worked out its 
costings and deceived the people of these suburbs.  The building of Roe Highway allows traffic to be moved 
quickly and easily through to the Kwinana Freeway.  Why would the trucks not be encouraged to get off Leach 
Highway and South Street and use the new road that has been built?  

Hon Barbara Scott:  Where do they go after that? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  They go under the Kwinana Freeway, then up the Kwinana Freeway and along Leach 
Highway. 
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Hon Barbara Scott interjected. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  That is the only solution, and the member knows it.  That is why the opposition put in 
only $80 million.  The opposition is deceiving the public because they know that the Fremantle eastern bypass 
cannot be built.  The member knows it goes from nowhere to nowhere.  She knows also the environmental 
difficulties facing the development of Roe Highway stage 8. 

Hon Paddy Embry interjected. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  Hon Paddy Embry should read what the Environmental Protection Authority says about 
this road.  It will tell the member that in its opinion this road will meet environmental approvals only with great 
difficulty. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  You have not said one word about the so-called truck ban, and you have only three 
minutes left in which to speak. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  I am not sure what the deception is, apart from it being a figment of the member’s 
imagination.  I will not respond to every harebrained scheme that the member thinks up when he is alone at 
night.  He says that the government will not do what it said it would do; it is doing what it said it would do.  The 
only evidence of deception the member has provided is that he claims the government will not do what it said it 
would do.  It will do what it said it would do.  I do not know how many times I must say it. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Tell us what you will do. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  We will take off the trucks.  The member should read the Premier’s statement. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Are you going to take trucks off Leach Highway and South Street? 

The PRESIDENT:  Order, Hon Simon O’Brien has a right of reply after his first speech.  However, the middle 
section belongs to the member who is currently on his feet. 
Hon KEN TRAVERS:  Hon Simon O’Brien needs to read the Premier’s press release.  I notice that the member 
did not quote from that today, did he? 
Hon Simon O’Brien:  I did. 
Hon KEN TRAVERS:  That is what we are going to do.  I do not know how much clearer I can be for the 
member.  I cannot address what goes on in his mind.  I cannot address his fantasies.  The government will take 
heavy trucks from Leach Highway east of the freeway to Albany Highway, and from South Street east of the 
freeway to Roe Highway.  We will also take container traffic from South Street between Kwinana Freeway and 
Stock Road.  The Premier’s press release states -  

With the combination of Roe Highway-Kwinana Freeway link and the completion of the Southern 
Suburbs Rail line by the end of the next year, large articulated vehicles such as semi-trailers and road 
trains will not be permitted on these roads, except where they are required for local deliveries. 

That is what we will do.  That is what the Premier said in his press release we would do.  That is what will 
happen.  The only deception that occurred during the election relates to that fact that for four years the 
opposition came into this place and said it would build FEB and Roe Highway stage 8.  The day after the ALP 
made public its inspired policy to fix the problems facing residents of that section of Leach Highway and South 
Street, the opposition finally admitted that it had made provision for only $80 million for the unbuildable eastern 
Fremantle bypass and Roe Highway stage 8.  Those projects require minimum funding of $210 million, and Roe 
Highway stage 8 was said to be very difficult - if not impossible - to build because of environmental reasons.  
That is the deception that occurred during the last election.  The good thing to come from it is that the electors of 
Western Australia could tell who was deceiving whom.  They knew who were the deceivers.  It did not work for 
the opposition.  As the new Deputy Leader of the Opposition, Hon Simon O’Brien had better lift his game if he 
wants to be on the government benches.  The member has four years in which to practise.   
Hon Simon O’Brien interjected. 
Hon KEN TRAVERS:  I hope the member’s next effort is better than this one.  He should do more research and 
not worry so much about his comedy routine.  The opposition’s deception has been found out.  The government 
has built many roads in the regions of Western Australia to deal with trucks.  That is why the Transport Workers’ 
Union of Australia said that, on balance, it preferred a Labor government.  It does not like this proposal, but it 
knows that on balance a Labor government is the best option for the members of that union.  We will not deceive 
them, but members opposite will. 
HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [4.15 pm]:  I always get 
amused when members from the North Metropolitan Region pontificate about what is happening in the South 
Metropolitan Region. 
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Hon Ken Travers:  Listen to the member for the Mining and Pastoral Region! 
Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I live in the South Metropolitan Region.  I want the parliamentary secretary to 
visualise a map of the southern suburbs - if he can - and try to work out how stupid was this most cynical 
announcement by the Premier in the context of the road system of the South Metropolitan Region.  It is a stupid, 
pathetic decision - 
Hon Ken Travers interjected. 
Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Just let me finish.  I did not say anything when the parliamentary secretary spoke.  
The government is proposing to take trucks from roads that go through a Labor seat and put them on roads that 
run through an Independent Liberal member’s seat.  It is the most cynical thing I have ever seen in my whole 
life. 
Hon Ken Travers interjected. 
Hon Simon O’Brien:  Alfred Cove and Murdoch.  You don’t know what you are talking about. 
Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Exactly.  He does not know one end of Perth from the other.  It is a pathetic 
decision.  The member should drive to South Street one morning and then drive north along the Kwinana 
Freeway while imagining 500 000 more trucks alongside him.  What a fantastic decision that is! 
Hon Ken Travers:  I looked at it on Saturday, don’t worry. 
Hon NORMAN MOORE:  The member should drive there when it is actually busy with traffic.  If all those 
road trains and articulated vehicles that currently travel down Leach Highway and South Street are diverted to 
Kwinana Freeway and then travel north between South Street and Leach Highway, it will be a recipe for absolute 
disaster.  That demonstrates that the government does not know what it is talking about.  Hon Simon O’Brien 
said that Dr Gallop made an announcement, which Hon Ken Travers read.  I will read it again.  The Premier’s 
media release states - 

