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FREMANTLE EASTERN BYPASS 
Urgency Motion 

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

Dear Mr President 

At today’s sitting it is my intention to move under SO 72 that the Council consider, as a matter of 
urgency the Government’s reckless pursuit of its policy to delete the Fremantle Eastern Bypass without 
alternative plans and its failure to respect community concerns arising from this position.  

Yours sincerely, 

Simon O’Brien MLC 
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) [3.57 pm]:  I move the motion. 

It is with regret that I advise the House that the Government is persisting with its reckless policy of deleting the 
Fremantle eastern bypass from the metropolitan region scheme, despite the professional advice of its own 
officers in the Department for Planning and Infrastructure.  I referred in debate in this place last year to the 
advice of some of those officers being suppressed and being ordered to be rewritten.  I tabled that advice on 17 
October last year as tabled paper No 357.  During debate on 22 October, I explored this matter further.  
Subsequently, my allegations were proven true when the Government issued the doctored official advice with its 
key parts changed in the manner I had anticipated.  The Government also persists with its policy despite the 
further objection by professional planners in local government.  The House is already well aware of the 
opposition of the City of Melville, which is one of the largest local governments in the State.  Its opposition 
reflects not only the professional advice available to that council, but also the views of the councillors 
themselves.  However, the Government refuses to take heed.  The House knew all of that when it last sat.  

Subsequent to that and during the Christmas break further developments have taken place.  The City of Canning, 
in response to representations from its residents, has resolved to launch its own campaign seeking to promote the 
view that I first expressed on 17 July last year when the Government announced its intention to delete the 
Fremantle eastern bypass from the metropolitan region scheme.  That view is, in essence, that the Government 
should not proceed to delete the Fremantle eastern bypass until it has some sort of alternative plan to put in its 
place.  The City of Canning has examined the so-called six-point plan and the put-the-freight-onto-rail plan of 
the Government and has found them lacking, as we all know they are.   

The City of Canning has embarked on a massive campaign of its own to try to convince the Government to 
desist from its ruinous course of action and to not get to the stage at which it has gone too far and has sold off the 
re-zoned land.  The City of Canning has put out documents to that effect.  As recently as Saturday I was amazed 
that a large number of the council’s officers and elected members were in my neighbourhood Riverton Forum 
Shopping Centre, as they have been on other occasions in other shopping centres, including Westfield Carousel, 
displaying signs to try to educate the citizens in the City of Canning that what the Government is doing is wrong 
and to alert them to the fact that their council is doing something about it.   

Recently, professional advice was given to the City of Cockburn by its senior planner.  Item 14.1 of the 
Cockburn City Council’s agenda of 18 February of this year shows clearly that the council officers have 
recommended against the deletion of the Fremantle eastern bypass, certainly at this stage.  That reflects the fact 
that 85 per cent of 271 submissions received by the City of Cockburn opposed the deletion of the Fremantle 
eastern bypass while only 15 per cent supported it. 

The Government also persists in its course in spite of the overwhelming public backlash across the south 
metropolitan region.  The Government is in denial.  I am sure that some members opposite may wish to deny the 
impact of a public rally held on Sunday, 23 February in Kardinya to oppose the premature deletion of the 
Fremantle eastern bypass from the metropolitan region scheme.  Estimates of the number of people who attended 
the rally vary from about two men and a dog, all of whom were members of the Young Liberals movement, to 
about 3 000.  I do not know if any members from the government side of this House were present, but I was 
present.  I am not in the Young Liberals movement, but I was there.  I do not know how many people were there, 
but it was a significant number.  They certainly covered a very large proportion of the grassed area of the Morris 
Buzacott Reserve.  The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure reckons that 700 people were there, 200 of 
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whom were Young Liberals.  All I know is that a darn sight more than 700 people were there.  I wish I knew 
how to get 200 Young Liberals out of bed to attend a rally at 10 o’clock on a Sunday morning.  Certainly a large 
number of concerned people were there.  The minister has made some very disparaging remarks about these 
people, who are my constituents.  I shall return to that in just a moment. 

Rather than admit that it has misread public opinion, this Government insists that it is right and that everyone 
else is wrong.  It insists that every bit of political advice in the state or local government sphere is wrong, that the 
community from one end of Leach Highway to the other and from one end of South Street to the other is wrong, 
and that Minister MacTiernan and her colleagues are the only ones who are right.  However, in its heart of hearts 
this Government knows that it has misread public opinion and that it is wrong.  It can sense the public backlash.  
The Government is not totally insensitive - at least on the quiet - to public opinion, and it is becoming desperate. 

We recently saw an example of that desperation through an insert in community newspapers called Freight 
Network Review: Fremantle Eastern Bypass and Roe Highway Community Update.  I have a copy that arrived in 
my household via the Canning Times newspaper.  This insert was sponsored by Tony McRae MLA, the member 
for Cockburn, the member for Willagee, Hon Kate Doust and Hon Sue Ellery.  They had to dig into their 
electorate accounts to put out this piece of trite rubbish.   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  It is an excellent document, and you know it.   

