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Division 41: Public Transport Authority of Western Australia, $658 258 000 — 
Ms R.S. Stephens, Chair. 
Ms R. Saffioti, Minister for Transport. 
Mr P. Woronzow, Acting Director General, Department of Transport. 
Mr M. Burgess, Managing Director. 
Mr L. Coci, Managing Director, Office of Major Transport Infrastructure Delivery. 
Mr A. Kannis, Managing Director, Metronet. 
Mr R. Hamilton, Executive Director. 
Mr J. Steedman, Chief Financial Officer. 
Mr P. Abromeit, Senior Policy Adviser. 
[Witnesses introduced.] 
The CHAIR: This estimates committee will be reported by Hansard. The daily proof Hansard will be available 
the following day. It is the intention of the chair to ensure that as many questions as possible are asked and answered 
and that both questions and answers are short and to the point. The estimates committee’s consideration of the 
estimates will be restricted to discussion of those items for which a vote of money is proposed in the consolidated 
account. Questions must be clearly related to a page number, item, program or amount in the current division. 
Members should give these details in preface to their question. If a division or service is the responsibility of more 
than one minister, a minister shall be examined only in relation to their portfolio responsibilities. 
The minister may agree to provide supplementary information to the committee, rather than asking that the question 
be put on notice for the next sitting week. I ask the minister to clearly indicate what supplementary information 
she agrees to provide and I will then allocate a reference number. If supplementary information is to be provided, 
I seek the minister’s cooperation in ensuring that it is delivered to the principal clerk by close of business Friday, 
1 October 2021. I caution members that if a minister asks that a matter be put on notice, it is up to the member to 
lodge the question on notice through the online questions system. 
The member for Cottesloe. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: I refer to page 621 of volume 2 of budget paper No 2. In the table at the top of the page, the 
fifth-last line item is for the radio systems replacement operating costs. Can the minister please update us on the 
costs associated with the original Huawei contract? Has that been finalised? What money was spent on that project, 
which I understand has been stalled?  
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: As a result of some of the trade embargoes and issues relating to that contract, we have changed 
the nature of the radio systems replacement and have now formally incorporated it into the high-capacity signalling 
program. There are a number of components to the high-capacity signalling project. The project involves, for 
example, the new digital radio system and supporting infrastructure. There is also the train control and signalling 
project, which is providing a moving block automatic train control system. Then there is the Public Transport 
Operations Control Centre. The nature of the radio systems replacement project has changed, and now we have 
incorporated that project into high-capacity signalling. High-capacity signalling has, as I said, three components. 
The RSR project within high-capacity signalling is slightly different because we have separated the provision of 
the software from some of the infrastructure provision, and we are seeing how that can work with the automatic 
train control system. As a result of, like I said, some of the trade embargo issues, we have changed the nature of 
the RSR project and incorporated it into the high-capacity signalling project. We have changed the nature of the 
RSR project and what we have taken to the market. We have separated a lot of the software from the hardware and 
some of the infrastructure to make it easier to manage across government. 
In relation to all the different costs, by way of supplementary information, I can provide a further cost breakdown to the 
member. I do not have all that information with me and I also have to check some of the commercial confidentiality for 
the new contracts and the progress of some of the ongoing issues with Huawei. The Public Transport Operations 
Control Centre is part of the new high-capacity signalling program. The PTOCC contract has been awarded to ADCO 
Constructions, and that has been announced. It is probably easier if I provide it by way of supplementary information. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: Will that include the amount of unrecoverable money that was spent on the Huawei deal? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I will undertake to provide, subject to commercial confidentiality, the costs associated with 
high-capacity signalling and the RSR project. 
[Supplementary Information No A9.] 
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Mr R.S. LOVE: I refer to page 626, and the subject is regional school bus services. I seek an explanation of the 
$2 million drop from the estimated actual in 2020–21 due to the reduced need for some services associated with 
the initial response to COVID-19. Could the minister explain how that came about and what that represents? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I will just try to find that information. 
We have unscrambled that one. The 2021–22 figure decreases from the 2020–21 figure. The 2020–21 figure included 
increased costs of cleaning, so increased payments were made to bus operators, as I recall. Across government, in 
both Education and the Transperth bus service, there was different levels of cleaning depending on what phase—
from 1 to 5—we were in during our exit from COVID. What phase we were in helped dictate the level of cleaning. 
For a time, additional expenditure was made in the education system and across the Transperth network, so we felt 
it was reasonable to replicate that on regional school bus services. We increased the amount for a higher level of 
cleaning, but that has dropped away for this financial year and that is why that number has dropped. 