With the combination of Roe Highway-Kwinana Freeway link and the completion of the Southern 
Suburbs Rail line by the end of the next year, large articulated vehicles such as semi-trailers and road 
trains will not be permitted on these roads, except where they are required for local deliveries. 

I emphasise that he said large articulated vehicles such as semitrailers and road trains.  They are a particular set 
of very big trucks.  They are not little trucks like the ones that could be seen on the ALP’s advertisement it 
released just before the last election, which said “Banned on Leach Highway and South Street” and “Geoff 
Gallop will ban trucks on Leach Highway and South Street”, full stop!  It said “trucks”.  We are waiting for the 
government to tell us which trucks are to be banned.  Will every truck be banned?  Is that what Dr Gallop meant 
when he said that the government would remove large, articulated vehicles such as semitrailers and road trains?  
Did he mean the truck that carts the local bread? 

Hon Ken Travers:  He said in his press release that it does not apply to local deliveries, you fool. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  The announcement says “all trucks”.  That is what was said.  Last week I raised in 
this house a string of lies that the Labor Party used at the last election.  This is another of them.  This lie was told 
just late enough in the campaign to enable Mr McRae to get over the line, when he should have been thrown out 
on his ear.  This deception, this filthy lie, which was given to the householders of the South Metropolitan 
Region, was that the government will ban trucks in the Riverton electorate.  It did not refer to it happening 
anywhere else; it was to happen just in the Riverton electorate.  What a disgraceful, cynical exercise!   

Hon Ken Travers:  That is not true, because it is to happen in the Murdoch electorate as well.  Trucks will be 
banned all the way through to the Kwinana Freeway.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  The honourable member should just hang on. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order, parliamentary secretary!   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  It was an absolutely disgraceful, cynical exercise.  The other document that was 
placed in everybody’s letterbox states - 

A Labor government will legislate to ban trucks on Leach Highway and South Street in Riverton.   

The Labor Party was not even subtle!  It said that trucks would be banned in Riverton.  The brochure continues - 

They will be forced to travel on Roe Highway, where they belong.   

What the Labor Party did not say was that the trucks would be forced to travel on Leach Highway in Liberal 
Party seats or in non-Labor Party seats.  The poor people did not understand that.  They will, of course, when all 
the road trains must go down Roe Highway, up Kwinana Freeway and then turn left down Leach Highway.  The 
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Kwinana Freeway looks like a car park now, with all the rubbish that is going on with the roadworks that must 
be carried out for the crazy railway line that we do not need.  Cars can hardly move on the freeway now.  As 
soon as the road trains and articulated vehicles are made to travel along the freeway, nobody will be able to 
move on the freeway until such time as somebody has the guts to build Roe 8 right through to Fremantle, which 
will happen.  That must happen.   

