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SELECT COMMITTEE INTO THE FREMANTLE EASTERN BYPASS 
Motion 

Resumed from 25 September 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. 

HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [11.12 am]:  I appreciate the opportunity to continue the 
remarks I made in support of the motion yesterday.  I was commenting briefly on the increased containerisation 
of the port of Fremantle, the efficiency of the port and the hope and plan by the Fremantle Port Authority to 
increase containers on rail freight from the port to 30 per cent by about 2020.  That is a hope.  If it becomes a 
reality, it will mean an increase in train movements in and out of the port, which will impinge on the tourist 
precinct of Fremantle.  However, it will still leave 70 per cent of the containers at the Fremantle port to be 
moved by other modes of transport.   

If the bypass is not built, it is predicted that by 2020, vehicle movements through Fremantle will increase from 
15 000 a day - I am not talking about trains now - to 30 000 a day.  It is all very well for this current Government 
to hide its head in the sand, to protect the member for Fremantle and to say that it is just a Fremantle issue.  It is 
a Fremantle issue but, as I said yesterday, it will have a wider impact on the economic situation of the whole 
State, especially on our major regional exports and imports - mostly exports - and on the industrial movement of 
freight from north to south through the larger metropolitan regions.  Therefore, it is not just an issue of east-west 
movement; it also involves north-south movement through Hon Ken Travers’ electorate.  Hon Ken Travers is 
looking rather puzzled.  If he is not aware, I inform him that a large collection of industries in the Osborne Park 
area - in his electorate - service the building boom that has taken place in the southern area and the infrastructure 
that exists in Cockburn Sound and the surrounding areas.  

The minister has promised that if the bypass is not built, she will upgrade High Street and Stock Road.  At best, 
this option will still take only 15 000 of those 30 000 vehicles a day.  Where does the Government think the 
other 15 000 vehicles will go?  They will have to spread across the subsidiary roads through, to and from 
Fremantle.  Carrington Street, Hampton Road and Ord Street are already congested and being shaken to bits by 
trucks, and they will be force-fed with another 15 000 trucks every day.  Aside from the importance of the 
contribution that this vital transport link will make to the economic future of Western Australia, Fremantle is a 
tourist precinct and, from an economical and historical perspective, the old historical buildings need to be 
preserved. 

I seriously believe that a select committee should be established because, as I said earlier, we cannot isolate 
lifting a road reservation that has been in place for many years - it is part of good planning - from the minister’s 
decision to cancel the Roe Highway extension that was to join Stock Road.  That means that the east-west traffic 
will have to travel along Leach Highway and South Street.  Most people who have an understanding of freight 
movements in this State will know that Kewdale and other areas are used for major freight interchange, and 
containers are taken to Kewdale.  A proposition is that some of those containers could even be taken by train as 
far as Northam, and that would be a good thing.  However, even if the port reaches its highest expectations of a 
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30 per cent freight movement on rail by 2020, that still leaves 70 per cent of the port traffic that must go on road.  
Therefore, to cancel the Roe Highway extension just because the Government has now decided to lift the 
reservation for the eastern bypass is a very short-sighted cost-cutting measure that will have great impacts on 
freight movements to and from the port and elsewhere for a long time. 

In addition, the disastrous effects that this increased traffic will have on High Street, Ord Street and Hampton 
Road, as well as the container carriers trying to access Leach Highway and South Street, will be enormous.  The 
people of Melville, Booragoon and East Fremantle would be rather horrified to know that perhaps Canning 
Highway will now be back on the agenda for heavy haulage.  That has been fought against enormously.  Hon 
Sue Ellery can shake her head, but a proposition has been put forward that some of that traffic could use Canning 
Highway and that the Canning Highway reservation, especially in East Fremantle, about which I fought 
vehemently in this Parliament, may be raised again.  The roads along that route, certainly from Canning Bridge 
to Fremantle, will need to be used, and we might have Canning freeway.   

