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GREAT NORTHERN HIGHWAY REDEVELOPMENT — BINDOON BYPASS 

Grievance 

MR R.S. LOVE (Moore) [9.34 pm]: The Minister for Transport is very popular this morning. I also wish to grieve 
to the minister regarding my constituents, Kevin Venn and Debbie Warrener of 434 Gingilling Road in Bindoon. 
These constituents, like many others of mine, are now caught up in the redevelopment of Great Northern Highway, 
with the bypass of Bindoon, which, coincidentally, links down eventually with NorthLink and is part of a very 
large transport redevelopment that was initiated some years ago. 

When Mr Venn and Ms Warrener purchased their 42-hectare property in 2015, they understood that the Bindoon 
bypass would be developed east of Bindoon. A longstanding bypass route east of the town of Bindoon had been 
mooted for many years—a relatively small bypass. The concept of the old Perth–Darwin highway, as it was called, 
which is now the route, had been taken off the books in 2012 and was no longer being seriously entertained. Going 
back a couple of years, some land acquisitions had already taken place on the eastern route under the hardship 
provision. When Mr Venn, an owner–builder, started constructing his home in March 2015, it was with the belief 
that the Bindoon bypass would follow that eastern route. Plans for the Bindoon bypass were released in April 2016 
and showed three options. Corridor A, which followed the western route—the old Perth–Darwin highway, 
basically, with a bit of a change down in the lower area—was finally declared the preferred option in January 2017. 
Unfortunately, it requires that the brand-new home that Kevin had just completed be removed. As an owner–
builder, Kevin has poured blood, sweat and tears into the construction of this property. Also as an owner–builder, 
I believe that there is a period during which he cannot become an owner–builder again. 

Ms R. Saffioti: I think it’s seven years. 

Mr R.S. LOVE: Yes. If he wants to start again he is gazumped. If he is to replace his house, he will have to do 
that with a project builder of some sort. That is an unintended consequence of what has occurred. Main Roads 
Western Australia met with Kevin on 3 May 2017 and indicated that it would send a valuer to meet with him 
within the next month or two. Main Roads WA acknowledged that the outcome needed to involve a quick and fair 
resolution process. Three months passed and a complaint made to another contractor—I think a group called 
Jacobs was involved in some of these discussions as well—prompted contact from Main Roads, which promised 
contact within the next month. Four months had passed and the members of the Venn family still did not know 
their fate. That lack of communication is upsetting for the family. I have been given some late news that the family 
has had contact very recently, so that, at least, is positive. In correspondence to the Main Roads contractors, 
Mr Venn wrote — 

Not only is this highway plan destroying our brand new home, it is beginning to destroy our lives. You 
informed us on January 12th that corridor A is the endorsed option and 8 months later we are still … in 
limbo. This whole process is bringing undue stress, anxiety and aggravation to my family. My whole 
outlook on life at this point is absolutely miserable and it is beginning to have a huge effect on my partner 
and children. I am unsure how to move on as I don’t know whether to continue landscaping my home, or 
finishing finer points such as hanging family picture on walls. We need … clarity on what is actually 
happening so we can continue on with our lives. Up to this point, we have never refused access to our 
property and have always helped the people out where possible but we have not received any help or 
support from you. 

Meaning the contractor. He continues — 

Being told that our brand new home needs to be demolished for a highway that shouldn’t even be here, 
is absolutely soul shattering. We had searched high and low to find a property that is hidden out of the 
way so we can build our dream home and live in peace and quiet. 
We have invested considerable time and money to install new fences, firebreaks, build a new house, shed 
and tank and make this a place we can call home and be proud of. We also had many plans and projects 
organised for the property as this was going to be our forever home. 

