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SPORTS STADIUM 

543. Mrs D.J. GUISE to the Premier.  
Can the Premier please inform the house of progress regarding the study into a new major sports stadium for 
Perth?   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 
I thank the member for Wanneroo for the question.  Prior to 2001 the state had a completely ad hoc approach to 
major sporting facility development.  Not a lot was done, although I give credit to one former Minister for Sport 
and Recreation, Hon Norman Moore, who I think had some good ideas and tried to pursue them.  However, he 
ran into some roadblocks along the way.  

Dr K.D. Hames:  How can you give him credit and say we did nothing?  

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Did the member for Dawesville just say that Hon Norman Moore did nothing?  Is he 
not in the member�s faction?  I will have to report to him.  

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER:  Order!  

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  We have an eruption of factional warfare on the opposition benches!   

The government developed the state sporting facilities plan in 2001, the first of its type in Australia.  The plan is 
now delivering results for Western Australia.  One of the identified projects within the plan was to consider 
Perth�s long-term future major stadium needs.  The Major Stadia Taskforce, headed by Mr John Langoulant, was 
appointed to undertake the task.  The task force handed down its interim report, which contained 16 
recommendations, in the first week of June.  The Minister for Sport and Recreation and I then listened to the 
community and talked to the key sports groups about the report.  Yesterday, the government formally asked the 
task force to continue its investigation.  However, after looking at the initial report, discussing it with Mr 
Langoulant and Ron Alexander and listening to sporting organisations, we asked the task force to explore 
options and to advise the government on the old East Perth power station option, with full advice on the 
associated costs, which I anticipate could be very considerable.  Other options are the Mueller Park-Kitchener 
Park facility in Subiaco, and associated and additional costs and potential other difficulties that were not 
considered in the initial review.  I thought it was important that we examine the existing Subiaco Oval with a 
new eye.  Obviously with the performance in mind of the Fremantle Dockers and the West Coast Eagles - 
brilliant as they both are - as we go forward there will be consistent pressure on the capacity of that facility.  
However, it is worth looking at whether that facility can be redeveloped in stages to meet the capacity that is 
required before making a pre-emptive decision to bulldoze it.  All I have asked the task force to do is look at that 
facility before we decide to bulldoze it.   

The latest redevelopment of Subiaco Oval is only about seven years old.  I used to stand down on the outer area 
of Subiaco Oval seven or eight years ago before that new facility at the city end was developed.  It is also worth 
noting, in the passage of this discussion, that it was once possible to fit 52 000 people into Subiaco Oval; 
however, a decision was made to deliberately reduce that capacity.  All I am suggesting is that, before we give 
up on Subiaco Oval, the current facility, we should examine whether - 

Mr G.M. Castrilli:  You�ve been got at.  

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  About four or five weeks ago I met for the first time one of my childhood heroes, 
Austin Robertson.  I asked him whether it was true that he once kicked 15 goals against East Fremantle and, if 
so, who was the fullback?  He said, �Spriggy thought I had kicked only 12, and I kept trying to count to him - 
from one to 15�.  He said, �Okker, you�ve only kicked 10� and Austin said, �No, Trevor, 14, 15 - that�s it.�  I 
have not been got at.  We need to have a look at that and at whether the model that is being proposed by the 
Western Australian Cricket Association and the Australian Rugby Union for redevelopment of the WACA as a 
joint-use facility is viable; and, if so, what impact that would have on the other three options before us.  We do 
not want to discount Subiaco Oval as no good, discount the WACA, lock ourselves into Kitchener Park or East 
Perth and then find we have a much more expensive model than we had anticipated.  All we have asked for is the 
information - the facts - and the government will make the decision  
 