There is certain evidence in this State that a second port will be built in the Cockburn Sound and Naval Base 
region.  That will add to the volume of port-to-port traffic, as well as port-to-Kewdale traffic.  In the future an 
additional port will be needed, without jeopardising the operation of the Fremantle port in any way.  It will reach 
capacity at some stage.  

Not building the bypass will add further to the inability to move freight and traffic efficiently.  Not building the 
bypass will certainly add to the congestion and pollution in Fremantle.  It will endanger heritage buildings.  One 
of the roles of the select committee should be to dismiss some of the myths we have heard about the bypass, 
especially that pollution levels will increase.  Anyone who knows anything about the movement of traffic knows 
that if trucks can have a smooth passage and do not have to stop at traffic lights and gradients, there is far less 
pollution.  That applies to cars as well.  Pollution levels will decrease if the bypass is implemented.  Even if the 
Government does not have the money to build the bypass at the moment, a major role of the select committee 
should be to urge the Government to leave the reservation in place until there is an acceptable alternative to deal 
with the huge issue of the transportation of goods and services.  We are not talking only about port traffic.  I 
remind members opposite that Perth relies very much on small industries.  For example, the building industry 
relies on trucks carrying goods between factories and building sites.  Trucks should not travel through built-up or 
historic cities like Fremantle.  We must look closely at keeping the reservation in place until the Government 
comes up with a proper alternative.  Pollution levels will not increase; they will decrease with smooth-flowing 
traffic. 

The other myth is that the bypass will split the community.  I have lived in East Fremantle for 11 years and I 
frequent the George Street precinct.  Just prior to my moving to East Fremantle, there was a long-running battle 
about splitting that community.  Anyone with an eye for community living, economics and the price of land 
needs to walk around the George Street precinct to see how it has developed into a heritage and arts precinct.  It 
has art galleries and restaurants; it is a very attractive area.  In addition, the Richmond Raceway, which was 
developed after Stirling highway was extended to High Street, has become a thriving metropolis.  It is a very 
nice area in which to live.  It is an interesting parallel to the Servetus Street debate.  In both cases, there were 
concerns about cutting the communities in two.  Anyone who has an eye for property would know that the price 
of properties on both sides of Servetus Street in Swanbourne have been greatly increased by the improved road 
access.  People living in White Gum Valley are concerned about their community being split in two.  People 
must take the time to see where roads have gone through in the past.  The Graham Farmer Freeway is a good 
example. 

Hon Ken Travers:  Are you in favour of the Stephenson freeway? 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I have not mentioned the Stephenson freeway.  If the member listened - 

Hon Ken Travers:  You mentioned a few parts of it. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I did not. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  The member has an entitlement to speak later.  He does not have to make all his comments 
through interjection. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order, members! 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I am happy to take the interjection.  I did not mention the Stephenson highway.  I 
alluded to the economic impact that good roads sometimes have on the development of suburbs. 

I often say in this House that Governments do not give enough to the southern metropolitan region.  Places like 
Rockingham and Kwinana often feel that everything is given to the north metropolitan region.  If it came to the 
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crunch I do not see why we could not defend the construction of a tunnel under the Fremantle eastern bypass 
reservation.  It is similar to what people in the north metropolitan region got with the Graham Farmer Freeway.  
The route is the important thing, not so much how it is built. 

The other myth I would like to debunk is that most people in Fremantle oppose the eastern bypass.  We all know 
that anything can be done with statistics.  The statistics used by Jim McGinty in defence of the argument that 
most people in Fremantle do not want the bypass were gathered by Carmen Lawrence.  It has been shown that 
the bypass is supported in 60 per cent of the 1 000 submissions sent to the Western Australian Planning 
Commission.  The Labor Government and local Labor members are adhering to a myth that is statistically 
incorrect.  The majority of people agree with the bypass. 

