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PERTH STADIUM — STADIUM MEMBERSHIP 

478. Mr P.B. WATSON to the Premier: 
I refer to comments by Richard Mann on the new Perth Stadium reported yesterday that there is “no commitment 
that the sporting codes would be better off”. 

(1) Have the two Australian Football League clubs in Western Australia guaranteed that they will be 
playing at the new stadium? 

(2) How many stadium memberships will be given to the stadium operators? 

(3) Will any stadium memberships not reduce revenue to the sporting codes that play at the stadium? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 
(1)–(3) As the Minister for Transport said, the new sports stadium and the precinct around it will be truly 

magnificent. It will be by far the best stadium in Australia, with the best facilities for fans and the best 
facilities for athletes, whichever sport it might be. Again, as has been said, it will open up that whole 
east side precinct of Perth, which will effectively bookend Kings Park to the west and Burswood and 
the stadium to the east. The stadium not only will be far, far better, but also will have seating for 
60 000, compared with basically 40 000 at present at Subiaco, and the capacity to go to 70 000 and 
80 000 in the future. There will be 10 000 seats—my voice is going again—reserved for general 
admission. If parents want to take their kids to the footy, they should be able to ring up and make a 
booking and have a fair chance of getting to a few games through the year. That is not possible at the 
current stadium at Subiaco. There will be a range of seating products. The clubs, which have very 
strong memberships, will basically have the best part of an additional 10 000 seats for members. Are 
members opposite suggesting they will not be better off? Of course they will be better off—up to 
another 10 000 members with dedicated seats. They will be offered a range of memberships with a seat 
for every game; three games, five games, 10 games or whatever they choose. 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

The SPEAKER: You are getting confused, member for Albany; the Premier is answering the question. I call 
you to order for the first time. 

Mr P.B. Watson: He hasn’t answered the question. 

The SPEAKER: That is fine. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am answering it. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: The clubs have potentially up to 10 000 additional seats. 
Mrs M.H. Roberts: Are they guaranteed they will be playing there? 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Where will they play—Subiaco? Give me a break! The proposition that the Australian 
Football League clubs will not play at the new stadium is absolutely ludicrous. The agreements are being 
finalised now. Of course AFL games will be played there, as will probably major test matches, Twenty20 games 
and maybe rugby internationals and the like, plus a whole lot of concerts will be held there. With the clubs 
getting up to 10 000 additional seats, they will be a lot better off. They all have waiting lists. They can provide a 
wider range of seating options for their members and they will have a lot more members. There will be 10 000 
seats retained for general admission. Some may be allocated to visiting clubs, depending on local demand, so 
there will be a big boost to tourism. Clubs will probably bring fans over on club-dedicated charters to watch 
games and maybe go to the south west and fly back to Melbourne or Sydney or wherever it might be. There will 
be a wider range of seating options, and they will be fantastic and popular. Yes, there will be stadium 
memberships. When the negotiations are finished, that will be divulged. Members opposite suggested there will 
be 5 000 of them—there will be nothing like that. 

Mr P.B. Watson: There is 10 000 in Etihad stadium. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: There will be far fewer, but that will be negotiated. We are in the tender process now for 
the stadium operator, and that will be one of the issues. There will be a limited number of stadium memberships. 
That is fine; it will generate additional income. 

I do not know why members opposite are so negative about what will be the most public investment in the eyes 
of the community for this decade. Indeed, last week, members opposite tried to inflate the cost of the stadium 
and they found a couple of journalists to follow them, but they then spent the rest of the week trying to get out of 
it. The cost of building the stadium—the cost of building it; the construction or capital cost—is $1.277 billion, a 
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figure released in 2013–14 in the budget papers and again the following year. That is the cost of building the 
stadium, the precinct around it and the transport infrastructure. While there is some consumer price index 
escalation, that is still the base figure for building the stadium. 

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I will answer the question. 

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: That is the construction cost of building it as at 2013–14—$1.277 billion. Last week the 
opposition tried to suggest that the cost was about $1.6 billion. 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: No, no, listen to me—$1.6 billion. 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The capital cost of physically building the stadium is $1.277 billion. Last week, opposition 
members tried to claim the cost was $1.6 billion. How did they do that? Members opposite included the cost of 
financing 40 per cent of it over 25 years and they included the cost of maintaining it, so that gives a different 
figure because it is costing something different. The capital cost is still $1.277 billion. If members opposite do 
not comprehend that, I can give them a little hypothetical example. If someone buys a new house and land 
package for, say, $1 million, to keep the numbers simple—quite an expensive house. 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Be quiet; you are too rude. 

Ms R. Saffioti: But that’s the contract. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, I call you to order for the second time. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: In a hypothetical example, someone buys a new house and land package that costs 
$1 million. If we ask the person how much their house cost, they would probably say $1 million. However, if we 
follow the logic of members opposite, we would determine what the house costs over 25 years, including interest 
payments on the mortgage and maintenance, and come up with a figure of around $2.1 million. In answer to a 
question of how much our house cost, on this side I think we would say $1 million; on that side, they would say 
$2.1 million. 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: No wonder they made $180 000 — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, you will be having a rest. 
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