Hon Ken Travers:  You never put the money in the budget to do it.  Where was your money to do Roe 8, Mr 
Moore?   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  The money will have to be found, Mr Travers, because that is the only solution to 
this problem.  Years and years of proper planning have come up with a proper road transport system for Western 
Australia.  For the grossest of political reasons, the Labor Party said that it would get rid of the eastern Fremantle 
bypass to save Jim McGinty from being knocked off by Arthur Marshall in the by-election that was held in 
Fremantle in 1991 or whenever it was.  Arthur Marshall nearly did knock him off.  That decision may well have 
saved Mr McGinty’s hide.  What a terrible shame it was for Western Australia that Arthur Marshall did not win 
that election, because had he won it, the Labor Party might have made some sensible planning decisions down 
the track when it came to government.  It is stuck with the decision that was made to save McGinty.  McGinty is 
calling the shots, and the Labor Party knows it.    

Hon Ken Travers:  Show us your money before you preach like this, Mr Moore, because you weren’t going to 
build it.   

The PRESIDENT:  Order, parliamentary secretary!   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  We are each given 10 minutes in which to speak in this debate; the parliamentary 
secretary spoke for 10 of his minutes and has spoken for 15 of mine!  This election brochure, which was put in 
everybody’s letterbox in Riverton, is a lie, unless Mr Travers can tell me that every truck will be banned from 
Leach Highway.  Will every truck be banned or not?  The parliamentary secretary should answer yes or no.   

Hon Ken Travers:  No.  The trucks that will be banned are as per the Premier’s announcement.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  What does the brochure mean when it states “Geoff Gallop will ban trucks on 
Leach Hwy and South St”?  That means that every truck will be banned.  Is the parliamentary secretary telling us 
that that is not true?  What is Mr Travers saying?   

Hon Ken Travers:  I’m saying that you didn’t put the money in the budget for Roe stage 8.  You didn’t have 
any solution for anybody.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  What a gutless wonder is the parliamentary secretary.  He should just answer my 
question.  Will every truck be banned or not?  The parliamentary secretary should answer yes or no.   

Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT:  Order, members; this is not question time!   
Hon NORMAN MOORE:  The parliamentary secretary is a gutless wonder because he will not say in this 
house that McRae and Gallop lied to the people of Riverton.   
Hon Ken Travers:  But they didn’t.   
Hon NORMAN MOORE:  They did.  Can the stupid man not read?  The brochure states - 

Geoff Gallop will ban trucks on Leach Hwy and South St 
What else does it say?  Does the parliamentary secretary want to have a look at it?  Let me pass it over to him so 
that he can have a look.  What does it mean?  Does it mean all trucks or not?  Would the parliamentary secretary 
like to tell me whether it means all trucks or not?   
Hon Ken Travers:  If that is your level of debate, Mr Moore -  
Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Then the parliamentary secretary is a liar. 
Hon Ken Travers:  How many beds are there at the Joondalup Health Campus?   

Withdrawal of Remark 
Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I do not think that it is very parliamentary for the Leader of the Opposition to 
call Hon Ken Travers a liar.   
Hon Bill Stretch:  He didn’t.   
Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  Yes, he did.  He called him a liar.  I ask that the Leader of the Opposition 
withdraw that remark.   
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The PRESIDENT:  Order! If the Leader of the Opposition called the member a liar, that remark should be 
withdrawn.   
Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I withdraw; it was an accident, Mr President.   