The other myth concerns Clontarf hill.  There are environmental concerns that the hill will be destroyed by the 
bypass.  Clontarf hill is a very nice area.  I know that the Government does not know what it is going to do with 
it.  People have been under the misapprehension that the Government was going to protect it.  Local papers claim 
that the hill will be lost regardless of whether the bypass goes ahead.  The simple resolution is for the bypass to 
go through Clontarf hill, not over it.  The other myth I must dispel concerns the Bibra Lake wetland.  Very few 
people in the community do not support a green solution for the area.  No-one in his right mind would build 
through a wetland. 

Hon Jim Scott interjected. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  No, not at all.  There are engineering solutions to building around or over a wetland. 

Hon Jim Scott interjected. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  No.  If one looks around the world at bridges built over a wetland, some bird species 
choose the bridges to nest under.  The bridges do not disturb the wetland or migratory birds. 

The Fremantle bypass ought to be supported.  I am touching on only a few of the issues that I hope a select 
committee might look into and report to the Parliament.  The committee will, hopefully, look at the issue in a 
balanced manner and dispel the myths associated with it. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  And provide advice on what the impact will be. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Absolutely.  Let us get an economic analysis done on the impact on trade, business 
and Fremantle.  Fremantle is a historic port city that has been well maintained.  We should be careful to preserve 
its historic buildings.  Anyone travelling the world these days will find that a major money-spinner is the tourist 
dollar.  That is because people want to see historic buildings.  The Fremantle eastern bypass will remove 
thousands of cars, trucks and semitrailers from local Fremantle roads and residential streets in living suburbs in 
the southern metropolitan region that were never designed to carry such traffic.  Without the proposed alternative 
of Roe Highway joining Kwinana Freeway and perhaps coming down Canning Highway or Leach Highway, 
which would be turned into a freeway, those vehicles will take the short route following the district distributors 
and residential streets.  I would like a cost analysis of the impact of this decision on the local businesses that will 
lose money and on the commercial travel times between the northern and southern suburbs and the port and 
Kewdale.  I would like Fremantle streets to be safe for cyclists, pedestrians and children and to not have this 
huge overflow of traffic meandering through the city of Fremantle.   

I support the motion.  There is a valid reason for a select committee, and I hope this Parliament will consider its 
establishment.  The bottom line for most people in this region - and should be for all of Western Australia - is 
that this is a huge traffic transport issue that goes beyond the seat of Mr McGinty.  He should get his head out of 
the sand.  He is a cabinet member of a Government that is meant to be governing for all Western Australians.  
The people of Fremantle have not voted to delete the Fremantle bypass.  We need an overview.  We need people 
from both sides of the Parliament to sit down and look at the issues and perhaps at least say to the Government 
that this bypass should not be abandoned until an alternative that is acceptable from every aspect is in place or at 
least on the drawing board.  The Government should not lift this reservation from the planning scheme.  I 
support the motion.  

HON JIM SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [11.32 am]:  Hon Simon O’Brien was right: he talked to me about the 
possibility of the Greens (WA) supporting this motion.  I thought about it, and I saw some attractions in a select 
committee examining this matter, but I decided that they were personal attractions rather than any that would 
benefit the Parliament as a whole.  I listened to what was said and examined the issues before making a decision 
whether to send this matter to a select committee of this Parliament.  I was concerned about a number of things, 
such as who would make up the numbers on the committee and whether it would be political.  

Hon Norman Moore:  Are some committees of the Parliament not political? 
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Hon JIM SCOTT:  I wanted to know whether the issues would be properly examined.  In the end, I decided not 
to support this motion.  The first reason is that it is pointless considering the Fremantle eastern bypass as a little 
piece of road that exists without any link to the metropolitan area.  Hon Barbara Scott was correct in saying that 
it was not just a Fremantle issue but a regional issue.  However, over time, there has been an attempt to paint this 
as a Fremantle versus Melville issue.  We all know that the bypass is part of the western suburbs highway, which 
Hon Eric Charlton sometimes acknowledged existed and other times vehemently denied.  The former transport 
minister, who is still in this House, Hon Murray Criddle, acknowledged that there was such a plan.  An article 
from The West Australian of 11 January 2000 is titled “U-turn not political: road boss”, and reads as follows -  

The Department of Transport has rejected claims that a move to abandon the so-called western suburbs 
highway is a politically motivated about-face designed to protect local Liberal member Colin Barnett at 
the next State election.  

