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PUBLIC TRANSPORT AUTHORITY — COMPULSORY LAND ACQUISITION — 
HIGH WYCOMBE 

Grievance 
MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [9.10 am]: My grievance is to the Minister for Transport and relates to land in 
the High Wycombe area. It is an issue that I raised in this place on Tuesday. It primarily relates to the land of 
Chris and Tina Sheehan in Sultana Road West. I hope that the minister takes a very different approach today 
than he did on Tuesday. This is a very serious matter. It is about taking someone’s home and business, and I trust 
and sincerely hope that the minister approaches this issue seriously and does not try to belittle the situation the 
family is in. The minister made some extraordinary comments on Tuesday and some extraordinary assertions 
that do not stack up. I do not want to take a confrontational approach to this. 
Mr D.C. Nalder: You are starting that way. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I am representing a family who are about to lose their home. The minister seems to always 
take things personally. Someone is about to lose their home; of course they are going to be upset. I trust and 
I hope that the minister does not take a confrontational and extraordinary approach yet again. I do not understand 
why the minister does this. 
I want to go through this issue in some detail. I hope that the minister commits today to meet with the family to work 
through their issues to develop a plan for the future. I want the minister today to keep the commitment that he made 
personally to that family to sit down and personally get involved. When I say “personally get involved”, it does not 
mean receiving briefing notes from the department, it actually means sitting down and talking to the family. 

I want to talk about the High Wycombe area in general. There is no doubt that there is a lot of confusion and 
a lot of mistrust by landowners in the area about what is happening in the High Wycombe region. It is because 
there are different stories and approaches being made. I want to talk primarily about the land. The key point is 
that I do not believe the government really knows whether it needs that land for a car park. The 
Shire of Kalamunda has instituted an independent parking strategy. It is working now to identify what land it 
believes is required for a car park. Even if the government continues with its planned 2 500 car bays, there are 
still questions about whether the land in question is actually required for a car park. That is the number one issue. 
This land is not for the train station and it is not for a car park that is needed tomorrow. If it will be a car park, it 
will be in 2020, and the government does not know if it even needs it for a car park. The Department of 
Planning, the Public Transport Authority and the Shire of Kalamunda have different views on this. The 
Minister for Planning is talking to the Minister for Transport. The ministers for Planning and Transport, and the 
Shire of Kalamunda have different views. That is another key issue; the minister does not even know if his 
department needs the land. Let us go through it. 
The minister made a number of assertions in this place on Tuesday. The minister said that an offer was given to 
the family last year—that is not right. A letter was written but never formally given because the negotiator at the 
time—this is important—in a meeting with the family said that they were too embarrassed to hand over that offer 
because they did not want to insult the family. That is the truth. Another key point is that last year the family 
were told they would have at least two years before any move was made on their land. Again, that commitment 
was not upheld. The minister talked about a land swap that was proposed about four weeks ago. What the 
minister did not go on to say was that those two parcels of land identified were not appropriate—one was 
entirely inappropriate land on which to park prime movers and the other would involve significant costs by the 
Sheehans to get it ready. That is another key issue the minister did not address. The minister also talked about 
this year’s offer at a meeting that the Sheehans initiated. 
I believe the minister needs to get personally involved in this issue. I want the minister to revoke the taking 
order. He made a comment the other day that at least they can stay there until Christmas. The minister has given 
them 10 weeks to find a new premise for their family business and to try to identify a new place for a home. 
Everyone in this chamber would understand that that is not a fair thing to do. The minister also made claims 
about what the family bought their house for, which I believe was entirely inappropriate. The minister should not 
come in here and tell us what a family bought their house for and under what circumstances. Firstly, the minister 
does not know the full circumstances, and, secondly, it does not impact the matter at hand. 
I sincerely hope the minister will put himself in the family’s shoes, with a young family and an ongoing 
business. What is the minister doing? He is threatening their home and their livelihood. That is a major issue. 
The government is not building the train station on their land; it does not need to commence in February next 
year. The urgency is not there. Why does the minister not listen? Honestly, he does not know enough about this 
issue. The land is not needed by February. Hold off, reverse the taking order, and sit down with the family and 
go through their issues. They have done nothing wrong. They have land that the minister says he needs. They 
have not done anything wrong. They are just a hardworking family that the minister committed to work with. 
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I ask the minister to keep that commitment to work with them and to find an outcome that is fair to that family, 
because so far he has not been personally involved and all he has tried to do is belittle their concerns. 
MR D.C. NALDER (Alfred Cove — Minister for Transport) [9.17 am]: The Public Transport Authority 
identified 15 properties, involving 10 landowners, that it needs to acquire as part of the project, and contacted all 
the relevant parties about 15 months ago. For the record, I would like to share details about the property 
concerned. I am happy to table this report that shows the precinct of the property and concerns for the Sheehans, 
and how that also applies to the development of the train station, which makes it pretty much opposite the train 
station platform, right where the bus park is. 
[See papers 3642 and 3643.] 
Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Let us hear from the minister. 
Mr D.C. NALDER: Three owners have already sold and a fourth is in negotiations. Taking orders have been 
lodged with Landgate for the remaining properties, commencing the compulsory acquisition process. From the 
outset, the PTA has been scrupulously fair and transparent in its dealings with all landowners. The government 
acquires private property only when there is a clear community requirement—in this case, a railway—and 
property acquisition follows a long-established, clean and clear process as laid down by the Land Administration 
Act 1997. The government has obligations to strike a fair balance between the interests of the taxpayers of 
Western Australia and the individual landowners. The valuation processes are defined in the 
Land Administration Act and have been made clear to all parties throughout the whole process. From the start, 
all of the landowners have been kept fully informed about the process, including the timing of the taking order, 
the way it works, and the options open to them. The construction time line has also been a long-established 
matter of public record. 

