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FREMANTLE RAIL LINE — LEVEL CROSSINGS 
Grievance 

DR D.J. HONEY (Cottesloe — Leader of the Liberal Party) [9.14 am]: My grievance is to the Minister for 
Transport; Planning. I thank the minister for taking my grievance. My grievance relates to dangers that level crossings 
along the Fremantle line between Eric Street and the Swan River present to motorists, cyclists and pedestrians 
alike. The four crossings at Jarrad Street, Salvado Street, Victoria Street and Tydeman Road are at the same level 
as the railway line. As we all know, whenever a railway line meets a road or footpath, it presents an increased danger 
to road users. Level crossing incidents carry a significant risk of serious injury or death, which is why warning signs 
and signals are in place to keep everyone safe. There has been concern for some time now about the logjam of 
vehicles along the Fremantle rail line caused by the numerous level crossings along the Fremantle line, particularly 
at Victoria, Jarrad and Salvado Streets in Cottesloe.  
These roads carry a large volume of traffic, especially due to commuters travelling along Curtin Avenue from the 
south who use these crossings to transition onto Stirling Highway. The large amount of east–west traffic associated 
with the many schools located in the area is also a major contributor to the large volume of traffic using these railway 
level crossings. Furthermore, the recent and significant increase in high-density housing throughout the area has 
also substantially increased the volume of traffic using these road and railway level crossings. With regard to this 
recent increase in infill, it is also very concerning that no consideration seems to have been given to the impact that 
the new high-density housing is having on traffic throughout the area, in particular, its impact on the abovementioned 
level railway crossings. Furthermore, traffic density will increase significantly when the numerous new developments 
that have already been approved finish construction. 
The increase in traffic density has coincided with a significant increase in cycling traffic along the principal shared 
path. As I have said in this place on several occasions, I congratulate the minister on the extensions to the PSP and 
look forward to the final connection across the river to Fremantle. The PSP can help a bit with the traffic density 
issue by taking vehicles off the road. However, the success of the PSP has heightened the risk of cyclist–vehicle 
interaction at the level crossings. This risk will be significantly increased when the river crossing is completed. At 
present, the current river crossing for cyclists across Victoria Street is unsafe and discourages cyclists from using 
that route. The newly constructed PSP allows cyclists to travel at high speed and many cycling commuters do so. 
Because traffic is so constrained and congested across the abovementioned level crossings, drivers become frustrated. 
Consequently, they tend to accelerate rapidly when they can safely travel over the rail line to make the green 
light at the traffic signals that are directly ahead of them. This is a potentially fatal combination. Main Roads 
Western Australia has placed some moderate indicating strips across the PSP near the intersections. However, this 
does not force any reduction in the speed of cyclists. I appreciate that the Public Transport Authority warns people 
to never to ride bicycles, skateboards, skates or rollerblades across any pedestrian crossing, but that is simply not 
common practice. In fact, I cannot recollect seeing someone dismount their bike or e-scooter to do this. 
The Perth–Fremantle PSP has proven very popular and is highly used, with the usage expected to further increase 
with the imminent opening of the next stage of the PSP through to North Fremantle. This will undoubtedly further 
increase the risks presented at the level crossings along the Fremantle line and needs to be considered when 
determining the priority for removing the level crossings along the Fremantle line. These risks have sadly already 
manifested into incidents and injuries. In fact, recently, on my way to my office on Stirling Highway, I saw an 
ambulance at the intersection near my office with its officers caring for a cyclist who had been injured by a vehicle. 
I recognise that the state government’s aim is to remove all 31 level crossings from the Transperth network to increase 
the safety of people walking, cycling and driving in the area, as well as reduce road congestion and revitalise local 
communities with improved land-use planning. I appreciate that when the priority order for the removal of level 
crossings was undertaken by the Public Transport Authority, the Perth–Fremantle PSP had not been completed. 
Consequently, the level crossings on the Armadale line ranked higher than those on the Fremantle line and their 
removal was prioritised above the level crossings along the Fremantle line. However, as I mentioned, the pending 
completion of the Perth–Fremantle PSP will mean that the need for the removal of the level crossings along the 
Fremantle line will significantly increase. Although I commend the former federal Liberal government, with the 
support of the state government, for funding the removal of level crossings along the Armadale line, the people along 
the Fremantle line are now very anxious to hear from the state government about when they can expect to see the 
removal of the remaining level crossings along the Fremantle line. I might add that if the road alignment will be 
a much longer term issue, perhaps the minister could at least look at considering the removal of cyclist traffic from 
those crossings. 
Accordingly, I respectfully request the minister to instigate planning for the removal of the Fremantle line level 
crossings before someone is seriously injured or, worse, killed. Thank you. 
MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan — Minister for Transport) [9.19 am]: I thank the member for Cottesloe for his 
grievance. I will touch upon a couple of issues that relate to this matter—first of all, the principal shared path. We 
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made the decision to build that shared path because of local community concerns about cyclists and pedestrians 
going onto the road in that very busy area. We created the principal shared path, which will ultimately go through to 
Fremantle. It has been very popular, as the member outlined; I know he is a big supporter of it, and we have seen 
a significant increase in usage. 
With regard to the interaction between cyclists and vehicles around those areas, I will see whether we need to put 
up any further signage on those paths, but it is one of those things. Again, everyone needs to be considerate of others. 
When people receive something like a path or a road they think they no longer need to be concerned about interaction 
with other people in the community. Our advice, whether you are in a car, on a bicycle or on an e-scooter, is to always 
be aware of everyone around you and make sure that you are considerate. Of course, it is a very busy area, and 
I acknowledge that. 
As the member outlined, the government has an ambition to remove level crossings. I want to talk about a couple 
of things in that regard. First of all, we started with the Armadale line because of the Thornlie–Cockburn Link 
connection through Beckenham, Cannington and into Victoria Park. There are going to be many more trains per 
hour, and already, if we look at the rankings of the busiest level crossings across the network, we can see that places 
like William Street in Beckenham or Wharf Street in Cannington rank amongst the busiest for the number of times 
the boom gates come down, and the cumulative impact that has. The gates in Beckenham come down 266 times 
a day and the cumulative time that the gates are down is more than three hours and 50 minutes a day. 
We ranked those statistics and, as part of that, we created land use outcomes. We are elevating rail, building new 
rail stations and facilitating land development, whether through the housing diversity pipeline or other planning 
changes. There will be upzoning around those new stations and a lot more land development. We are also looking 
at selling land, where we can, near those stations to help fund that infrastructure, through the housing diversity 
pipeline or other measures. It is an ambitious program, and we are aware of major safety concerns at car and rail 
crossings in both the metropolitan area and in regional WA. 
I was in Port Hedland recently; that is a different scale of level crossing removal, but again, where we can, we are 
building roads over the rail lines to reduce interaction between freight trains and vehicles. We are also doing what 
we can across regional WA, including the wheatbelt, to improve the safety of level crossings. In many instances there 
will not be separation, but we are making sure that people are more aware of what is happening at level crossings. 
The Fremantle line is interesting, because a number of projects have been floating around for a number of years, 
particularly around Victoria Street, which I think the member for Cottesloe mentioned. Victoria Street is in close 
proximity to Stirling Highway and the train station, and there is a very short distance within which cars can turn 
into that street. This means that the issue of vehicles banking up is of serious concern. If I had a magic wand, I would 
get rid of pretty much every level crossing in that area. Some work has been done on Victoria Street. I met with 
the Town of Cottesloe recently; it has looked at the overall precinct. I think it will be very difficult to effect a level 
crossing removal at Victoria Street; one option is to move the crossing to Wellington Street and building an 
underpass there. A number of different plans are in preliminary stages. 
I will say this: when we do this work, it creates a lot of disruption, and a lot of new infrastructure is brought into the 
area. If we go down the path of looking at projects along this line, we do not want everyone saying, “We don’t want 
disruption; we don’t want new work in this area.” There will also be other land use outcomes. There will possibly be 
land sold for developments in that area. Land value is high along the Fremantle line, and it could be made economic, 
with the right settings, to undertake that path. However, if we do this, I do not want to hear every local member 
saying they do not want disruption or new — 
Dr D.J. Honey: It’s just me! 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Well, I do not want the member coming in here and saying, “People don’t want the new 
infrastructure, they don’t want the connections, they don’t want this or that”, because that is what happens. Everyone 
says, “We want level crossing removal and we want more safety.” Then we go and do it and they say, “We don’t 
want you to remove that tree at this point in time. We don’t want this PSP in this way.” These projects are difficult 
to deliver, particularly in areas like this where there is a lot of activity. As I said, the case of Victoria Street is 
interesting because there is an alternative level crossing to move to, which makes a bit of sense. We could remove 
all that interaction, and I think that would support the Town of Cottesloe’s plans for its town centre. I am very keen 
to continue to engage and I am exploring all opportunities for securing funding, because these things are expensive. 
I also look at potential land values in the vicinity and how we can defray costs through that. I have never seen a level 
crossing that I do not want to remove, so I am very keen to work on that. There are always different solutions for 
different level crossings. Fremantle has a number of road-rail separations, but I am keen to explore all options. 
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