Mr G. BAKER: I refer to page 628 of budget paper 2, volume 2, and the paragraph headed “New Stations and 
Existing Station Upgrades”. I see that the new stations on the Mandurah line are sketched out here. I am wondering 
whether there is any scope for an improvement in Canning Bridge station in future projects. 
[5.00 pm] 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: As we know, Canning Bridge train station is getting very congested, in particular the interchange 
between buses and trains. It is a very popular area. There are a couple of things. Not only are more people doing 
the intermodal shift, but also significant developments have occurred in the Canning Bridge precinct. It was probably 
initially on the other side, member for South Perth, but now we are seeing more activity on the South Perth side. 
There has been significant demand on that new Canning Bridge area. In 2021, we allocated a couple of million dollars 
to help determine the design of a new interchange. The Public Transport Authority is currently undertaking this 
work in collaboration with Main Roads, the Department of Transport and the Department of Planning, Lands and 
Heritage, plus in consultation with the Cities of South Perth and Melville. One of the key things will be what the new 
bus station will look like and how it will interact with the freeway and railway. Work is currently happening on that 
planning. We have some funding allocated in the forward estimates for that project, and we may be seeking more 
money from the commonwealth for that project, depending on the ultimate design. The idea is to expand the capacity 
of the bus station to work with the train station. As the member knows, it is a congested area. A lot of vehicles, 
schoolkids and people use that area. We are trying to improve the bus station facilities to enable a better interaction 
with the rail line and station. I saw some preliminary designs that probably looked a bit complicated. I think a design 
is being sought that will work better and allow for a much easier intermodal shift between bus and train. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: I turn to the Metronet program. I note there is a Metronet section in the budget as well. I think I will 
just ask questions at this stage, because the advisers will probably be able to assist anyway. The minister will have 
to excuse me if it is something I should have referred to in a further section of the budget. Can the minister outline 
the total capital cost for the Metronet program as it exists at the moment—not just across the forward estimates, but 
the total amount that Metronet is expected to cost in capital? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I will first talk about the forward estimates. That is relevant because these projects have estimated 
total costs. I turn to projects under development, and I want to walk the member through a few key tables. If the 
member opens budget paper No 3, on page 168 is a table that describes all the funding for each of those projects. 
That is the funding over the forward estimates. When the projects have a delivery timetable, they are then listed in 
the Public Transport Authority program works. Regarding the total cost of Metronet, we release the cost of each 
project once we go into a contract, and we have stayed away from putting ETCs to projects before contract to try 
not to impact some of the market movements in the tender process. For example, page 629 of budget paper No 2 
has the ETCs of all the projects for which we are well into a contract process. I make another point that Metronet 
has now expanded far more from what we initially committed to in 2017. A number of projects have now been 
brought into the Metronet scope. For example, the work on the Metronet stations is of a different scope to what we 
initially committed to, including a brand new station. The Forrestfield–Airport Link project was never part of the 
costing provided in the 2017 election campaign because it was already committed to. We referred to $5.7 billion 
over the forward estimates, and all the other numbers will be crystallised as we announce contract awards for projects 
like the Midland–Byford line and the level crossing removals. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: There are 14 projects listed with their estimated total costs beside them. Which projects are not 
there—off the top of the minister’s head? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: As projects are crystallised into contracts, we release the ETCs. I am not sure whether Greenwood 
is quite there yet. Yes, Greenwood is there. But there are projects under development that have not yet been 
crystallised. We will crystallise the ETCs through the midyear review in the next budget as we finalise, for example, 
the contract awards. 
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Mr R.S. LOVE: I am looking at the same table the minister just pointed to, and I will ask about a couple of the 
projects. The estimated total cost of the Yanchep rail extension is laid out at $431 million. Is that changing? Has 
that changed over time or is that the original contract that was left? If it has changed, when did it change? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Yanchep extension has not changed since we announced the contract award. Just on that, 
it is one of the projects that has another $100 million in the Western Australian Planning Commission budget, but 
that is a consistent representation; it has not changed since we announced the contract award. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: In the table with the estimated total costs of all those Metronet projects, which ones have changed 
since the minister made the announcement of the awarding of the original contract? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: None. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: I go back to the Yanchep rail extension and the announcement made recently that other projects—
for instance, we discussed the new bypass—would be delayed or smoothed out. Yanchep was said to be one of those 
projects, but quite clearly there was nearly $100 million worth of underspend on that in the last year, which would 
indicate that that project has been significantly delayed by forces other than the announcement of September, seeing 
that this figure was arrived at in July. What are the problems with the Yanchep rail extension that are causing it to 
be delayed? Does the minister have any concerns about the ability of the contractors to carry out the contract under 
the original terms? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I will be very clear and say that there are enormous challenges in delivering this infrastructure 
program in these times. When we started these projects, there were not border closures or supply chain interruptions. 