Debate Resumed 
Hon NORMAN MOORE:  What I was saying was that this document is based on a lie.  A lie was told to the 
voters of Riverton, just as a lie was told to the voters of Murchison-Eyre about getting rid of 100 local 
governments in Western Australia and just as a lie was told about fly in, fly out in Tom Price by the former 
Minister for the Kimberley, Pilbara and Gascoyne.  A stack of lies were told during the last election campaign, 
which helped the Labor Party to be re-elected.  This was the biggest lie of the lot.  The government has done the 
most cynical thing that I have ever seen.  It will divert traffic to where it should not go under any circumstances.  
It told the people of Riverton a straight-out, blatant lie.  That is the problem with the government.  Government 
members make speeches about how wonderful it is that the people have spoken, that the Labor Party has been re-
elected and that it is in government for another four years.  It is quite right about that.  However, if the Labor 
Party reckons that it is important to be elected on the basis of lies, it should stick with that idea, because it will be 
caught out in due course, just as it was caught out in 1993 after 10 years of corruption in government.  The way 
the Labor Party is heading now, it is headed down the same path.   
HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [4.25 pm]:  I support the motion that we are discussing today 
that the Premier, Dr Gallop, sought to deceive the public by introducing a truck ban on Leach Highway.  I 
remind members opposite that the coalition plan to build the Fremantle eastern bypass was a genuine 
commitment.  It was the right thing to do.  It was a long-term planning solution for residents in the southern 
suburbs.  Dr Gallop sided with the member for Riverton on 22 February, when the Labor Party was running 
absolutely scared stiff that it would lose the seat of Riverton over this issue.  The government said that this was 
great news for the residents of Perth’s southern suburbs, which was nothing more than a cynical exercise.  As 
previous speakers have said, it deceived the electors of the South Metropolitan Region with a public 
announcement that there would be a ban on trucks on Leach Highway and South Street.  We do not have time 
this afternoon to go through our arguments in support of the Fremantle eastern bypass.  I will raise one of the 
other issues that came to light in a weekend newspaper, in an article headed “Union kept quiet over truck ban 
promise”.  The union said last week that it did not like to say to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure or 
the Premier that it knew that this would not work.   
Hon Graham Giffard:  No, it didn’t say that; don’t misrepresent it.   
Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  The way I interpreted it was that the union stayed quiet.  It was complicit in the 
Premier’s decision.   
Hon Graham Giffard:  You just claimed that the union did not say anything to the minister.   
Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I can tell Hon Graham Giffard that this is not great news for the majority of 
residents in the southern suburbs.  The plan to ban trucks on Leach Highway will come into effect in 2007, or so 
we are told.  The Premier also stated in his media release - 

We will also take container traffic off South Street between the Kwinana Freeway and Stock Road.   

Part of the government’s con in the last election campaign was to try to persuade the people of the southern 
suburbs that the containers would go by rail and not by truck.  As we have said a number of times in this 
Parliament, even if the government were to achieve in this term of office the transport by rail of a third of the 
containers coming into Fremantle port, which is estimated to be a total of some 800 000 by 2017 when the port 
reaches capacity, the rest would still have to be transported by trucks.   

We supported the right decision from a planning perspective for the residents of the South Metropolitan Region.  
When I was doorknocking prior to the election, people living around Leach Highway in Fremantle told me that 
they were appalled by the increase in the number of trucks that were travelling along Leach Highway through 
Fremantle to the port, and were very much in favour of the building of the bypass, because that would take those 
trucks off that road.   

Hon Ken Travers:  So why didn’t you put the money for it in your budget? 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  We committed to it, and our word is our bond, Mr Travers, which may be different 
from the Labor Party. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order, parliamentary secretary. 
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Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  We were committed to it because it was the right planning.  In his press release, the 
Premier, Dr Gallop - this shows the cynicism of the government and the Premier - emphasised that the new plan 
had been fully costed and carefully planned..  What a load of nonsense, when we know that several days before 
22 February, and a few days out from the election, they were panicking.  The truck drivers were not asked 
publicly to tell them what they thought, and they remained quiet.  Therefore, by their acquiescence in not coming 
out and saying that this was not good planning, the Premier was conning people in the South Metropolitan 
Region by saying that this proposal had been fully costed and carefully planned.  We know that is not true.  We 
know that cannot be true when the truck drivers and the transport people involved in the freight network and the 
plan had not been consulted.  Again, the Premier used his position to deceive the public by suggesting that there 
would be a truck ban and that the proposal had been carefully costed and planned.  That must be an untruth.  I 
will not call the Premier what I think he is, but it is an untruth. 

The other matter I want to raise is that members opposite keep saying that to not build Roe Highway stage 8 
across the Beeliar wetlands will be environmentally acceptable.  I know the Greens (WA) hold to that view.  
However, I will quote from an article in a local newspaper.  It is headed “Roe plan ‘better for environment’” and 
states - 

The proposed Stage 8 of the Roe Highway would have minimal effect on the Beeliar wetlands if it was 
elevated, former UN chemicals expert Milos Nedved said last week. 