Hon Murray Criddle:  It was done after an in-depth study.  It is a pity you do not have the opportunity to go into 
that.  

Hon JIM SCOTT:  I have only just started.  I am saying that the road existed.  I was about to say that the western 
suburbs highway was proposed to go from the Mitchell Freeway through Scarborough Beach Road, Pearson 
Street, the Wembley golf course, the Boulevard, Oceanic Drive, West Coast Highway, Servetus Street and 
Curtin Avenue, which would have been widened to four lanes.  It was then to continue through Fremantle and 
Cockburn to Kwinana.  The Fremantle eastern bypass was certainly not a little bit of road that did not go 
anywhere; it was part of the western suburbs highway.  The eastern bypass, the Rockingham controlled-access 
highway and the Curtin Avenue-Servetus Street highway were presented as discrete projects because of a 
deliberate ploy by Main Roads.  There would have been less political flak if the western suburbs highway was 
built a little bit at a time and then joined together.  Main Roads tried to avoid undergoing a proper environmental 
assessment of the Fremantle eastern bypass on the basis that it was not a regional road and did not have regional 
impacts.  We managed to have that turned around.  Luckily, the Department of Environmental Protection agreed 
with us that it was not just a little road to Fremantle but part of a major road.  The bypass is not about a little 
argument between Fremantle and Melville.  It is affecting a huge number of western suburbs communities.  

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Why do you not move to extend the terms of reference of the select committee? 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  I will explain that.  It has been argued in not only this House by Hon Barbara Scott but also 
the recent debate in the community that this road was designed to link to the Fremantle port.  In fact, the road 
was never planned to go to the port.  The best way to explain that is to run through the history.  Many reports 
clearly detail the history of this bypass.  I have been aware of these for a long time because I have been dealing 
with this issue for a very long time.  One of the most important reports is a March 1990 case study by Jeff 
Kenworthy called “Technical Paper 3.6 - Road Reserves: Case Study 4: Western Suburbs Highway”.  It is a 
proper document.  The first part of the report states -  

The formal introduction of the Western Suburbs Highway into the MRS in 1982 completed the change 
in long range regional strategy for a second north-south primary route.  The original plans for a north-
south route west of the Kwinana/Mitchell Freeway were based on an alignment starting with 
Stephenson Highway in the north then proceeding down Davies Road, Claremont across the Point 
Resolution/Point Walter bridge and then down Stock Road to Naval Base.  

There was no link to Fremantle at all.  With the declaration of the western suburbs highway reserve, the route 
changed to a realigned Stephenson Avenue then down Servetus Street, Curtin Avenue, the railway reserve, 
Stirling Highway, Stirling Bridge and the Fremantle eastern bypass. 

This study shows how wide the road was in every area and it showed the proposed intersections.  It was a very 
comprehensive look at the project.  Most of the history of the road is already set down, except for the latest 
history. 

What made me feel a lot like looking at this issue was an interview with Peter Woodward, an engineer of the De 
Leuw Cather firm in the mid-1960s, who was later elected to various government committees and became the 
President of the Royal Automobile Club.  He retired in 1996 and acts as a consultant for the Department for 
Planning and Infrastructure.  He is now living in Subiaco.  He agreed to an interview about why he designed the 
bypass.  He talked about how it flowed out of the metropolitan region scheme in 1963.  The article reads - 

I asked Woodward if it caused him some disquiet that the road now went through homes and schools 
which just did exist then. “Well, building roads in metropolitan areas does involve that” he says “So, 
yeah, I mean, as a traffic engineer, you’ve got problems with homes, and schools, and open space.  But 
what’s the option?  You can’t build roads up in the air.   
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“You know, I’ll tell you a funny thing.  It turned out that the road went right through Sir Charles 
Court’s house, and he got to thinking that the road was not such a good idea, and so the result of that 
was that it was moved to Fremantle.  We didn’t think of the environment much in those days. 