The iron ore price had not gone up to $220 a tonne. Over the past year and a half, the challenges due to COVID have 
been real. They have been real everywhere. I think everyone understands that. Everyone who has ordered a car has 
waited longer than usual. People who want a new oven have to wait months. There have been significant supply 
chain interruptions globally as a result of COVID, in particular in manufacturing bases around the world and in 
shipping as well. There are enormous challenges. Of course, skills are another aspect. Walk into any cafe, in particular 
any regional cafe, or any hospitality workplace, and we know there are skills shortages. All these issues have built 
up. We have had discussions with industry and have worked with contractors—all the contractors we have on existing 
projects and those for new projects that have not been committed to—to see what is realistic, and we have modified 
our time frames. That is why in some cases we have not commenced new projects, and in other cases, like those 
rail lines, they have been crystallised. In contract management there is always the possibility of changes, but they 
crystallise at a point. They crystallised when we were having discussions with industry groups. I then formally put 
it forward in the past month as part of this budget. There are capability issues across all sectors and there are skills 
issues. But would I rather be operating in an environment that has these challenges or in environments such as 
poor Victoria, which has had to shut down its infrastructure for two weeks, and New South Wales, which had to 
shut down its infrastructure. The challenges are real and everywhere. 
[5.10 pm] 
Mr R.S. LOVE: In the case of a project like Yanchep or Thornlie, or any of the large contracts that the minister 
has left for the provision of a rail system, who is bearing the cost of those delays? Is there a risk that those contracts 
will become more expensive over time because of the problems of delivery? Has the minister perhaps, even by 
announcing that she is going to slow that contract down, created a situation in which there might be a call for 
a revision of that contract? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Those matters have not crystallised, but a couple of significant changes are happening with 
supply costs. I will give the member the example of steel costs, and I think I have some commentary from 
Infrastructure Australia on this. The benefit of the high iron ore price over the past year has been a lot of royalty 
revenue flowing to the state. A lot of the surplus was built on a very high iron ore price, which we know has dropped 
dramatically—I think $120 a tonne in the past two months. One of the benefits of a high iron ore price is of course 
flowing royalties, but it feeds into steel prices and other input prices. For example, there has been significant escalation 
in some parts of the supply chain and that is a challenge in managing existing contracts. One of the challenges we 
face is that we have been in the market for a couple of other rail projects at the moment and they have been predicated 
on iron ore prices and very high steel prices, but that is also changing again. Tendering in this process is quite tricky 
because the movement in some of the input prices is dramatic and can change rapidly. As I said, the iron ore price 
has dropped $120 a tonne in a couple of months, which impacts the steel price, but the steel price currently on the 
market is still the steel price based on the high iron ore price of three months ago. It is an ever-changing market and, 
of course, it is ever changing in relation to skills and the teams that people have available to them. 