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  Has the member seen it?   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  I have seen it.   

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  I have copy here in case she has not.  The document shows a sense of desperation.  If 
the idea of deleting the Fremantle eastern bypass were valid, the argument would stand on its merits and this sort 
of amateurish political propaganda to try to support the Government’s position would not be required.  The 
document begins -  

There has been a lot of misinformation over the Gallop Labor Government’s commitment to delete the 
Fremantle Eastern Bypass . . .   

I agree with that.  Headings in the document include “Misleading the Community” and “Myths and 
Misconceptions”.  The Government is certainly contributing to that through this document.  The document also 
contains some quotes which are attributed to me and which misrepresent my position.  I have explained in this 
place how those quotes - which are being bandied around all over the place by the minister and the member for 
Riverton - misrepresent me.  Hon Sue Ellery and Hon Kate Doust were present to witness those remarks, so I am 
particularly disappointed that they have spent money reproducing those misrepresented quotes.  It shows that the 
Government and certain of its members are rattled, and they are right to be.  Recent remarks by the Riverton 
MLA, Tony McRae, and the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, Hon Alannah MacTiernan MLA, are in 
my view a desperate attempt to defend their indefensible plan to not proceed with the Fremantle eastern bypass 
or Roe Highway stage 8.  The comments attributed to me that suggest that I somehow oppose Roe Highway 
were taken completely out of the context in which they were given about two years ago.  Although I am tired of 
Labor members misrepresenting my remarks, I am sure that the community at large is much more concerned 
about the abuse and the scorn that is being heaped on their heads by Ms MacTiernan and Mr McRae.  As if they 
have realised that they are losing, or have lost, the battle for public opinion, the minister and the member are now 
pouring their vitriol on the very people in the community they should be listening to but are failing to listen to.  I 
refer to all the people in the Cities of Canning and Melville who, through their councils, are making their 
opposition to government policy known.  I refer to the many community organisations from one end of the South 
Metropolitan Region to the other.   

Hon Kate Doust:  Name them.   

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  Is the member not aware of the Wilson ratepayers association, the Riverton-
Rossmoyne ratepayers association, the Bateman community association, the Murdoch-Winthrop community 
group or the movement out of High Street, Fremantle?  Is the member not aware of any of those groups?  They 
are in her electorate and she needs to be aware of them.  I will give the member a list and maybe for once she can 
get in touch with some of her constituents instead of producing rubbish such as the Freight Network Review. 

Hon Sue Ellery interjected.   

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  Maybe then she will come into contact with reality.  She could take her colleague Hon 
Sue Ellery with her when she meets those people.   

I refer also to the thousands who have petitioned the Parliament to not delete the Fremantle eastern bypass until 
an alternative is identified.  That is a reasonable proposition.  Ms MacTiernan and Mr McRae are also pouring 
their vitriol on the many concerned and angry residents in Mr McRae’s electorate of Riverton.  He ought to wake 
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up to himself and realise that he is alienating, in large numbers, the people in his own seat.  Just last week - on 27 
February - in the Legislative Assembly, apparently in reference to opponents of the Government’s plans to delete 
the Fremantle eastern bypass, Mr McRae referred to “10 000 maniacs”.  On the same day, Minister MacTiernan 
is on the record as saying that the people who attended the Save Our Suburbs rally on Sunday, 23 February 2003 
had come from the cappuccino bars between Hillarys and Fremantle and that 50 per cent of them were from the 
Liberal’s grey-rinse brigade.  It is pretty poor when the only argument - 
Hon Jim Scott:  It’s true, isn’t it?   

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  It is not true.  If some members on the other side had been there, they would know that 
is not true.  If they do not want to listen to me when I tell them so, on their heads be it.  It is a very poor state of 
affairs when instead of listening to people’s legitimate concerns, a minister of the Crown attempts to pour scorn 
on them.  That rally was not a big branch meeting of the Liberal Party; it was a genuine outpouring of public 
concern, which was organised by community-based groups.  The many residents of the South Metropolitan 
Region who oppose the Gallop Government’s plan found the remarks of Mr McRae and Minister MacTiernan 
insulting.  This Government will find out the hard way what are the consequences of continuing to insult the 
people upon whom it relies for its election.  If Hon Jim Scott and other members want to bury their heads in the 
sand, in due course they will find out for themselves the sort of response that the people of the South 
Metropolitan Region will give them.  The responses of the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure and the 
member for Riverton to legitimate concerns show just how arrogant and out of touch this Gallop Government is.  
The increasingly intemperate language and scorn poured on the citizens who do not agree with the Government’s 
plans are signs of the Government’s desperation.  I conclude by regretfully reminding the House that the Labor 
Government has seriously misread public opinion on the Fremantle eastern bypass issue but does not have the 
courage to admit it was wrong.   