Liberals still do not.  It continues - 

I shouldn’t tell you this, but if you look at all the freeway systems, most of them were planned through 
wetlands, because that was the way to go.  You never worried about open space.  God, my head will roll 
for saying that.  I still do some work for the Ministry of Planning, you know. 

We see from that that the road was never meant to link with the Fremantle port.  The reason the route was 
changed was that it went through Sir Charles Court’s bailiwick, and he did not like it. 

The same journalist interviewed Sir Richard Court in an article contained in the Fremantle News of November 
2000.  It reads - 

Well, that having been said, do you accept that the majority of Fremantle people simply don’t want this 
road.  I had parents from White Gum Valley Primary School phone me and express their concern that 
the road goes straight through the school . . .  

Richard Court said -  

Well, I can accept that, but we don’t proceed with any of these projects until we can gain broad 
community support for them.   

Q.  With respect, it’s been presented to them as a fait accompli.  Do you think you will get broad 
community support for it? 

A.  Well, put it this way, the road has not been top priority.  There’s plenty of pressure around the State 
to do other work first. 

The coalition Government was not all that keen on doing it.  The next incumbent after Hon Eric Charlton, Hon 
Murray Criddle who is with us today, deleted that part of the route that went through Mt Brown and south of 
Fremantle.  However, what is now wanted is for the highway to run all the way into Cockburn and then not go 
anywhere.  It was planned to be a six-lane highway. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT:  Order!  Hon Jim Scott seems to be enjoying a lot of assistance.  Perhaps he could do with 
less. 
Hon JIM SCOTT:  I would have thought that as members obviously do not have a very good understanding of 
the history of the route, this might give them an opportunity to catch up on a little.   

The road was planned to go over the railway line from Curtin Avenue on to Stirling Highway.  A big bridge was 
to be built to connect Stirling Highway, which was to be widened by another few lanes that would demolish 
most of the centre of North Fremantle and cause incredible chaos.  A new bridge was to be built that would be 
higher than the existing Stirling Bridge and would mean demolishing a large section of East Fremantle, including 
the Royal George Tavern, to enable a six-lane highway to go through.  The route was not designed to link with 
the port, and never was; it was designed to bypass the port.  It was only when people in the electorate of the 
member for Cottesloe jumped up and down in North Fremantle and put some fear into the member because they 
did not want the widening of Stirling Highway that suddenly the route was given a dogleg and was to go down 
the Port Beach side of the railway line and turn right at Tydeman Road.  It was only as a result of that political 
pressure that it ever went anywhere near the port of Fremantle.  It was never set up as a link to the port of 
Fremantle.  Members should not give me that rubbish.  It is an absolute nonsense and fiction. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  Members are drowning out the speaker who has the call. 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  Perhaps he should be drowned. 

The PRESIDENT:  We do not need the assistance of Hon Derrick Tomlinson. 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  The new link with the port of Fremantle is supposed to save traffic going through Fremantle -  

Hon Barbara Scott:  Where do you think the traffic should go? 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  The member should have talked to Richard Lewis about that because he pushed for the 
eastern bypass to go back into the plan.  Hon Barbara Scott mentioned in her speech that 60 per cent of the 
people who put submissions into the Western Australian Planning Commission study supported the bypass.  Let 
me explain how that occurred.  I invite members to read the Fremantle strategy document.  It indicates that the 
Western Australian Planning Commission accepted from the proponents building the eastern bypass through 
Fremantle form letters that were taken out by some supporters of the bypass, who went door to door in Hampton 
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Road saying that the route would be terrible for that area because heavy vehicles would continue to travel along 
Hampton Road.  I think that occurred in 1996.  When the other side received the form letter, they said that they 
accepted it as representing all the other views. 

