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PREMIER’S STATEMENT 
Consideration - Motion 

Resumed from 28 June on the following question - 

 That the Premier’s Statement be noted. 

MR D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN (Leschenault) [1.24 pm]:  I want to cover a matter that is of increasing 
importance in my electorate of Leschenault, particularly for the small business community in the Picton 
industrial area.  I will put a few points on the record because the matter is of considerable gravity to those 
concerned.  I go back about 10 years to before I was elected to the Parliament, when a number of business people 
who own and manage businesses in the Picton area approached me, indicating they were very concerned about a 
proposal for a bypass road around the Picton industrial estate.  Main Roads had named the road the Picton 
deviation.  It is funny how everything is a deviation nowadays; we cannot have bypasses any more.  The 
Mandurah bypass is known as the Peel deviation.  In this case the Picton bypass road is known as the Picton 
deviation.  Essentially, the proposal was to build a four-lane highway to the north-west of the Picton industrial 
estate on completely the opposite side of the existing alignment of South Western Highway.   
Anyone who knows the area would understand why these business people were so concerned.  A number of 
businesses front onto South Western Highway and enjoy a considerable amount of daily trade from the passing 
traffic along what is one of the busiest stretches of road in the greater Bunbury area.  Those businesses and 
others were extremely worried that the creation of the bypass road and the closing of South Western Highway 
past Picton would take that passing trade directly past the industrial estate.  Businesses that were established 
within the Picton industrial estate and did not necessarily front onto South Western Highway had cause for 
concern as well.  At the moment the whole of the industrial estate is readily accessible from South Western 
Highway at a number of points.  It is extremely easy to get to a business in the industrial estate.  Under the 
proposal, the whole industrial estate would have become a cul-de-sac and it would have been harder to get into 
the estate.  It would probably ultimately need traffic lights, depending on the flow of traffic.   
I thought that if I wanted to get into Parliament, I had better start looking at this matter to see whether I could 
look after the interests of these small business people.  I looked at the whole matter.  I came to the conclusion 
pretty rapidly that they were being hard done by and there was no need for this bypass road at all.  I took very 
good advice.  It showed conclusively that if ever South Western Highway needed to be expanded - it is only two 
lanes at the moment - it could be expanded to a full four-lane highway on the existing alignment without too 
much trouble at all.  That would mean that the traffic coming past Picton could continue to travel along the 
existing alignment route and would not need to be bypassed to the other side of the industrial estate, at enormous 
expense to many of the businesses operating there.   
We started going through the rigmarole of approaching the relevant government departments.  The first one was 
Main Roads.  It said it could extend the existing alignment and could build a four-lane road on that alignment 
one day but it needed a bit of space from Westrail, as it was known at the time.  In particular, it needed access to 
an area that was then a siding, and it may also have needed a commitment that it could get access to some of the 
rail-line alignment that was used by the Australind.  That was quite a serious statement because it essentially 
meant that a siding to the CSBP facility and the rail line into Bunbury’s main rail station might need to be closed 
before South Western Highway could be expanded.  I asked the obvious question, “When do you expect that 
South Western Highway would need to be expanded or, alternatively, that this Picton deviation would need to be 
built?”  The advice from Main Roads was that it probably would not happen for anywhere between 20 and 
50 years.   