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [4.11 pm]:  I thank Hon Simon 
O’Brien for again bringing this matter to the attention of the House.  I have never seen a Government get so 
arrogant in so short a time.  This Government has been in power for only two years and already it is treating the 
community with total and utter contempt.  Its attitude on this issue is a demonstration of a Government in 
arrogance mode.  If this Government is arrogant after only two years, imagine what it will be like after three 
years.  It will be out on its backside after four years.   
This is a very serious issue for residents of the southern metropolitan suburbs of Perth.  I have a vested interest in 
this issue; I live close to Leach Highway in Booragoon.  I know a bit about Leach Highway and about what this 
plan will do to the community in which I live.  Hon Jim Scott argues his case because he lives in a community 
that may be affected by the Fremantle eastern bypass.  I am sure he will tell us where he lives, having asked 
another member where he lives.   

The planning process for the Roe Highway and the Fremantle eastern bypass and the linkage to Rockingham was 
very good indeed.  Motorists who have driven down Roe Highway and have seen what a magnificent road it is 
know that it must continue beyond the Kwinana Freeway.  It is absolutely stupid to stop it at the Kwinana 
Freeway.  The trucks that drive down that wonderful freeway, which the current Government has continued to 
build - I give it credit for that - will travel to Kwinana Freeway, turn right and travel north until South Street or 
Leach Highway and then turn left towards Fremantle.  Therefore, those two roads will be very busy indeed.  I 
have lived a couple of blocks from Leach Highway for 20 years, so I know what the traffic build-up has been 
like on that road over that time.  Already, wall-to-wall trucks travel on it for many hours of the day.  Getting onto 
that road from one of the side roads is becoming very difficult indeed, particularly during peak hour.  It is 
virtually impossible for motorists to turn right to go across the traffic to get onto Leach Highway.  Currently 
wall-to-wall trucks travel on Leach Highway and we must take into account the anticipated growth of trucks 
travelling on it to cart goods between the port of Fremantle and the industrial areas of Welshpool and Kewdale.  
Roe Highway stage 8 must be built, along with the road through to the Fremantle eastern bypass, to allow traffic 
to properly access the port and the freeway systems, and to allow traffic to move freely.  At the same time, it will 
give a little relief for people who commute using South Street and Leach Highway.  If it is made more difficult 
for people to get onto South Street or Leach Highway, they will go somewhere else; namely, Riseley Street, 
Marcus Avenue and Marmion Street in the Booragoon area in which I live.  These roads are busy enough as it is.  
Commuters who currently use Leach Highway will move in different directions, and more traffic will appear on 
minor roads in all suburbs on either side of Leach Highway and South Street.  That will be downright dangerous.  
A man who spoke at the rally I attended stated that it would create a dangerous situation all for the sake of two 
frogs.  This man’s daughter was almost killed in an accident on one of these roads. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  By a shipping container that shouldn’t have been on that road. 
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Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Quite right.  I attended the rally; maybe I am one member of the “grey rinse set from 
the Liberal Party”!  Labor Party members will make a very big mistake if they assume for one moment that those 
at the rally were Liberal Party people.  I ran into countless people I know who do not vote for us, but who 
attended because they are damn angry about the Government’s actions.  Their story related to me was, “The 
Government’s got it wrong; you make sure you get it right.”  I know which way these people vote, and it is not 
for the Liberal Party now.  They can see the effects this proposal will have on their suburbs.  I can understand 
Hon Jim Scott’s arguing in support of his suburb.  The people at the rally are doing the same for their suburb, as 
they have every right to do.  Members opposite will ignore them at their peril. 

The motion moved by Hon Simon O’Brien and the Save Our Suburbs campaign are about finding an alternative 
before getting rid of the eastern bypass reservation.  That is an appropriate and responsible way to do business.  
The Government must find an alternative before moving to the next step.  It will ignore that view at its peril. 

I have seen many issues that never got off the ground in my 25 years in politics; that is, members of Parliament 
have tried to raise public consciousness over certain issues, but the campaigns have not taken off.  I have tried a 
couple myself.  The campaign relating to the issue outlined in the motion has not required Liberal members of 
Parliament to get it off the ground.  It is up and running.  Labor Party members will ignore it at their peril.  They 
should get smart on this and listen to what is being said.  People are making proper, sensible and considered 
judgments about this matter.  They are saying to the Government, “Give us an alternative before you go down 
the proposed path.  Maybe we will go along with the alternative that gets rid of the bypass.  However, let’s see 
what it is and what it’ll mean in the context of traffic through the southern suburbs before you go down that 
path.” 

I state to the Government: this is downright stupid planning.  A good transport system has been on the books for 
metropolitan Perth for many years.  That planning process cannot be stopped midstream; to do so would mess up 
all the planning that preceded it.  That would be the case if the Fremantle eastern bypass reservation were 
deleted.  I commend Hon Simon O’Brien and the citizens of the southern suburbs looking after the interests of 
those who live in that special part of the world. 

HON JIM SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [4.19 pm]:  Interestingly, we have heard reference to numbers in this 
debate.  I will mention some other numbers.  Hon Simon O’Brien mentioned the possible number of people 
attending a recent rally, but he was not sure how many were there.  I can tell him that about half as many people 
attended the recent rally as were at the Bibra Lakes rally, which the member also attended. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  How do you know?  Were you there? 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  No.  I have no disagreement with the figure given by Hon Murray Criddle.  However, that 
makes it about half as many people.  Another figure is the expenditure of $40 000 from the ratepayers of the City 
of Melville on this very dishonest campaign, which has nothing to do with this community group but has to do 
with a community group called the Liberal Party.  I have seen the membership list of the Save Our Suburbs 
group, and I will give it to the member if he likes.   