Hon Barbara Scott:  Are you criticising the Department for Planning and Infrastructure? 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  I am not.  I am saying exactly what happened. 

Two changes were made when the strategy went through that process.  One change was based on a submission 
by the member for Cottesloe, who asked for an area of parkland in North Fremantle to be extended a bit further.  
It happened to go past the house of the then Minister for Planning, and it would give him parkland in front of his 
house.  That was a very important move!   

The other move was to save the Liberal Party’s hide because Hon Barbara Scott threatened to cross the floor.  If 
the eastern bypass had been built, Canning Highway would have been rerouted and widened.  Hon Barbara Scott 
said that she would cross the floor to prevent that happening.  What happened?  The coalition Government did 
not change its mind; it delayed the decision so that Hon Barbara Scott did not have to cross the floor.  However, 
thousands of other people who were totally opposed to the eastern bypass were not heard.  That accurately 
reflects the political games that have surrounded the proposed bypass all this time.  

It has been a “political” road that people sought to have altered from the original destination to join Stock Road.  
It has never been directed towards the port.  Members opposite should not talk rubbish.  

Apart from the Kenworthy study, the final of a series of, I think, 11 South Western Australia Transport Study 
Studies, was completed in 1992 after the previous Labor Government had lost office.  It would have been handed 
over to the new minister, but it had not been tabled.  That study clearly examined alternatives to building the 
bypass and suggested that any modern city would not try to build more roads because of the attendant problems.   

Dr John Roberts, Director of Transport and Environment Studies prepared a study on the western suburbs 
highway on behalf of the City of Cottesloe.  It highlights why the eastern bypass would not be suitable.  In its 
planning, the whole picture must be considered.  In referring to the validity of current traffic projections, John 
Roberts said - 

The situation concerning widening of Stirling Highway and making connexions to it from the north 
might be a case of a solution searching for a problem.  Given the underuse of the road system as a 
whole, it is difficult to understand the existence of a current problem,  

He severely criticises the whole proposal.  A group of councils along Stirling Highway - from memory, 
Claremont, Cottesloe, Fremantle and possibly Cockburn - paid for the Nelson English study, which agreed with 
John Roberts, who said that the Department of Main Roads had got it terribly wrong. 

Hon Murray Criddle:  When did he say that? 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  It must have been after a few drinks at a cocktail party. 
Hon Murray Criddle:  I did not have any cocktail parties. 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  You really are nasty.  Did you take a nasty pill this morning? 
The PRESIDENT:  Order!  Hon Derrick Tomlinson must have taken a voice pill this morning! 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  We must ask why we need to examine the history of this issue to inform members what they 
should do when the metropolitan region scheme comes before the House.  I do not think MRS amendments have 
been scrutinised by a select committee.  The Liberal-National coalition did not even present it as a regionally 
important road, so it was not properly assessed.  

This proposal does not address the changes proposed by the freight congress meetings.  The object of those 
meetings was to find alternative solutions, as was the SWAT.  If anything, a select committee should be 
appointed to examine alternative solutions. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  It did not find any solutions, did it?  

Hon JIM SCOTT:  It presented many solutions for examination. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Every one was of them rejected by the director general because none would fix the 
problem. 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  That is nonsense.   

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Hang on.  Don’t accuse me of getting it wrong unless you have your facts right. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  If the member ignores the interjection he will not encourage further interjections. 
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Hon JIM SCOTT:  Thank you, Mr President.  I was given permission to attend those congresses, unlike my 
colleagues. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Are you on the local impact committee as well? 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  I am not, but I did not ask to be on it.  There has also been a pretence that the eastern bypass 
will actually bypass Fremantle city.  We must get real.  Mr McNally and his group of well-behaved councillors 
said in Melbourne when I was there that the road would bypass Fremantle.  I asked Mr McNally to raise the map 
of Fremantle that he had on the floor and to draw in the boundaries of Fremantle, which he did.  I then asked him 
to trace with his marker the route of the eastern bypass.  Lo and behold, that route did not go around; it went 
right through the centre of Fremantle.   