Hon Ken Travers interjected. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  No.  I am just trying to get through to Hon Ken Travers’ brain that there are actually 
people who have conducted research and built bridges, such as in America over the Everglades.  Bridges could 
be built over the Beeliar wetlands.  However, Labor carries on and acquiesces to the Greens, as it did in 1991 in 
the seat of Fremantle, as the Leader of the Opposition has said already.  I held a public meeting during the 
election campaign.  Hon Jim Scott, who was a member of this place, stood at that meeting and said that the 
Greens did a deal with Jim McGinty.  They promised him the Greens’ preferences in the by-election, because the 
ALP was running scared that Arthur Marshall would beat Mr McGinty.  This chemical expert from the United 
Nations said last week that to not build Roe 8 would be an act of environmental vandalism because of the 
stopping and starting of all the truck traffic on those roads where there are continual traffic lights at which the 
trucks must stop.  Professor Nedved -  

Hon Graham Giffard:  Did you cost Roe 8? 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Would the parliamentary secretary like to listen to some rational debate?  The 
newspaper article states - 

Prof Nedved stood by his comments that human health was more important than “disturbing a few frogs 
and mosquitos”.   

That is his view.  It continues - 

The Edith Cowan University academic - 

Hon Graham Giffard:  You are quoting him with authority, are you? 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I am just quoting what he is reported as saying in the newspaper.  It states - 

The Edith Cowan University academic said while he had dedicated his entire working life to the 
prevention of accidents and ill-health - “the protection of people” - his pro-Roe 8 stance was more 
environmentally friendly than those of Mr Branko and Mr McRae.   

“If the Roe Highway was completed right through to Fremantle, free-flowing traffic would produce 
much less greenhouse gases contributing to global warming than high density stop-start traffic now seen 
on the Leach Highway and South Street . . . “For this reason I consider the decision not to complete the 
Roe Highway as an act of environmental vandalism.” 

That person, who is a United Nations chemical expert on the environment, is telling us that Roe Highway stage 8 
should be built.  The parliamentary secretary continues to allege that the coalition has a love affair with trucks.  
No, it does not.  It has a realistic view that if the government - 

Hon Ken Travers:  Your leader just said that he does not like the southern railway line.  That is how much he 
likes rail. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  If the government is honest, it will know and recognise that whatever happens in the 
southern suburbs, the number of containers coming from the port will not decrease.  If the government achieves 
what it wants to achieve and gets a third of containers on rail, which I do not believe it will do, there will still be 
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two-thirds to go on trucks.  If the government has a love affair with rail and putting containers on rail, that is 
fine.  However, it will not get more than one-third of those containers onto rail.  The government has conned the 
people of the South Metropolitan Region and caused them enormous pain and suffering, which will not cease.  
They could wait until 2007 in the hope that the government might ban trucks on Leach Highway, but I do not 
think it will happen. 

HON LYNN MacLAREN (South Metropolitan) [4.36 pm]:  I would like to speak on this urgency motion.  I 
live in the South Metropolitan Region, and I also represent that region. 

Hon Graham Giffard:  Uniquely. 

Hon LYNN MacLAREN:  It is a uniqueness I enjoy.  Hon Simon O’Brien claims that there was no consultation 
about the plan.  He seems to have not been listening to his constituents, who are crying out for sustainable 
solutions to their transport problems.  Hon Norman Moore also talked about the semantics of what a truck is.  I 
think he, too, may have lost touch with the general population’s use of the English language, because road trains 
and articulated semitrailers, to me, are trucks.  Hon Barbara Scott also talked about a fully costed and carefully 
planned policy by the Gallop government.  I note that concern, because it is a concern that the Greens also have.  
It would have been nice to have that fully costed and planned.  I challenge Hon Barbara Scott and Hon Simon 
O’Brien to develop with the coalition a sustainable transport plan that does not destroy the wetlands at Beeliar. 