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Tell me which ones are the Liberals.  Put up or shut up!   

Hon JIM SCOTT:  Graham Kierath.  He knows about numbers too, because he is working on some numbers of 
his own.  I understand that he is working on some numbers in the member’s area.  Hon Barbara Scott also might 
like to know about those numbers.  Those are the numbers that members opposite should be concentrating on 
because they will need to look at those numbers if they want to hold on to their seats.  They should not be 
chopping into the money of the ratepayers of the City of Melville or using Hon Mike Board’s office as the home 
of the Save Our Suburbs group.   

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Again you are wrong.  You are misleading the House.   

Hon JIM SCOTT:  The member should look at the web site.  We have seen the information.  He should not tell 
us that Trish Phelan does not work for Mike Board - she is also the Deputy Mayor of the City of Melville - and 
has not been instrumental in assisting in the passage of money from the ratepayers’ pockets into the Liberal Party 
campaign to save members’ seats so that they can make their comeback in the area.  This is nonsense.   

Hon Simon O’Brien interjected. 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  I will tell members something else. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  That is not the case.   

Hon JIM SCOTT:  Has she been?   

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Has money been siphoned from the City of Melville?   
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Hon JIM SCOTT:  No.  I am saying that a huge amount of money is being spent by the Melville council.  It has 
admitted that it has spent $38 000.  I know it is more.  I went to the meeting at East Fremantle.  The council 
officers were there on the weekend using council equipment to show their overheads.   

Hon Simon O’Brien:  How much is the City of Canning spending, because it is doing it as well?   

Hon JIM SCOTT:  That is right; it is spending a fortune.  We know full well where these people are coming 
from on this issue.  I met a lot of people after the East Fremantle event and they told me that they were members 
of the Liberal Party.  I do not know why the member is saying that they are not.  They were the grey rinse set.  I 
am part of the grey rinse set these days, but they certainly were the grey rinse set.   

Hon Simon O’Brien:  No, that is natural.   

Hon JIM SCOTT:  Quite so.   

What really irks me is that the Liberal Party does not seem to understand that people all over the world have 
woken up to the fact that we cannot keep building more and more blinking highways through every suburb and 
expect to get anything but gridlock.  Look at what is happening in London at the moment.  Those in London 
have woken up to the fact that ring-roads do not work.  They create more traffic.  The Liberals live in the past.  
As usual, they are sticking to the past.  Think about the future, guys!  The recent transport forum in Brisbane 
found that if Brisbane keeps building roads as a solution, it will only make matters worse.  We must find 
planning solutions, not road solutions.   

Liberal Party members keep telling us that somehow the eastern bypass will reduce traffic in Melville.  I will tell 
them something that they know full well: it is not a discrete road.  It is part of a road that has been designed for a 
very long time, although it was changed on one occasion to assist Sir Charles Court.   

Hon Simon O’Brien:  It was brought in by the Tonkin Government.  Don’t blame Charles Court.   

Hon JIM SCOTT:  The Tonkin Government did not intend the road to go through Fremantle; that was the work 
of Sir Charles Court.  This new road was supposed to go through Fremantle and continue along another road.  
There was a realignment that was to be part of the Fremantle-Rockingham controlled access highway.  We are 
being told that the road is to be kept in place to allow the traffic to move through there.  On 13 October 1998, I 
asked the then Minister for Transport, Hon Murray Criddle, the following question - 

In regard to the realignment plan for Cockburn Road through Beeliar Park which was scrapped by the 
minister on 8 September 1998 - 

(1) Was this section a part of the Fremantle-Rockingham controlled access highway? 

(2) Exactly which section of the Fremantle-Rockingham controlled access highway will be deleted 
from the metropolitan region scheme and when will it be deleted? 

(3) If it is not to be formally deleted from the metropolitan region scheme, why not? 

(4) How will this change affect the planning and time frame of the Fremantle-Rockingham 
controlled access highway? 

The minister answered in part - 

(1) Yes. 

(2) The section of the Fremantle-Rockingham controlled access highway between Russell, 
Henderson and Rockingham Roads, Naval Base is to be deleted from the metropolitan region 
scheme.  The exact timing of the deletion will be dependent on the normal statutory processes 
and approvals. 

