
Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 15 November 2007] 

 p7230b-7232a 
Mr Trevor Sprigg; Ms Alannah MacTiernan 

 [1] 

SOUTHERN SUBURBS - NOISE POLLUTION 
Grievance 

MR T.R. SPRIGG (Murdoch) [9.41 am]:  My grievance today is on behalf of several constituents - probably 
20 or 30 families from several areas in the southern suburbs.  I know that sometimes grievances in this place 
relate to only one or two people.  However, this noise issue in the southern suburbs probably affects, as I 
mentioned, 20 or 30 families.  For the benefit of the minister, I will quickly go through the areas where we have 
this problem.  It is obviously associated with the Perth-Mandurah railway and the associated roadworks.  I refer 
particularly to the South Street and Kwinana Freeway intersection; that is, the north-west segment, the north-east 
segment and the south-east segment.  In the north-west segment, families such as the Petersons and the 
Crouchers are affected.  In the north-east segment, the Baetsens built their own noise wall, but it is not doing the 
job.  The Bartlett family are also in that area.  In the south-east segment, some residents were given some 
compensation, justifiably, by the minister.  However, there are certainly some disgruntled people in that area.  A 
gentleman named Des Bone is certainly disappointed that he did not receive compensation, because he has noise 
issues not quite as bad, but just about as bad, as those of the people who received compensation.  He was also a 
bit bemused that he received a reply to his 21 June letter only on 1 November, which is a long time. 

There is an issue with the Kwinana Freeway in Bateman, near Chamberlain Circle.  Trees were planted to 
mitigate the noise issue, but mostly they died.  That was poor management.  There are issues with the Kwinana 
Freeway in Mt Pleasant, in the Brian Avenue area; with Leach Highway in Brentwood; with the Kwinana 
Freeway in Bull Creek, near the Bull Creek station; with Roe Highway in west Leeming; and with the Kwinana 
Freeway on the Mount Henry Bridge.  Many of these areas have no effective noise amelioration, even when they 
have noise walls. 
I know that the minister will mention that there will be a review of these noise issues when the trains start 
running.  However, my constituents have run out of patience.  In the view of my constituents, noise level 
objectives have been just plucked out of the air.  The minister will say that the noise criteria that have been 
adopted by Main Roads WA have been agreed to by the Environmental Protection Authority, and hence by the 
Public Transport Authority, for the southern suburbs railway project.  However, let us take the case of Rob 
Johnson, who lives in Salter Point.  He has done independent testing and has found that when cars go over the 
join in the Mount Henry Bridge, he is exposed to noise levels of 65 decibels at night, and it is constant.  Even 
though he lives two kilometres away, it would be very difficult indeed to live with that noise.  He has had 
discussions with the Department of Environment and Conservation, and some of the officials from the 
department agree that the noise level is unbearable.  However, there is an issue about how it will be fixed - I 
understand that - because the area is on the bridge. 
The average noise objectives for these areas are 63 decibels during the day and 55 decibels at night.  However, it 
is amazing how the measurements seem to fall just below the objectives.  In Bateman, they come up at 62 and 
53.  It is amazing how the measuring devices are put a bit away from the major noise source.  This is what the 
constituents are saying.  The measurements are at variance with the residents’ own testing.  People have come up 
with decibel readings up to 85 very early in the morning, particularly on Roe Highway.  My constituents have a 
feeling that the so-called independent noise tester really tells the Public Transport Authority what it wants to 
hear.  After all, the independent contractor wants to keep his contract; he wants to keep doing the testing. 
No state or federal noise level criteria are set for Australia, so let us look at the international levels of the World 
Health Organization.  The WHO safety threshold is 50 decibels, which is the beginning of the emergence of 
noise-related health problems such as heart attacks, strokes, high blood pressure and immune diseases.  An 
article in The West Australian of 29 August mentioned that.  Traffic noise pollution is blamed for 1 450 deaths in 
Australia each year.  Assuming we have our 10 per cent, that is 145 people.  Of course, the deaths are not always 
attributed to the noise.  However, that is the estimate by the World Health Organization. 
Main Roads and the Public Transport Authority say that they will look at constructing mitigating noise walls if 
there is an increase in noise of three decibels.  However, it will be left to the contractors to build them, and the 
contractors just want to get moving to the next project.  A lot of these constituents have suggested that they have 
done their own testing and that the increased noise level of three decibels has been exceeded.  We discussed this 
issue in June last year.  A lot of promises were made by the minister at that stage.  She suggested that she would 
try to help some of these people.  The minister was a champion of the people who were affected by the 
construction of the Polly Farmer freeway and the tunnel when she was in opposition, but her silence has been 
deafening on this issue.  I know that there will be a truck ban on Leach Highway and South Street, and that the 
minister will say that that will help reduce the noise levels in these areas.  I have with me the little pamphlet that 
was put out by Geoff Gallop, the former Premier, and also the member for Riverton, which refers to that truck 
ban.  I know that the minister has said that it will be implemented when the trains start running.  It is interesting 
that this little pamphlet says nothing about that.  I can show it to the minister, if she would like to look at it. 
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As I mentioned, when we debated this matter in June last year and said that we had problems in this area, the 
minister made certain promises to some of my constituents.  None of those promises has been kept.  I guess that 
is because of the $600 million blow-out in the cost of the Perth-Mandurah railway.  Now that that project is 
completed, it is time for the minister to front up and help the people affected by this dangerous noise pollution.  
The World Health Organization suggests that the safety threshold is 50 decibels.  These people have levels of 63 
and 55 decibels day and night.  There are problems in this area, and the buck stops with the minister. 