Next we tripped off to talk to Westrail and said that there had been talk about closing the siding going into 
Bunbury and shifting the railway.  We asked for a commitment that sometime in the foreseeable future, the 
railway station in Bunbury will be moved to a better site, which would mean that the railway line could then be 
closed and South Western Highway could subsequently be expanded.  It was not quite as easy as that.  We were 
required to attend a lot of meetings.  I recall meetings with the then transport minister, Eric Charlton.  I take my 
hat off to Eric Charlton, because he was a straightshooter.  Eventually, Westrail and Main Roads reached 
agreement that one day Westrail would give up the rail line and Main Roads would expand South Western 
Highway on the existing alignment.  We then outlined the whole story to the planning authorities and the then 
planning minister, Graham Kierath.  It was subsequently agreed that the planning documents for the area and any 
structural plans or amendments to the town planning scheme would reflect the fact that the Picton deviation was 
no more, and that if traffic expansion past Picton was needed, it would be along the existing alignment of South 
Western Highway.  The businesses in the area breathed a collective sigh of relief and everyone got on with the 
task at hand.   
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After some time went by, the owner of a petrol station on South Western Highway contacted me and said that he 
had heard that the Picton deviation issue had been raised again.  I asked him who was talking about it and he told 
me that it was the local council.  I told him that I did not think that would be the case.  However, lo and behold, 
when we made some inquiries we learnt that some people on the Bunbury council - I think at the behest of Main 
Roads - were pushing for a bypass road around Picton.  Why anyone would want to spend countless millions of 
dollars building a four-lane bypass road that would effectively put many small businesses out of business when 
the existing road could be expanded quite easily along its alignment is beyond me.  Once again, we had to 
reinvent the wheel.  We held meetings with the local councillors, which were very significant because if the local 
councillors decided that they were going to support the bypass road, presumably they would put that on the 
structure plan for the area and that might be reflected in the town planning scheme and, eventually, the statutory 
region scheme.  We had to head this one off at the pass.  Unfortunately, most of the people who had been 
involved in the issue 10 years ago had moved on, and the involvement of new planners and engineers meant that 
we had to reinvent the wheel once again.  Fortunately, the City of Bunbury saw some sense in this matter and 
overwhelmingly passed a resolution - I think it may have unanimously passed the resolution - opposing the 
construction of a bypass road around Picton and supporting the use of the South Western Highway alignment.   
After another couple of years had rolled by, lo and behold, new staff at the City of the Bunbury decided - 
undoubtedly at the behest of Main Roads - once again to raise the spectre of a bypass road around Picton.  Sure 
enough, they paid a consultant a lot of money to come up with a draft structure plan.  The advice given to the 
consultant suggested that there should be a bypass road around Picton.  Sure enough, when the draft plan was 
released by the consultant, it contained a bypass road around Picton.  The plan was produced by a consultant 
who was paid for by a local authority that had a formal resolution on its books opposing a bypass road.  
Subsequent meetings took place.  The planning staff now acknowledge the formal resolution on the books and 
have decided to amend the draft structure plan accordingly.  To play it absolutely safe, I held a meeting with the 
small business owners in Picton.  I should point out that a bypass road around Picton would affect not only the 
small businesses in the area, but also a community school - in fact, the bypass would cut straight through its 
oval - and a number of residents.  I decided that we should play it safe, so I had a chat with the mayor, David 
Smith, who happens to be my political predecessor, and the chief executive officer of the City of Bunbury, Greg 
Trevaskis.  I am confident that the council will recommend that the existing alignment be used.  I was a little 
disappointed with something that the mayor said.  When I pointed out how serious this issue was and that we 
could not afford to go down the path of a bypass road around Picton, he indicated that one of his main concerns 
was to get this out of the way as quickly as possible so that the authorities could sign off on the statutory region 
scheme for the greater Bunbury area.  I pointed out that rather than rush into these sorts of things, it is better to 
move slowly and ensure that we achieve a good result.  I was a little concerned that the mayor was placing more 
emphasis on the need to get the greater Bunbury statutory scheme signed and sealed than on tidying up some 