Here we have it.  The previous Government had already started the deletion of the same road.  Traffic will pour 
down from the northern suburbs if the Opposition gets its way.  Where will it go?  It will go down Cockburn 
Road, South Street and Leach Highway.  It will not reduce traffic; it will increase traffic.  That is what the 
Opposition is all about.  The Opposition does not understand transport planning.  It does not understand that an 
additional 53 000 cars will use Cockburn Road.  That is why the City of Cockburn voted against it.  Hon Simon 
O’Brien mentioned a few councils.  However, Cockburn, Fremantle, East Fremantle, Cottesloe and Claremont 
councils are opposed to this crazy highway.  Members opposite are in the minority.  As for Colin Barnett 
spruiking on this issue, it is interesting that he is quiet in his own community about a road that will plough 
through his electorate and destroy the hopes of many people in North Fremantle for a better outcome for the 
Leighton regional park.  There has been no thought about that.  Members opposite are about only one thing: 
causing a bit of trouble using ratepayers’ money for their own electoral purposes.  Members opposite have gone 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Tuesday, 4 March 2003] 

 p4890b-4899a 
President; Hon Simon O'Brien; Hon Norman Moore; Hon Jim Scott; Hon Ken Travers; Hon Murray Criddle; 

Hon Kate Doust; Hon Barbara Scott 

 [6] 

so far downhill that they are out of date in planning and other policies.  They are trying to find a way to beat up 
an issue and increase their electoral prospects. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  I promise the member that I have been hands off this issue for months.  Community groups 
are behind this. 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  Did the member ever advise his colleagues that the proposal was not a wise move? 

We should look at why the Chief Executive Officer of the City of Melville is ploughing money into an 
organisation set up by Liberal Party members, including Mike Board, Simon O’Brien and Barbara Scott.   

Hon Simon O’Brien interjected. 

Hon JIM SCOTT:  I know people who were at the meeting when it was set up.  The member is dreaming. 

Members on the other side are outdated.  They are trying to build more roads - roads, roads, roads!  They think it 
is a wonderful thing.  They will bury a community that has more road space per capita than any other city in the 
world except Houston.  It is absolute lunacy.  As much as 17 per cent of our gross domestic product is spent on 
roads and vehicles.  That is stupid planning.  It shows how silly members opposite really are.  It is a crazy 
motion.  It is the same old garbage we hear over and over.  They should be ashamed. 

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan - Parliamentary Secretary) [4.29 pm]:  It has fallen to me to 
provide a response on behalf of the Government.  I do not intend to take up too much time.  I know a number of 
government backbenchers want to address this issue.   
I have a great sense of deja vu this afternoon.  We have spent months debating this issue.  We have been out of 
the House for 10 weeks and the urgency motion today is to rehash the issues of last year.  Members will recall 
that Hon Simon O’Brien told us during that debate that we can expect to have this debate again later this year 
when the metropolitan region scheme amendment comes back into the House. 
The motion states that this is a matter of great urgency.  I had a quick flick through last year’s debate, which 
indicated that I have not heard anything new, other than how many people turned up at the rally that Katie 
Hodson-Thomas promised would be attended by 10 000 people.  Even on Hon Simon O’Brien’s best analysis 
there were only 3 000 people at the rally, which is the best number I have heard so far.  Other people have said 
that the number was well below that at around 700.  Hon Simon O’Brien knows that fewer people were at that 
rally than at the rally about Roe Highway stage 8 going through the lakes. 
What a great sense of deja vu we have here.  We spent hours on this matter last year and nothing new has been 
added to the debate.  A process is going on but the Opposition continues to tell us that the Government does not 
have a process. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Who said that? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  The Opposition has said that we are not consulting. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  We have not said that. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  We are going through the process of an MRS amendment that will come back into the 
House for debate later this year.  If the Opposition does not like it then, it can move a disallowance motion.  
Member should compare and contrast what the Government has done with what the Opposition has done.  It is 
funny to note that the only thing for which the mob on the other side has attacked this Government since it was 
elected has been implementing its commitments, whether that be ceasing to log old-growth forests, or deleting 
the Fremantle eastern bypass from the metropolitan region scheme, which we also said we would do.  We are 
going through the process to do that and we are giving the public the opportunity to put its views. 

Several members interjected.  

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  Some members need to regain their composure and lose their voices. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  The Government has had a process going for more than four months and it will continue.  
The minister has made it clear that she will extend the time for public consultation to ensure that people see 
necessary information before closing off that opportunity for public consultation.  I compare that with what 
members opposite did when they were last in government.  They walked into this place with a Bill to reinstate 
the Fremantle eastern bypass, on which there had been no consultation.  They have now given a commitment 
that when they get back into government they will not have a consultation process but will just reinstate it.  
Members will recall what they did with the eastern perimeter road in Wanneroo.  I have not forgotten that either.  
Members opposite therefore should not get too carried away. 
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The Opposition has said that the Government does not have an alternative plan.  The Government has a six-point 
solution that will address these issues.  That solution will take us into a sustainable future.  It is not based around 
the Opposition’s process of continuing to build roads and having an absolute hatred of railway lines.  We have 
seen that hatred for more than 100 years.  The Opposition only ever closed down railways.  It never laid a slab of 
sleepers anywhere in the State because it hates railways; it only wants to build more and more roads.  The 
Government’s solution has six steps: extend Roe Highway to Kwinana Freeway; put more freight onto rail; build 
inland container terminals; make better use of existing roads; plan for an outer harbour at Kwinana; and improve 
the existing roads.  These are six ways of addressing the problems that members have complained about, instead 
of going down the time warp that members opposite want us to go down. 