Chris Sheehan has gone to the media and, in the ensuing coverage, some misinformation has emerged. The facts 
are as follows: the PTA first contacted Mr Sheehan by registered post in August 2014. In other words, he has had 
15 months to consider his options and make other arrangements. The PTA has met with Mr Sheehan four times 
in person and has had more than a dozen other interactions with him or his lawyer by phone or email. I have also 
met with him. Mr Sheehan’s land, along with a number of properties, is required for the construction phase and 
will eventually become a Park ‘n’ Ride car park for the Forrestfield station. It is a matter of public record; when 
I say public record, I mean that anybody in the public can google the property prices in Western Australia — 

Ms R. Saffioti: It is not something that you need to consider. You are absolutely out of order; you are out of 
order on this! 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, you are going to be out of order if you keep shouting across the 
chamber. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: In November 2014, the Public Transport Authority offered Mr Sheehan $1.045 million, an 
amount that included a 10 per cent solatium or premium on top of the official valuation. This represented an 
increase of more than 43 per cent on the purchase price in two years and five months. 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: The PTA would also pay stamp duty up to the value that would be applied to his 
existing — 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

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

Mr D.C. NALDER: The PTA would also pay stamp duty up to the value that would be applied to his 
existing property on any replacement property that he purchases. On top of this, Mr Sheehan is entitled to apply 
for compensation for his business to be relocated. The Land Administration Act also includes a provision of 
compensation for economic loss as a result of the relocation. These provisions still apply even if the property is 
compulsorily acquired. Mr Sheehan rejected this offer and also declined a land swap when the PTA offered to 
relocate him to some other government-owned land when I personally intervened and requested that both 
Main Roads and the PTA get involved to try to source other land and ensure that they received a favourable 
outcome on valuations of those lands. He was also sent a copy of the taking order by registered post, and the 
Public Transport Authority emailed him to advise that the registered letter was on the way.  

It is important to note that the valuation of the land must follow Land Administration Act requirements. 
It therefore cannot include any perceived increase or decrease in the value due to the proposed works or 
rezoning. Although we recognise that losing a property through a government compulsory acquisition can be an 
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emotional event, the statutory processes allow landowners to be compensated fairly, and it is also worth 
remembering that this land take is for a very significant wider community benefit. 

I will reiterate: if members look at the location of this land, there is no question that it is required for the 
development of the Forrestfield–Airport Link and the train station involved. I have become personally involved 
behind the scenes and — 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan! 

Mr D.C. NALDER: One of the things that I indicated to all landowners when I met with them in September was 
the moment that they wished to engage in a legal process — 

Ms R. Saffioti: You told them to get a lawyer! 

Mr D.C. NALDER: No, I said if they bring — 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, I have been quite lenient on you. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: I indicated that the moment legal people were involved, I would be restricted with the 
amount of personal interaction that I could have with these people. A set process is followed as set down in the 
statutes. 

The final thing I would like to say is that notice was given that they needed to vacate the land by 31 January. As 
I said on Tuesday, we remain flexible around that date so long as they work with the Public Transport Authority 
to find a suitable date, but it needs to be near to the end of January. 
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