The contracting industry is fluid. We are trying to build up expertise in rail in this state, but there are a lot of rail 
projects around the nation. We are monitoring all contracts and we have engaged with all existing and new contracts 
to see how we could smooth the pipeline. Even smoothing the pipeline takes some cost pressure off having to 
potentially try to have a lot of activity. That is, if we do not smooth the pipeline, there would probably be more cost 
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pressures, because there is currently a greater demand for labour, skills and supplies. Smoothing that pipeline will 
help smooth some of those cost pressures. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: I was trying to ask what the impact could be on the cost of these contracts to be delivered or the 
ability of the contractor to deliver the contract that they have costed. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We are working with the contractors for delivery. As I said, in any industry there are challenges 
in relation to labour. The member has referred in this place to the challenges in the agricultural industry. We are 
working with the contractors; we are doing what we can to try to improve the pool of labour. If there are any cost 
issues that crystallise, we will report them, but there are cost issues both ways. There are increased input costs, but 
by smoothing out the pipeline we are hoping to take some of the cost pressures out, because we are trying not to 
force a higher level of activity next year, which would not be sustainable. We are trying to manage budgets to reduce 
the cost pressures, understanding there have been some significant increases in input costs. Should there be any 
changes, they will be crystallised and they will be reported, but currently we are trying to manage all the budgets 
in the best way possible. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: From that I can deduce that there is a possibility that the contracts may need to be revised because 
of cost pressures. Is it a possibility that the minister may need to revise upwards the cost of those contracts? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Those costs have not crystallised, but as I said, across all budgets, we are monitoring all issues, 
whether it be road or rail budgets. All budgets are constantly being monitored. If there are any changes in road and 
rail project costs, we will report them. But cost pressures in the cost of supply is a challenge across every project 
across all industries. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: Could I ask for some detail about the original planned delivery date and the now revised date of 
these projects? Is it just Yanchep that has moved out or have other projects moved out? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yanchep and Thornlie were the two. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: What about Ellenbrook? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: Is it on the same timetable as when the minister announced it? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: What was the original time line for Thornlie, and what is the current time line? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Thornlie’s time line was the end of 2023 and now it is 2024. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: What about Byford? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We have not announced Byford because we have not finalised the contract process. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: That is still a work in progress? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: As I outlined in Parliament to the minister some time ago now, there was a consideration of the 
principal shared pathway expansion on the Yanchep line, which I understood was at a cost of about $14 million, but 
I could be wrong. If that was successfully taken out of the contract, would that flow back to the state in a reduction 
in the total price of the contract, or would it be just a way of enabling the contractor to smooth out the pipeline a little? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is more about smoothing out the pipeline and simplifying the delivery of that project. It is 
about deliverability as much as anything on that one. The PSP will be delivered along the Mitchell Freeway extension 
and then through Romeo Road into Marmion Avenue. There will still be a cyclepath from Yanchep, and then a PSP 
mainly through Alkimos to the city. It is a pretty great outcome, plus we are spending tens of millions of dollars, 
I think over $40 million, on cyclepaths throughout the northern suburbs, before Reid Highway. A significant amount 
of work is being done on cyclepaths. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: The money from the shared pathway would stay with the contractor; would it not come back to 
the state? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: They are all subject to budget and contractual negotiations. I will not go into all those.  
[5.20 pm] 
Mr P.C. TINLEY: I will jump in here with a question. I refer to page 626, budget paper No 2 and the fourth 
service and key efficiency indicator, “Rail Corridor and Residual Freight Issues Management”. My question relates 
specifically to North Lake Road. North Lake Road now carries a fair volume of traffic, particularly lateral to the 
freeway. Can the minister confirm whether it is a local road; and, if it is, is there an intention to transfer it to a state 
road and, as such, then be able to undertake potential infrastructure upgrades particularly around grade separation 
of the freight line and North Lake Road? Currently, a level crossing is there and when it is engaged during business 
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hours, it creates a significant traffic jam. I am keen to hear the minister’s commentary around the North Lake Road 
corridor generally as a traffic management issue and the intentions about any potential upgrades to it, particularly 
given that we have put a bridge across to Armadale Road. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I will start off with the Westport project as planning for the whole road and rail connections. 
This project in particular will form part of those considerations in the future, and we believe that as part of the 
Westport planning of the road and rail corridors leading into the new port that this project will be highlighted as 
a potential project that will be part of the overall funding package. Some preliminary work on this was undertaken 
back in 2012 by a freight study looking at two different costs of rail over road and road under rail, and both those 
works were expensive. However, it was identified as in the top 10 of priority crossings for treatment on the Perth 
metropolitan freight network in 2012. As part of the Westport plan, these types of projects will be elevated in their 
status, particularly when looking at how we could protect those road and rail projects corridors into the new port. 
This level crossing in particular will need to be part of any future planning for that Westport project, and funding 
would come as a result of that. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: I want to ask about the Forrestfield–Airport Link and at what stage that project is at at the moment 
in terms of its completion. I know that the track lane was completed a few months ago. I see that a significant 
amount of money in the budget is still attached to it. What is that money for? Is the project still termed to be under 
construction? Is it complete? Is it in the handover stage? Where is it at? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is still under construction. It is not at the handover stage. The current work includes a lot of 
the overhead conductor lines? 
Mr M. Burgess: OCR. Overhead conductor rail. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Okay. All that work is being undertaken and the signalling and other work is under construction, 
so the project is still under construction. There has not been a handover yet. Our target is to have it operating in the 
first half of next year, so we are in the process of trying to finalise all the electrical and signalling work and the 
infrastructure that comes with that. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: If I can just get an understanding of who is overseeing from the government’s position to ensure 
that that work is being completed correctly and on time and who is the managing authority for that at this stage. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Public Transport Authority is the managing authority. It is a design and construct contract. 