I agree with the concerns of my constituents about truck traffic and the problems it causes, especially the effect 
of diesel fumes on human health, as Professor Nedved mentioned in his articles.  However, I am still not hearing 
about any alternative to trucks on Leach Highway.  The opposition is talking only about moving the problem 
elsewhere.  There would still be the same number of particulate emissions from those trucks, even if they are on 
Roe Highway instead of Leach Highway.  Although I note that the professor is right when he talks about the 
human health impacts of particulates, I also note that in the United States, the American Lung Association 
estimates that between 10 000 and 24 000 people die each year as a result of traffic-related air pollution.  I 
commend the Gallop government for recognising that we need to reduce that form of pollution; we need to 
reduce those emissions. 

The work of epidemiologists and public health specialists in the US and the United Kingdom has indicated that 
up to 60 000 Americans and 10 000 British are killed each year as a result of particulate pollution.  Therefore, I 
have a concern that the opposition has no plans for reducing the number of trucks anywhere.  I would like to hear 
from the opposition about any such plans.  The Greens support a sustainable transport vision for transport in 
Perth, which relies less on cars, roads and fossil fuels and shifts the burden of freight from road onto rail.  We 
have put out a 10-point plan to articulate that.  Some of those plans include ensuring that road freight pays its full 
cost.  That includes the health impacts from emissions and the damage to roads caused by road freight.  In our 
sustainable transport plan we also oppose Liberal Party plans to widen Leach Highway between Manning Road 
and Kwinana Freeway to eight lanes.  As we have done in the past, we will continue to oppose the Liberal 
Party’s plan to duplicate Shelley Bridge.  

The coalition’s plans for sustainable transport are lacking.  Seven per cent of the gross domestic product in the 
European Economic Union is lost to health and environmental costs of transport.  One of the problems that arises 
as a result of trucks using our roads is particulate matter from diesel engines, which is common in cities.  It is 
caused by incomplete combustion of hydrocarbons in oil and can produce 30 to 100 times more particles than 
petrol engines produce.  It is very important that those trucks are taken off our roads.  

I particularly mention the expenditure by the City of Melville of $300 000 of ratepayers’ money on a campaign 
to build more roads in the South Metropolitan Region, in particular the Fremantle eastern bypass and Roe 
Highway stage 8.  That campaign failed miserably during the election.  That money would have been better 
spent on developing a plan to connect a light rail network or central area transit bus to Garden City, Murdoch 
University and the retirement villages.  Part of that money could also have been spent on services for the aged 
and for youth.  

Hon Ken Travers:  It could have reduced taxes.  

Hon LYNN MacLAREN:  Yes.  We could reduce them.  The Greens (WA) do not think the government has 
gone far enough, albeit I am noting its attempt to do so, as usual.  Members might expect me to say that; 
however, we want to give the government a bit of credit.  I have certificates somewhere for the Gallop 
government in recognition of the fact that, after more than 10 years, it has succeeded in deleting the road reserve 
for the Fremantle eastern bypass from the metropolitan region scheme.  The Greens believe in giving credit 
where credit is due.  Nonetheless, the government should go further.  We would support and expand hugely 
successful programs such as TravelSmart, consult with communities and begin to build a network of light rail 
and redirect funding from Main Roads to more sustainable transport initiatives.  It is important to note that Main 
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Roads is responsible for three out of five applications to destroy Bush Forever vegetation.  It is really important 
that we urgently stop building new roads and move in other directions such as the direction of moving freight 
onto rail.  This government has rightly acknowledged the need to preserve our reserves and wetlands, 
particularly Beeliar Regional Park from unnecessary road building.  Thank you, Mr President.  

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan - Parliamentary Secretary) [4.42 pm]:  I will talk about deception 
but not deception in any announcements by the Labor government; rather, deception by members opposite.   

The media statement referred to that the Premier released on 22 February contained the words - 

. . . large articulated vehicles such as semi-trailers and road trains will not be permitted on these roads, 

. . .  

I am referring to the roads named in the media statement.  For anyone who did not realise it, the vehicles referred 
to are trucks.  Those commitments were on every news bulletin on television and radio and in The West 
Australian and the community newspapers.  This issue has been of concern to the community I represent.  
People raised it during the election campaign.  From the many people I spoke to during the election campaign, 
there is no doubt that they took note of a package of information and of messages that were sent to them by the 
local Labor member and the Premier.  One part of that package was the postcard previously referred to.  It was 
only one part of a package of information.  It would be inaccurate - 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  It sought to deceive people. 