loose ends.  I did not detect a huge amount of empathy for the small businesses, school and residents in the 
Picton area who would be affected by the construction of a bypass road.  As I said, we have had only one 
meeting.  I hope that what is presented to the councillors will reflect commonsense and the concerns of the 
people in the area by ensuring that the bypass is no longer on the draft structure scheme.  
I have put that on the record because it is my intention to contact all the businesses in the Picton area to ensure 
that they are aware that this matter is being considered once again.  I have spoken to a number of councillors 
who acknowledge the damage that the bypass road would cause to the local school and small businesses.  I am 
confident that the City of Bunbury will reiterate the resolution.  Interestingly, it will be up to the Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure to decide whether to pursue the Picton deviation.  As I said, previous ministers - I 
referred to Eric Charlton and Graham Kierath - saw the sense in using the existing alignment to provide for the 
expansion of traffic flow past Picton rather than constructing a very expensive and damaging bypass road.  I 
hope that the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure decides to support the local community.  I hope that she 
does not push the barrow for someone in a particular department who may still have a hankering for the 
construction of a new bypass road.  This is the first time I have alluded to this issue in Parliament.  It is the first 
time I have indicated that I might need to take up this issue with the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure.  As 
I said, I sincerely hope that the City of Bunbury will re-enact the resolution of a couple of years and once again 
oppose the construction of a bypass road.  When that resolution is reflected in a structure plan and passed on to 
the state planning authorities, they will accept the advice of the local planning authority.  If that is not case, I will 
have to take the matter up with the minister.  I hope to receive support at the state level.  
[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Another matter I touch on is one that the Labor government has been very 
quiet about; namely, the proposal for a hazardous waste processing plant somewhere in the south west region.  
There have been some preliminary discussions about this issue.  Indeed, I raised this matter in Parliament several 
weeks ago.  I also led a delegation to meet with the Minister for the Environment.  The government is well aware 
of community concerns about a proposal to build a hazardous waste plant at Kemerton.  It has also been pointed 
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out that one community is earmarked as a potential site for this waste plant - that is, the community near 
Bencubbin - and that it is very supportive of having the waste plant in that area.  From a scientific and an 
objective point of view, there are enormous difficulties associated with trying to put a waste plant of this nature 
in an area such as Kemerton.  As I have pointed out previously, the way in which this matter has been assessed 
leaves a huge amount to be desired.  The emphasis on some selection criteria is quite illogical in some ways.  
Some key environmental factors either do not receive any consideration or certainly do not receive due 
consideration as part of this process. 
The other thing that surprised me is that there was no assessment whatsoever of the economic impact of the 
proposal to put this plant at Kemerton.  I will give the house a couple of examples of what I mean.  I was at one 
meeting at which a representative of the rural industries quoted some incredibly good figures about the amount 
of horticultural and agricultural product that comes from the south west, much of which is exported.  Of course, 
that is an enormous value-adding industry for the south west region.  The more that we can tap into these high-
value export markets, the better.  However, one of the things that these export markets depend on - in the case of 
some products, they depend on this more than just about anything else - is the reputation of the region itself.  We 
saw it, for example, with the Margaret River wine region.  The people were able to market that region very well 
and develop a really strong market presence overseas.  However, when it comes to horticultural and agricultural 
products, particularly horticultural and viticultural products, one of the things that the overseas markets are 
looking for is a clean and green environment.  Members can imagine the damage to a number of the horticultural 
and agricultural sectors in the south west if, for example, something like what happened at Bellevue was 
replicated at Kemerton, right in the midst of those industries.  It is no exaggeration to say that is the sort of thing 
that could wipe out an industry virtually overnight and decimate the region’s reputation; yet there is absolutely 
no consideration - none at all - in this selection process of those economic risks and the need to mitigate those 
risks by looking at alternative sites such as Bencubbin, which I mentioned earlier. 