Hon Jim Scott got it right: this issue is about southern suburbs Liberals setting up Colin Barnett, as they did with 
the Leighton Beach issue when they all went running around there.  The people of Leighton Beach were smart 
enough to know that southern suburbs people use that beach, and they put pressure back onto the rest of the 
Liberal Party.  However, members opposite do not want to talk to the people of Cottesloe about what it will 
mean.  As the Leader of the Opposition said, traffic will go along Riseley and Marmion Streets.  Where will it 
head?  It will head toward Kwinana Freeway.  I ask the Leader of the Opposition whether that is correct. 

Hon Norman Moore:  Which traffic are you talking about? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  The Leader of the Opposition said that the extra traffic would go along Riseley and 
Marmion Streets. 

Hon Norman Moore:  Yes, but the people who currently commute along Leach Highway will have to find some 
other way. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  They will go that way to get into the city. 
Hon Norman Moore:  Yes, that is quite right.  Do you think that is a good idea? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  What does that mean?  It means they want to transfer the extra traffic to all the people on 
the Cottesloe side.  Why does the Opposition not inform those members of the public?  It may be time for the 
members for North Metropolitan Region to point that out to the public.  It may be that the Opposition wants us to 
do that, because in the long term this is about getting stuck into Colin Barnett.  We know what those opposite are 
on about, and we remember what they did with the Leighton issue. 
We have had this debate before and we will have it again.  There is nothing urgent about this matter.  We were 
away for 10 weeks, and this is all those opposite have done.  They have not got off their backsides to consult 
with the community; they have gone back to last year’s issues.  What a disgraceful Opposition it is!  I could give 
opposition members the list of issues that they could have raised in an urgency motion today, but I will not.  The 
issues exist, and members opposite should get off their backsides and do something about them.  There is an 
alternative; there is a new way of thinking in this State.  It is not about building roads, roads, roads.  It is about 
being sustainable.  It is about using railways and making better use of our roads.  A process is in place for this.  
We will have this debate again later this year in this Chamber, because this issue will go through the 
metropolitan region scheme process.  If members opposite want to vote against the deletion, that is fine.  Who 
knows what will come out of that process.  However, the Government will have fulfilled its election 
commitments.  I want the Liberals to tell the residents of Cottesloe what the Fremantle eastern bypass would 
mean to them.  That would be fun to see. 

HON MURRAY CRIDDLE (Agricultural) [4.36 pm]:  I have never heard so much kybosh in all my life.  There 
is no plan behind this decision.  The simple fact of the matter is that a few years ago the previous Government 
made a decision to construct a heavy haulage route around Perth.  The basis of that decision was to get heavy 
haulage traffic back into the port of Fremantle and out onto those highways that I have mentioned many times 
before - Great Northern Highway, Great Eastern Highway, South Western Highway and the like.  Of course, my 
main focus is on moving heavy transport into the port.  Members need to understand that not just the heavy 
haulage traffic but the total traffic in that Fremantle coastal area will increase by seven per cent every year.  That 
will create an enormous amount of pressure.  Hon Jim Scott can say forever that everybody must jump out of 
their car and get onto rail.  However, that will not happen.  The traffic will definitely feed into the suburbs from 
Leach Highway and South Street.  Another issue is that the number of container terminals in the port of 
Fremantle is growing by about 11 per cent a year.  That has been the case for some time and is not likely to ease 
up. 
Hon Jim Scott:  Coming from someone who flogged off the State’s rail system and ran it down for years - 

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  The member wants to deal with the State’s rail system.  When did he last hear a 
complaint about the sale of Westrail?  He has not heard a peep because it has been successful.  Many of the 
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people who said that was a bad decision are now eating their words, and that has been during the worst drought 
in this country for 100 years. 
Hon Kim Chance:  That is probably why no-one has complained. 

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  It has gone very well and everybody knows it.  I inform Hon Kim Chance that even 
the drivers and other people working for Westrail are happy with it. 
The building of Roe Highway as a highway of national importance, with funding from the federal Government, 
is a significant point.  I read with great interest that the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure has said that the 
requirement for the completion of Roe Highway stage 8 to the Fremantle eastern bypass will cost between 
$160 million and $500 million.  They are amazing figures when one considers that she has allowed $190 million 
to build the tunnel in the centre of Perth.  Does she get her figures half right at any stage of the game?  I would 
like to know her justification for that figure of $500 million to extend Roe Highway to the Fremantle eastern 
bypass. 
Hon Kim Chance:  Get a briefing from the Department for Planning and Infrastructure if you want to know the 
answer.  I am sure it is available. 

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  I would like to know the answer.  It would be interesting to know how she put that 
one together.  
The other issue of vital importance is that we will go from having one train a day into Fremantle to having about 
eight trains a day, and each train will be double stacked and 600 metres long.  Those trains will go right through 
the Fremantle heritage precinct and past the Round House.  The minister said that she has contacted 1 600 people 
and they agree with this proposal.  I would like to know whether that question was asked, because I would be 
absolutely staggered if people had said that they agreed to trains going through that area.  Safety is another issue 
that is very relevant to the decisions that are being made.  People currently have to wait for a significant amount 
of time for the trains to go through that area.  Therefore, what will happen when there are eight trains will be 
very interesting.   
Hon Kim Chance:  Surely that freight will only replace the grain freight that used to come through on that line.   

