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“PUBLIC TRANSPORT FOR PERTH IN 2031” 
Notice of Motion 

Hon Sue Ellery gave notice that at the next sitting of the house Hon Ken Travers would move — 

(1) That the Council note that — 
(a) the Liberal/National government released in July 2011 a “Draft for Consultation” of 

their plan “Public Transport for Perth in 2031”; 
(b) the draft plan proposed two transformational projects by 2020 — 

(i) the fast-tracking of the northern suburbs railway extension to Yanchep; and 
(ii) construction of a central northern corridor/Curtin/UWA light rail; 

(c) the draft plan identified that the following infrastructure was required in the next five 
to 10 years — 

(i) a new rail station at Karnup (near Paganoni Road); and 
(ii) upgrades to Canning Bridge and Stirling Stations; 

(d) the draft plan proposed a number of on-road bus rapid transit projects be built by 
2020, commencing with a bus rapid transit system between Ellenbrook and 
Bassendean and across to Morley. 

(2) That the Council calls on the government to — 

(a) explain why it has taken two years to release the final version of this plan; 

(b) outline whether it is still committed to the projects and the timelines outlined in the 
draft plan; and 

(c) provide detailed reasons, including passenger modelling, for any changes it has made 
to priority projects or their timing. 

Point of Order 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I draw your attention, Mr President, to standing order 59, which indicates that a member 
should not give more than two notices of motion per sitting day. I appreciate that the honourable member is 
acting on standing order 56 and moving a motion on behalf of another member, which is certainly permissible. 
However, I seek your ruling, Mr President, as to whether it is possible for a member to move more than two 
notices of motion per day as stipulated by standing order 59(2)(b), irrespective of whether they are moving it on 
their own or on the behalf of another member. 

The PRESIDENT: Standing order 59 is quite clear that a member shall not give more than two notices of 
motion per sitting day. The Leader of the Opposition came to me beforehand and said that the member for whom 
she would be presenting the motions was detained from the chamber at this time. Under those circumstances, I 
believe it is legitimate. If I considered that the process was being deliberately abused then I would certainly have 
interpreted this standing order literally. As mentioned, standing order 56 allows for a member to present a 
motion on another member’s behalf. The point is noted and if a member was setting out to deliberately abuse the 
system then it would be quite reasonable to pull them up, but under these circumstances it is quite reasonable for 
the Leader of the Opposition to read in another motion on behalf of one of her members. 

Notices of Motion Resumed 
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