Another economic factor that is not taken into account relates to the industrial estate itself.  Kemerton has had a 
pretty chequered history.  The initial planning for Kemerton was woeful, to put it mildly.  In fact, there was 
virtually no planning.  For those who are not aware, there was a proposal to build a steel mill in Picton, which I 
talked about earlier.  That would have put it only a quarter of a mile - I will use the old language because that is 
what everyone was talking about at the time - from a residential area in Eaton, and not much further from a 
residential area in the City of Bunbury.  There was an outcry at the time.  My predecessor, David Smith, jumped 
in - I cannot remember whether he was also the planning minister at the time - and he must have pulled some 
strings pretty quickly, because it was decided that this steel mill would not be put there; space would be made for 
it in Kemerton.  What ultimately happened was that a bit of space was found, and the industrial development was 
located at Kemerton.  However, the planning had not been done beforehand.  To this day, I believe most people 
realise that although the first two major plants that have been located at Kemerton have enormous support within 
the community, and although two very responsible companies run those plants, perhaps they should have been 
located in a slightly different place so that they would not have the impact on the Leschenault area, in particular, 
that they do at the moment. 

Over time, the authorities realised that perhaps they could plan Kemerton better, and a huge amount of effort has 
subsequently gone into trying to plan this industrial estate to prevent the sorts of difficulties and problems that 
have occurred elsewhere in Australia and overseas.  That planning process is still not complete.  There are still 
enormous concerns about the way in which some aspects of it have been conducted.  However, one thing has 
come to light during all this, and that is that land such as that in Kemerton is pretty rare.  There are not many 
potential industrial sites anywhere in the state now.  In fact, there are not enough to be counted on the fingers of 
one hand.  Therefore, if the authorities want to put heavy industry in an area in which there is either existing 
infrastructure or the provision for adequate infrastructure to service such heavy industry, the opportunities are 
very limited in Western Australia.  That means that Kemerton has an incredible value attached to it.  If, for 
example, there was a proposal for a heavy industry processing plant that could value add some of our natural 
resources, that is the sort of thing that we should attempt to have established in Western Australia.  If it were the 
case that that plant needed to be located in an industrial estate so that it could be close to a port or a railway, or 
so that it could be close to the necessary infrastructure to service that plant, then we would really be limited to 
looking at one of only a couple of industrial estates, and Kemerton is one of them. 
If we are trying to get those sorts of value-adding industries - the two major ones in Kemerton at the moment 
employ hundreds of people - why would people say that they are prepared to compromise the integrity of the 
industrial estate by putting in a very low-value hazardous waste plant and using up space in that industrial estate  
that in the future could perhaps be used by a high value-adding industrial concern?  It does not even have to be a 
heavy industry; a high-tech industry might be established in Kemerton that needs to be close to all that 
infrastructure and cannot go to any other site.  Why would people come along with a hazardous waste plant, 
perhaps with some evaporation ponds and things like that, whack it in the middle of an industrial estate and use 
up that opportunity forever, when that hazardous waste plant could be located in a number of other low-value 
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places around the state?  Why would people not use a farmer’s field in Bencubbin for a hazardous waste plant so 
that Kemerton can be kept available for high-value industry in the future?  Imagine there was a technological 
breakthrough and a company wanted to invest hundreds of millions of dollars, but it needed to be near a port, it 
needed access to gas, and it needed all the infrastructure, waste management facilities and so on.  Therefore, it 
was looking at Kemerton, but when it went to Kemerton it was told that Kemerton had run out of space because 
one of the things that had been put in there and had used up all the space was a low-value waste plant. 
As I have said, the two heavy industries in Kemerton at the moment currently employ about 300 people.  On top 
of that, there are contractors and a range of indirect employment benefits.  Compare that with the proposed waste 
plant, which at its peak will employ 12 people.  Why would anyone even contemplate putting something like that 
in Kemerton when it can be placed elsewhere?  I can think of one argument, and that is that it might cost more to 
take the waste to Bencubbin than to Kemerton.  That has not been proved.  One reason is that Bencubbin is on an 
existing rail line, whereas Kemerton is not.  Therefore, there is an argument that it could even be cheaper to take 
the waste to Bencubbin.  However, leaving that aside, the government has made it clear, through its 
representatives who are dealing with this whole process, that cost is not a consideration.  Indeed, I asked about 
that specifically in a meeting, and I am not the only one who asked about it.  We were advised that the way in 
which this matter is being assessed is such that the final choice will be what is the best choice for the state from 
the point of view of operating a safe and efficient hazardous waste plant, and if that means that that will come at 
a cost premium, both capital and recurrent, so be it.  I agree with that concept, because anyone who has been to 
Brookdale or to Bellevue will have seen the horrific impact on the local communities as a result of the very poor 
management of those facilities.  When we are dealing with a hazardous waste plant of this nature, the right 
location must be picked, first and foremost.  While I like to keep costs to industry as low as possible, if it means, 
for example, that the government has to subsidise the construction of that plant or whatever it might be to keep 
the costs down, that may need to be the way it is done.  That is far preferable to trying to shoehorn a hazardous 
waste plant into a site that is not the best site in the state, that may be inadequate in some way or that may 
compromise the use of the site for other more valuable and economically pressing development. 

It is interesting that we are now heading towards the end of September and the government said that this matter 
would go to cabinet in July.  I do not know what the hold-up is.  When I spoke to the Minister for the 
Environment, it was clear that he did not have much of a handle on this matter.  Hopefully, he knows a bit more 
about it now!  However, one would hope that the government will not just go to cabinet, make a decision and 
then report it in the media as a fait accompli.  The communities in the areas that are being assessed would like to 
see a much more open approach from the government and, hopefully, before it goes to cabinet for 
recommendation, supporting material and so on to be put to the communities - which have worked very, very 
hard on this matter - so that they can assess each of the proposals.   

The purpose of rising to speak today, apart from drawing this matter to the attention of the house for the second 
time, was to put the government on notice that it is time it reported to the communities on what is happening 
with this very, very important matter, what stage it has reached, why it was held back beyond July, when the 
community can expect an outcome, and whether the communities will be fully informed before the 
recommendation is made by cabinet so that the communities can have a direct say in the decision-making 
process. 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Mindarie) [1.52 pm]:  I take this opportunity to respond to the Premier’s Statement by 
referring to the pressing issues in the electorate of Mindarie, which is at the edge of a breaking population wave 
in Perth.  The number of new families in the area and the number of new babies and children is like a tsunami 
wave enveloping that north coastal stretch, the boundaries of which are the boundaries of my electorate.  I 
suppose the biggest activity in my electorate is family life.  However, after leaving the family home - there is not 
a lot of industry in the electorate of Mindarie - the biggest activity in that electorate is education.  That is not 
surprising.  The other day I had a look at the demographics in my electorate.  It is a long electorate that spreads 
from north Mullaloo in the south to Quinns Rocks in the north.  There are 11 or 12 schools and about 11 500 
school students in the area north of Kinross College - the top half of my electorate.  That will give members an 
idea of the breaking tsunami of population growth.   