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  Hon Kim Chance knows as well as I do that that place has become busier and 
busier and is one of the most frequented parts of Fremantle.   

Hon Kim Chance:  Certainly, but there is no grain on that line at all now.   

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  I know there is no grain on that line.  Talk about the need for people to come into 
the present era!  Surely to goodness the minister realises that there has been an outstanding increase in the 
number of people who visit Fremantle during the week and on weekends.  Do not tell me that there will not be a 
safety issue if we go from having one train to eight trains.  I would be quite happy if we left the -  

Hon Jim Scott:  How many accidents have there been?   

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  Eight trains do not go through that area now, but it will graduate into a very 
difficult situation.  Hon Jim Scott must realise that this is a growing industry and there will be more pressure -  

Hon Jim Scott:  How much pressure will be put on trucks?   

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  It is a furphy to say that heavy transport is involved in accidents, because if we 
consider the figures -  

Hon Jim Scott:  How many accidents have been caused by trucks?   

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  I am trying to give the member an explanation.  The trouble with fellas such as Hon 
Jim Scott is that they do not listen to the facts.  He should stop and listen, because the fact of the matter is that 
heavy haulage is not the real issue, as was demonstrated on the weekend when a poor unfortunate young guy 
chose to drive around a car and smashed into a truck on the other side of the road.  It is unfortunate that the 
implication is always that heavy transport is the problem.  Heavy transport is in an absolute mess too, and the 
minister is also responsible for that.   

This whole issue must be rethought, because a reserve that could well and truly be required in the future will be 
removed before the implementation of any plan.  Hon Ken Travers referred to a six-point plan that may or may 
not work into the future.  The fact of the matter is that there is a real opportunity to leave that reserve in place 
and to test the planning situation into the future to see whether that is the responsible way to go.  That reserve 
may well be required in the future so that trains can go in and out of Fremantle.  I ask the Government to 
reconsider the reservation and make some sensible decisions into the future.   
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HON KATE DOUST (South Metropolitan) [4.43 pm]:  The Opposition must be absolutely desperate after the 
long holiday period to raise this issue, or perhaps it is still trying to get over its dismal performance at the rally.  I 
was quite amazed that it would put out all sorts of press reports that 10 000 people were so angry about the 
situation that they would get out of their beds on a Sunday morning to trot off to a political rally about roads.  I 
attended that rally -  

An opposition member:  I did not see you there.   

Hon KATE DOUST:  Perhaps he did not; he was probably pushing cars in, wearing his orange flak jacket, or 
something like that.  I do not think the number of people who attended the rally was anything close to the 
number suggested by the Opposition.  The number was fairly predictable.  It was an abysmal turnout.  I will give 
the Opposition credit for one thing, because it was one of the better political campaigns that I have seen in terms 
of promoting the member for Murdoch, Mike Board.  It is terrific that the Opposition has been able to coerce the 
Chief Executive Officer of the City of Melville to move about $38 000 from his discretionary fund to expend on 
the promotion of Liberal Party members in that area.  I dare say that would assist Hon Simon O’Brien in his 
branch-stacking activities in the southern metropolitan region.  It has rejuvenated some of the old dogs in the 
Liberal Party to try to give them a second go.   

Hon Jim Scott:  They probably count the numbers a bit better than he does. 

Hon KATE DOUST:  I hope they do.  I have participated in many political rallies in my working life.  I thought 
it was farcical and disappointing, and I felt embarrassed for those members of the Liberal Party when so few 
people turned out to rally on this issue. 
This is a spurious attempt by Hon Simon O’Brien to get some oxygen on this issue.  This is been a divisive issue, 
deliberately engineered to push a wedge between the Fremantle and Melville councils.  This issue has been like a 
yoyo, but this Government has shown consistency in its desire to delete the Fremantle bypass.  This Government 
has been consistent and over the years it has had the support of the local communities; it has also demonstrated a 
more appropriate way of communicating and consulting with the community.  Last year it introduced the road 
freight network and allowed extensive consultation not only with local councils but also with business people 
and representatives from the transport industry.  This Government has come up with a range of proposals that 
have been widely misconstrued, misinterpreted and have been used in a misleading way to try to put the fear of 
God into the people who live in the Melville and Fremantle areas and turn them against this Government.  The 
Opposition has tried to use the City of Melville to run a campaign against this State Government to prevent it 
from putting in place its election commitments, particularly when the deletion issue was raised in 1997 and the 
five local authorities - Fremantle, Cockburn, Melville, East Fremantle and Rockingham - opposed the deletion.  
Oops!  I am sorry; they were against the bypass! 
I wonder what has happened to convince Melville council to come on side with those opposite.  It must be purely 
political.  It has something to do with the honourable member’s relationship with the chief executive officer.  I 
am pleased that the members of the Melville council are starting to question the expenditure from the CEO’s 
discretionary fund for advertising and promotional materials, including those awful bumper stickers that were 
attached to people’s cars at the rally.  Last week I noted that instead of dipping his hand into the discretionary 
fund to assist his friends on the other side of the Chamber, the CEO now has to ask the council for further funds.  
He has asked for an additional $20 000! 