The uncertainty for the Venn family is totally unacceptable. I am asking the minister to give consideration to 
a hardship provision, which I understand can happen from time to time, and that an agreement be reached quickly 
on the purchase of this property. This settlement needs to be dealt with as a matter of urgency to give closure to 
not only this family, but also many other constituents in that area. Following a meeting that took place some time 
ago at Wannamal, communications were made with the minister’s office. One of the meeting organisers contacted 
me recently and said that they had not heard anything back since those communications, and as a group they need 
that response. Perhaps the minister could look at that matter and give those people the consideration they need, 
including Mr Venn and his family and all the others affected by this route, which, as the minister knows, is a very 
long bypass option that takes in many different properties. 
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MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan — Minister for Transport) [9.40 am]: I thank the member for Moore for his 
grievance on this issue. This is a very difficult situation, and, to be honest, I am not sure how it eventuated. Was 
the member for Moore, as part of the previous government, told about the new route or consulted about it? I am 
not sure how a government could plan and endorse such a significantly new route and not deal with the community 
on the issue. I am not sure how that happened. 
Mr R.S. Love: Three route options were put up, as the minister would know, and the communities were consulted. 
However, a technical analysis had to be done on the costs and the feasibility of the three options. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Did the previous Minister for Transport meet with the member to discuss the issues? 

Mr R.S. Love: The previous Minister for Transport made the decision to endorse option A. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Was the member involved in any meetings on that issue? 

Mr R.S. Love: I was initially opposed to any reconsideration of the Bindoon bypass because of the disruption that 
it would cause, and I made that clear to the minister at the time. Unfortunately, because of the demands to get very 
large trucks to Perth, Bindoon Hill was no longer seen as an option. The options that ran along a flatter terrain 
were then examined, and, finally, a decision was made on option A. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We have again inherited a process in which the community and the previous government—
the National Party and the Liberal Party—did not work together and created this issue that we have to fix. 

I will go through my notes. I appreciate the member’s concern for the landowners but I suspect that these concerns 
should have been raised before the final route was endorsed by the previous government in January. I understand 
that the preferred western corridor route was endorsed in January this year by the former Minister for Transport. 
As I said, I am not sure how this can happen without consideration being given to the community, or why the 
Liberal Party and the National Party did not work together on this project. I still do not know why that did not 
happen. Of course, this presents major challenges because of the preferred route going through land owned by 
a number of private landowners. 
On 7 January this year, we announced that $20 million in savings were made on the Great Northern Highway 
project linking Muchea to Wubin. These funds will be set aside and used for a range of activities, including route 
refinement for the next stage, environmental approvals, geotechnical investigations and, most importantly, land 
acquisition. Some of these funds will be made available to acquire land, but the proper process needs to be 
undertaken. In this particular situation, a house was built while the previous government was considering a route 
that went through the land on which the house was built, so this is a significant issue. I understand that Main Roads 
Western Australia met with Mr Venn earlier this week, before I was alerted to the grievance, and a meeting has 
been scheduled for next week to discuss those land requirements further. I am confident, particularly with 
Mr Venn’s case, that Main Roads will work with him to see whether we can find a solution given that he has just 
finished building a house on a new road corridor. The issue of alignments and bypasses is something that I have 
taken a keen interest in as Minister for Transport. Other issues were raised with me during the recent debate on 
how much of the existing Great Northern Highway we should use, how long the bypass should be, and the impact 
on and the uncertainty it creates for landowners. We need to get a balance between Main Roads, which likes to 
secure good routes, and the uncertainty for landowners, and I will try to see whether we can reduce that uncertainty 
so that we do not get situations like this. 
Mr R.S. Love: This has been going on since 2002. The Perth–Darwin Highway was initially endorsed, I think—
I do not want to mislead anyone—in 2002. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Perth–Darwin Highway started in my electorate in 1994. The first route was done from 
Reid Highway— 
Mr R.S. Love: It was an endorsed document back then, and then it changed, and for many years it was on that 
eastern sector. For probably a decade or so, those people on the eastern side of Bindoon have been living with the 
uncertainty of a bypass. We do not want to see the same sort of thing happening to these people whereby it drags 
on for years and years. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I understand that. This is why, when we create corridors—I am wearing the planning and 
transport hats here—we have to be aware of the uncertainty that we create. It is not as easy as putting a line on 
a map because that line represents people’s homes and backyards. It is something of which I am very conscious. 
From a planning portfolio perspective, I have to balance the requirements of the agencies to create corridors and 
to futureproof well into the decades, with the uncertainty that that creates for landowners in that process if we do 
not have the funds to acquire the land in that corridor. It is a balancing act. That is something that I am trying to 
focus on more greatly. In the past, one agency communicates with another that it needs to create a corridor. That 
agency then goes and appraises that corridor, but then who pays for that land acquisition, and is it the route that 
the government actually wants? That is all thrown into the process as well. That is an issue that requires my 
attention and I will try to work through it. 
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