Hon SUE ELLERY:  It did not seek to deceive; it was part of a package of information that received huge 
media coverage during the election campaign.  No deception occurred by the Premier, the member for Riverton 
or the Labor Party.  

It is intended that the relocation of heavy vehicles from Leach Highway and South Street onto the extension of 
Roe Highway will occur late in 2006.  It is part of a series of initiatives by the government to ensure that it will 
work well.  It is part of a well-considered plan, which includes a number of improvement projects that will be 
undertaken by Main Roads to accommodate the modified heavy vehicle movements.  Those improvement 
projects include the construction of a new bridge at the intersection of Leach Highway and Orrong Road to the 
tune of approximately $15 million, improvements to the Leach Highway-Miles Road intersection, $0.25 million 
in additional funding and improvements to the Roe Highway-Welshpool Road intersection and to the Kwinana 
Freeway-Roe Highway on-ramp.  Once this policy is in place, vehicles the size of semitrailers will be considered 
to be as-of-right vehicles, as they are now, which can travel on any road in WA.  However, Road Traffic Code 
2001 allows for the use of no-truck signs.  The initial assessment is that trucks the size of semitrailers and above 
can be diverted by using variations to those signs.  Semitrailers will need some access to the commercial areas 
adjacent to that section of Leach Highway.  That can be accommodated using permits similar to those Main 
Roads provides to allow access on other roads to vehicles longer than 19 metres.  That will prevent through 
traffic while allowing local access.  

The relocation of the trucks from those sections of Leach Highway and South Street is only part of this 
government’s approach.  The government is currently spending $29 million to upgrade the rail facilities at the 
port of Fremantle, which, as we have been doing over the past four years, will further reduce dependency on 
road freight and trucks.  That government policy has achieved significant increases in the use of rail transport for 
goods travelling to and from the port.  With the upgrade of the Kwinana rail terminal and container park, the 
benefits for the community will continue to grow.  Far from deceiving the public about the removal of freight in 
and around the southern suburbs, the Gallop government has been very active in putting together its well-
considered plans, which it has made public.  

There was deception; however, it was about transport in the southern suburbs by members opposite telling 
people that they would build the Fremantle eastern bypass and the stage 8 Roe Highway extension when it had 
not allocated the funds for it.  

The PRESIDENT: Order!  I indicate that the member’s time will be up at 4.50 pm, although that is not what the 
clock says.  

Hon SUE ELLERY:  Thank you, Mr President. 

For members who might have missed that point, the deception was twofold: the coalition did not allocate the 
funds and it had no way of managing what the Environmental Protection Authority had already flagged as a very 
difficult issue.  It is also worth noting that the proposition of banning trucks from roads is not a new one.  The 
former coalition government banned permit vehicles above semitrailer size from Canning Highway.  The new 
route is only one kilometre longer than the proposed but completely unbuildable coalition route.  That was the 
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deception that the opposition committed during the election campaign.  There was no deception from our side of 
politics.  

HON SIMON O’BRIEN (South Metropolitan) [4.49 pm]:  The Premier’s media release of 22 February was 
not as explicit as it could have been, but it did state those things that members opposite have said it did.   

Hon Graham Giffard:  Do you support Roe 8? 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  Yes, I do.  The deception is in a calculated plan, to which, I am sure, Hon Sue Ellery 
was privy from her office in the Southlands shopping centre - a couple of doors away from the Labor campaign 
office - to put out on the back of Gallop’s media release this grubby, dodgy little card, which clearly promises 
something that was never on the cards and will not be seen in the next two years.  We all found out about it and 
that is why members opposite are so sensitive about it.  They do not want to talk about whether they sought to 
deceive people, and the irony is that I do not think anyone actually fell for it.   
If Hon Lynn MacLaren is concerned about bushland, she should have a look at what this government, which is 
not doing anything about reducing truck traffic on our roads, is on about.  She should look at the bush this 
government is clearing for its railway in the vicinity of Mt Henry Bridge and near South Street.  Her former 
colleague saw to that, so she should not come crying to us about the erosion of bushland under the government’s 
transport policy, when her only answer seems to be to tax out of existence the freight industry and the consumers 
who rely on it.   
Motion lapsed, pursuant to standing orders. 
 