Hon Simon O’Brien:  That is rubbish.  That is the municipal area of Fremantle. 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  Yes.  Fremantle is a suburban area. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Come off it.  Fremantle consists of a range of areas. 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  In fact, the road runs right through the centre of Fremantle and it runs across Stirling Bridge. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  South of Stirling Bridge goes south of the river, slap, bang into the town of East 
Fremantle. 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  That is on the other side of that road. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  You’re wrong.  East Fremantle starts at East Street in the west.  Where Stirling Bridge 
meets the highway south of the river, it is in the town of East Fremantle.  You do not know your electorate too 
well do you? 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  I know it very well.  It depends on which area Hon Simon O’Brien is talking about.  The road 
does not run from Stirling Bridge to High Street or Leach Highway.  It continues.  Hon Simon O’Brien does not 
know his electorate. 

The bypass would run right through the centre of the city of Fremantle. 

Hon Simon O’Brien interjected. 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  That is the extreme west side of Fremantle.  I will give the member a road map.  

Members opposite have been working under the pretence that somehow the eastern bypass will prevent traffic 
building up on Canning Highway, Leach Highway and so on.  In fact, it was planned to widen all those roads to 
take extra traffic created by that road.  Where do members opposite think all the traffic from the northern 
suburbs will go?  Will it continue south or might it go to places like Melville?  Roads like the proposed eastern 
bypass create traffic build-ups.   

Members opposite should read the report of the royal commission held to examine the way in which new major 
roads generate traffic that would not otherwise be generated.  An interesting article I have here - 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Where? 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  It is the New Scientist magazine.  Its credentials may not be known to Hon Simon O’Brien.  It 
is headed “Roadblocks ahead” and reads -  

If you want to ease traffic congestion, there’s a simple solution.  Shut a few roads. 

Closing roads cuts traffic, according to the report due out next month.  The study, commissioned by 
London Transport and the Department of the Environment, Transport and the Regions suggests that the 
computer models used by urban transport planners produce the wrong answers.   

The report is also bound to lead the calls for the British government’s White Paper on transport, due 
later this year, to include a radical programme of pedestrianisation and expanded public transport.   

Computer models used by the transport planners effectively assume that closing one road moves traffic 
elsewhere, causing congestion.  But researchers led by Phil Goodwin of University College London, the 
government’s adviser on transport policy, found that this is not what happens.  The team analysed 60 
cases worldwide where roads had been closed - or their ability to carry traffic significantly reduced.   

Goodwin’s draft report shows that on average 20 per cent of the traffic that used a road seems to 
evaporate after it has been closed.  In some cases up to 60 per cent vanishes.  The examples studied by 
Goodwin’s team were mostly in urban areas.  However, the same arguments may also apply away from 
major cities. 
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I will not read the whole of that article.  Members should read the report of the British royal commission - I have 
copies in my office - in which they will see that the Opposition was designing a city of the past, and that is 
wrong. 

A great deal of emotion has been displayed during this debate and a lot of nonsense has been exhibited by 
members of the Liberal Party.  We know that the City of Melville and the Liberal Party have very similar 
colouring, and the reality is that the Melville council misrepresented findings of great prominence.  It was 
appalling.  Mr McNally and Mr Russell Aubrey were the main two, with a great deal of help from Hon Mike 
Board, Hon Barbara Scott and Hon Simon O’Brien.  A community committee was set up in that area - I forget 
what it was called - to show the community’s distaste for the freight congress, which was not a decision-making 
body; it was a scoping study.  The committee consisted of those community members - Hon Barbara Scott, Hon 
Simon O’Brien and Hon Mike Board - and I do not know how genuine and non-Liberal that could be. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order, members! 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  This same phoney outfit took maps from the department’s web site and altered them. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  That is not true.  You are misleading the House. 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  I am not misleading the House at all.  We can see the City of Melville logo on the top of the 
documents referring to the south freeway and the Stock freeway.  Do these things ring a bell?  That committee 
altered the maps to try to frighten people.  Those members should be ashamed of themselves.  We need proper 
planning based on reality, not on nonsense.   