There are some splendid schools in the area, including Kinross College and Kinross Primary School.  I cannot 
mention them all.  However, there is an education precinct - you will be aware of it, Madam Deputy Speaker, as 
this area was in your electorate - spreading from the coast which includes Mindarie Primary School, Mindarie 
Senior College, Peter Moyes Anglican Community School, the Quinns Baptist College, to the railway line to 
Clarkson Senior High School and the primary schools in between, with thousands of students.  The one thing 
that we do not have up there is post-secondary education.  The area is bereft of it and I see that you are nodding 
your head in agreement, Madam Deputy Speaker, because I know it was a very grave concern for you when you 
were the local member.  I also know that you have a passion for education in that area, as you have for the 
adjoining seat of Wanneroo.  You know as well as I do that we have a fabulous head of TAFE at Joondalup in 
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Mrs Sue Slavin, who is doing all that she can to promote TAFE in the northern area.  There is a really urgent 
need for TAFE places in the north-west corridor.  As I have already said, there are thousands and thousands of 
schoolchildren in the area, but they have no prospect of receiving post-secondary training.  As you know, 
Madam Deputy Speaker, anyone who wants to learn the construction trades and who lives in that area from 
Burns Beach north to Butler in your electorate has to catch four buses to get to Balga TAFE.  However, many of 
the courses have been transferred from Balga TAFE, which was hard enough to get to, to Swan TAFE.   

The Clarkson Senior High School, which has lovely grounds and is a splendid area - it is situated on Connolly 
Drive right near the railway station - has been in discussions with Swan TAFE about the possibility of locating a 
new TAFE on the Clarkson Community High School grounds.  That would be a fabulous facility, especially as it 
fronts onto Connolly Drive.  The question as to whether we need post-secondary education facilities with 11 500 
schoolchildren in this precinct is a no-brainer.  The land is available on the Clarkson Community High School 
site.  I have been there with Mrs Sue Slavin from West Coast College of TAFE at Joondalup and I have also 
been there with Mrs Maureen Lorimer, the former principal.  Of course, there is a new principal at the high 
school, Mr John Young.  All three have identified an area of land on Connolly Drive that would give it a 
wonderful frontage and a wonderful presence.  Because Clarkson is the most northern high school in the 
metropolitan area, at the edge of the socioeconomic demographic, it is no secret that the school was presented 
with some social challenges.  That has been turned around fabulously by the former principal and the new 
principal over the past five years.  However, what really needs to happen on that site is the co-location of post-
secondary education.  We all talk about a skills shortage in Western Australia.  There are thousands of children 
in that area who are leaving schools and cannot get training.  However, TAFE facilities south of Fremantle - I do 
not want to start up a north-south fight; I have already been rapped over the knuckles for that - are wonderful, 
which is a credit to the members from those electorates who have lobbied for the Peel campus of TAFE and the 
other campuses.  Mindarie is new ground and my pledge to the people of Mindarie is that I will stand in this 
Parliament on every speaking opportunity I get to press for the establishment of a TAFE college on the Clarkson 
Community High School site at Connolly.   

Mr T. Buswell:  No, you haven’t.  You spoke last week and you didn’t even mention it! 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  That is probably because I was dealing with your nonsense, brother, and I got distracted.   
As I said, there are 11 500 students who are crying out for post-secondary training in construction and trade 
skills, yet we are bringing in overseas workers!  I urge the Parliament and the government to put its head down 
and establish a TAFE college on the grounds at Clarkson Community High School as soon as possible. 
I am aware that I have a time limit on my reply to the Premier’s Statement and that there is only one minute to 
go before question time.  It is a matter of filling in that 60 seconds for the benefit of other members, and in a few 
days I will return to my next topic, which is also a must and a no-brainer; that is, the extension of the northern 
railway north of Clarkson towards Alkimos.  It is a priority and must be done as soon as possible. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
 