This is a purely political campaign aimed at causing damage to the State Labor Government.  The Opposition 
never planned to do anything about the bypass.  Opposition members have sat on their hands since 1971, they 
have ummed and ahed about it, they have said they will look into it in the future, but they have never done so.  If 
those opposite achieve government again, I do not believe that they will address this issue or deliver the roads 
they talk about.  They are talking a load of garbage.  The people of Melville should understand that this is a 
political campaign aimed at securing and improving the political future of their local Liberal members and 
certain local councillors.  It is also about using ratepayers’ money to provide that assistance.  That is an abuse of 
the system.  I hope the Minister for Local Government has a good look at this issue.  The ratepayers of Melville 
should be asking the council why it is not looking after other areas, such as the environment and the parklands 
and providing good library facilities, for example.  Instead, the Opposition is encouraging that group of people to 
blow ratepayers’ funds on a political campaign. 

Hon Norman Moore:  Are you suggesting they are not capable of making those decisions?  

Hon KATE DOUST:  The group involved with Save Our Suburbs inherently consists of either current or past 
Liberal Party members and activists who are pushing the agenda and sucking dry the Melville Council’s funds to 
pay for these activities.  Members opposite will fail.  This Government is providing every opportunity for 
communities to have input into these changes.  The metropolitan region scheme is open to everyone to make a 
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submission either for or against a proposal.  The Opposition will have ample opportunity to debate this when the 
MRS is debated later this year.   

Hon Simon O’Brien has wasted the time of the Chamber today.  This motion is about his getting oxygen out of 
this issue because his Sunday campaign a couple of weeks ago failed dreadfully due to an abysmal response.  

HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [4.50 pm]:  I will direct my remarks to the content of the 
motion, which reads - 

. . . that the Legislative Council consider as a matter of urgency the Government’s reckless pursuit of its 
policy to delete the Fremantle Eastern Bypass without alternative plans and its failure to respect 
community concerns arising from this position.  

Rather than attack personalities I will stick to the facts.  This Government is not listening to community concerns 
about its proposal to delete the Fremantle eastern bypass without offering an acceptable alternative.  I spent my 
time this morning listening to people from the Department for Planning and Infrastructure and from Main Roads 
explain the importance of the Peel deviation plan, which has been in place for 40 years.  It is nonsense to criticise 
the Opposition for supporting a plan that has existed for 40 years.  Without proper planning, expansion cannot 
occur in a State like this.  This is an extraordinary situation.  The Government is ignoring town planning 
principles and the rights of thousands of residents because it wants to play politics.  The proposed deletion of the 
eastern bypass is not entrenched in any Labor Party policy documentation.  I searched and found nothing other 
than a small reference in a document produced in 1998 when Jim McGinty stood for the seat of Fremantle and 
promised to delete it.  No sound planning principles are behind that proposition.  A Liberal Government will 
change the MRS and it has said publicly what it will do when it is in government again.  

I will raise this issue again and again.   

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  If the Leader of the Opposition and Hon Jim Scott wish to continue their 
conversation in Hon Barbara Scott’s time, they can do so somewhere else.  

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Thank you, Mr President.  I believe that one of the obligations of a member of 
Parliament is to do what is right for the electorate, the State and the nation.  The Fremantle eastern bypass is 
integral to the north-south and east-west movements of traffic throughout the whole of the State.  At the meeting 
on Sunday morning, which members opposite said was attended by only Liberal Party supporters, the President 
of the Wongan Hills Shire represented 20 country shires.  He pleaded with the group of people present to make 
submissions in an endeavour to convince the Government to listen to their demands.   

Hon Jim Scott interjected. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I have no idea.  I do not know him.  He made the plea on behalf of some rural 
Western Australians who are part of an active and vibrant primary industry.  I will stick to some of the facts 
because it is important that people are reminded of community concern.  I have in my hand one of the “PORT 
NEWS” publications of 2002, which contains a report by Kerry Sanderson, the Chief Executive Officer of the 
Fremantle Port Authority, about the continuing growth of the Fremantle container trade.  It reads - 

Reflecting Western Australia’s strong economic growth, container trade through Fremantle Port 
increased by 8.2 per cent in the 2001/2002 financial year. 

. . . Kerry Sanderson, said that this strong result continued a trend that had seen Fremantle’s container 
freight grow by an average of 11 per cent annually since 1990/91.   

Although there is not enough time today, it is important to recognise that port containerisation has meant a huge 
increase in port turnover for Western Australia.  It is not predicted to reach its maximum level until 2017-2020.  
The minister of the day said that containers will be put on trains - three per cent are there at the moment and it is 
hoped that it will reach 30 per cent.  What about the remaining 70 per cent?  The member opposite is the one 
who talks about knowing all about numbers. 
Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
 