I have here another report prepared by the Fremantle Council - “A critical review of the Fremantle eastern 
bypass”.  Another one is entitled “An overview of rapid transit planning for the south metropolitan coastal area 
of the Perth metropolitan region.”  Hundreds of these documents have been produced.  This issue has been 
studied to death and the reality is that political choices have already been made.  What we need now is a political 
choice to go down the path of good planning; members should not try to look after their mates. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  I have tried to put forward some bipartisan views in all of this, and what do I get? 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  Nonsense!  A lot of studies have been done south of Fremantle, such as the “Port Catherine 
Development Pty Ltd - Traffic flow analysis”. 

Hon Peter Foss interjected. 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  Hon Peter Foss says we should look at the history.  The history has already been done a 
thousand times; we should be looking at the alternatives.  The alternative is to start looking at how we can really 
deal with the issue and the many alternatives to having traffic gridlocked in our cities.  We know we have a 
major problem.  The economic Luddites pretend that we can go on producing greenhouse gases without having 
any impact on our farming and pastoral areas, and that we can continue wasting energy as prices go through the 
roof; they then want to waste energy building major roads.  The biggest waste of energy in most developed 
countries in the world is unnecessary travel in private cars.  We should deal with these problems. 
Hon Ray Halligan:  And go back to the horse and buggy. 
Hon JIM SCOTT:  The horse and buggy people live on the other side and do not want to look at modern 
solutions.  Members opposite want to be able to drive their cars until they hit the wall.  When they can no longer 
breathe, when they can no longer afford petrol and when we have the most inefficient city in the world because 
of the overbuilding of roads and highways, because we have not done proper planning, we have not looked at 
access before mobility, and we have not looked at developing our regional centres and all those planning issues, 
they will say we should be tweaking the system to reduce traffic, and at the same time maintain efficiency, 
reduce pollution and improve amenities for the people who live in the cities.  If members want to debate those 
issues, I will be happy to join them, because that is what they should be doing, not going on with this political 
nonsense.  We should be looking at the issues of competitive neutrality between road and rail. 
Hon Peter Foss:  Good idea: put a rail line down there instead. 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  Yes; that is a thought.  So much freight has moved onto trucks in recent years because -  

Hon Murray Criddle interjected. 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  The member’s department gave it to me when it wanted me to agree to sell Westrail.  It is a 
paper from the Bureau of Transport Economics entitled “Working paper 40 - Competitive neutrality between 
road and rail.” 

Hon Murray Criddle:  So we did the right thing.  You have not heard a squeak since. 
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Hon JIM SCOTT:  I have heard lots of squeaks.  I have heard that Liberal members in this State have gone to 
their federal counterparts and grizzled about the change in the Government’s position on the bypass and the Roe 
Highway.  They wanted to see the funding cut to give the Government a hard time.  Even though Western 
Australia and Fremantle were designated as one of the hotspots for further rail infrastructure to link the port, the 
federal Government has not given any money to Western Australia; we have been cut from the program.  
Western Australia has gone from being number two down to the bottom of the list because of members opposite.  
They have openly asked Daryl Williams not to allow the funding of further stages of the Roe Highway.  They 
may say they did not say that, but that was published in the paper.  That was the most stupid thing that anyone 
could imagine.  Funding was in place and contracts had been let for the highway to go as far as South Street but 
members opposite said they were trying to save Melville from too much traffic.  If the funding had been cut at 
that point, there would have been no other place for that traffic to go but to plough down South Street. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
 