MS A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [9.47 am]:  As the 
member has said, we have had these discussions time and again.  I have said that the testing that we have done in 
a number of these areas has shown that the noise levels have come within policy.  However, we are certainly 
committed to doing further testing once the rail is in operation and the truck ban is in effect to see whether those 
figures still hold.  The proposition put by the member that we have done nothing on these issues and that an 
enormous amount of effort has not gone into addressing individual cases is simply incorrect.  For example, over 
the past couple of months, we have extended the noise walls in Hollingsworth Way and Fern Leaf Court.  Both 
of those areas were ones in which there had been complaints.  We did the testing and found that those complaints 
were justified.  We then committed to the extension of the noise walls.  The City of Melville had originally 
budgeted, before the rail project was going ahead, to put a noise wall in the area of Selway Road near Bullcreek 
Station.  It then took it out of the budget once the construction of the railway started, which was rather odd but 
probably politically inspired in the council at the time.  We have now agreement with the council, the Public 
Transport Authority and Main Roads that we will share the cost of putting an amenity wall there.  The council 
has responsibility for getting that done.  Unfortunately, it has taken the council longer than we would have 
hoped, but it is the third noise wall to which we have committed since we last debated this matter. 

Mr Johnson’s case is very interesting.  As has been pointed out, he lives one kilometre from the bridge about 
which he has complained.  To suggest that there has been no addressing of this issue or no attempt to address it is 
just completely fanciful; in fact, Main Roads has gone to extraordinary lengths to attempt to deal with this issue 
to make sure that the noise is not inordinate.  First, Main Roads had the contractor repair the surface of the road.  
Main Roads thought that maybe it needed further surface treatment to reduce the noise.  That was done but it did 
not appear to resolve any issues for Mr Johnson.  Since then, Main Roads has employed Lloyd Acoustics to 
undertake a number of studies.  First, it looked at the noise level and did comparative studies with other bridges 
because all modern bridges will have these expansion joints.  It was found that there was no difference in the 
noise generated by this expansion joint.  Mr Johnson thought that perhaps there was a problem with one of the 
lanes, so Main Roads did comparative studies with identical test vehicles, studying the performance of each lane.  
It found there was no difference in each lane.  Just on Friday, as I understand it, Main Roads put noise 
suppression materials within the chamber under the expansion joint in an attempt to deal with Mr Johnson’s 
problem.  We do not seem to have other people complaining about it, but certainly Mr Johnson seems to have a 
heightened sensitivity to it.  Main Roads has been taking an exceptional course of action to address Mr Johnson’s 
concerns.  He lives one kilometre away from the bridge and Aquinas College is in between, but Main Roads will 
press on and deal with this issue. 

There is a question of what standards should be set.  In the 1980s, under the previous Labor government, we took 
the standards down and established 63 decibels.  I think the standard was 68 decibels before that.  That remained 
unchanged, of course, during the time of the Liberal-National Party government.  Since we have been in 
government, we have introduced a lower standard of 63 decibels by day and 55 decibels by night.  Again, Labor 
governments have been driving it down.  It is true that a World Health Organization report recommends that 
governments move towards lower targets.  I am not sure that anyone has actually established that lower target.  
However, we are certainly looking at that.  A draft policy has been out for public discussion.  We will be 
wrapping that up over the next couple of months to see whether or not we need to go for a lower standard, and it 
may well be that we will go for a lower standard.  It has been a process of improving standards over time, and 
that process will continue.   

All I can say is that we will continue to address individual issues.  We will do, as we promised, probably in 
March next year, a study around the South Street-Kwinana Freeway intersection.  We will continue to grapple 
with Mr Johnson’s problem with the expansion joint.  We will be interested to see whether or not this latest 
treatment of sound-baffles within the chamber below the expansion joint addresses the problem.  One can see 
from the very detailed work done by Main Roads in response to the inquiries by constituents of the member and 
others that we have taken this matter very seriously and an enormous amount of endeavour has gone into 
addressing it. 
 