Salini Impregilo has a new name. The Webuild and NRW Contracting consortium is the head contractor, and it 
has a design and construct with the Public Transport Authority. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: What is the expected time of completion of that project? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: As I said, the target is to have the rail line operating in the first half of next year. In relation to 
the actual completion, that work continues. All the overhead conductor rail signalling is being done at the moment. 
Like I said, I try not to be too prescriptive with weeks on this one, but we are undertaking that work at the moment. 
Once we do get to handover, it takes about two to three months of commissioning as well so that also has to be 
built in, but we expect it to be operating in the first half of next year. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: I refer to page 628 and railcar acquisition and railcar replacement, which is also on the same page 
as the Metronet projects. I refer to the replacement of the A-series cars under that program. First of all, what will 
be the fate of A-series cars? What happens to old trains when they are finished? Will they be recycled or what is the 
expectation with them? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I think the managing director of PTA has them in his backyard. No, I am kidding. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: Right! That is his house. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: From an operational point of view, they will be at the end of their life. I think they were initially 
built for 30 years. Is that correct? 
Mr M. Burgess: Yes. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, so we will be getting past those 30 years soon. I suspect that a few cafes will come out 
of them—an A-series cafe. I will ask Mr Burgess to comment, but we do not really have a plan of what we will do 
with them. We do own them, so there might be a heritage/history part of what they will be used for. As I said, 
I often see a lot of cafes in old train carriages, and I suspect that that might happen. Mr Burgess might have one in 
his backyard as a granny flat; I do not know! I am only kidding. Mr Burgess, do you have any comments about what 
has happened in the past? 
Mr M. Burgess: Thanks, minister. Thanks, member. They would be, effectively, scrapped just as with our older 
buses that are sold. The older buses sometimes do have a life; some people do go and buy the older buses depending 
on what the nature of the bus is and what its service life has been. But these carriages are bespoke. They are 
30-plus years old by the time they are being scrapped, and trains of that vintage typically end up developing fatigue 
issues and so on at that point in time. Our old urban diesel trains actually found a life in Auckland for a period of 
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time many years ago, until Auckland went to electric. However, these carriages would have no useful operational 
life, but they will have useful parts on them and a few people seek to use them for something. But they are bespoke. 
They are narrow gauge, 25 000 volt, so they only fit on certain systems. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: I have a further question on the railcar replacement program. Given that the Forrestfield–Airport Link 
is due to have trains operational in the early part of 2022, what trains will be running on that link? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The previous government commissioned purchases of five three-car sets. In Queensland, 
before it completely shut down the industry, which now I think it is starting to reopen, the PTA under the previous 
government ordered 10 three-car rail sets. They were the last to be assembled in Maryborough, Queensland 
from Bombardier. The Forrestfield rail sets have been with us for about two years now. We received them a number 
of years ago, and we have been using them on the system. Therefore, we already have the railcar sets for the 
Forrestfield rail line.  
[5.30 pm] 
Mr R.S. LOVE: As the railcars have already been employed, will there be enough trains to service Forrestfield 
and the existing networks? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, because we currently have spares. We have been employing them on the system and 
resting others. We have enough capacity. They were purchased before and that is why, like I said, they are available 
and ready to go. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: Further on the point of railcar acquisitions and the railcar replacement program, when does the 
minister expect to see railcars rolling off the line at Bellevue? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I think the first target is the end of next year. The first railcar itself will be completed in the 
first quarter of next year, then the first train set will be at the end of next year. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: How many train sets would it be possible to make at the Bellevue facility in a calendar year? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I am not sure how many it will make in a calendar year, but I know that it will make enough for 
the operations of our Thornlie, Ellenbrook and Yanchep lines initially. I do not know how many a year, potentially 
six. I can get further information via supplementary information for the member. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: If the minister could, maybe that could include the staging out progression of the B-series to the 
A-series area and so on. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I will probably not be able to do that because we have not sat down and done it operationally. 
We will provide information about the number of train car sets produced each year. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: Okay. 
[Supplementary Information No A10.] 
Mr R.S. LOVE: Back in August, I received a response to a freedom of information request when I sought documents 
about the awarding of contracts and unsuccessful tenders or bids for contracts associated with Metronet railcar 
manufacturing at the Bellevue railcar manufacturing assembly facility. The request was initially put to the Department 
of Transport. It was sent to the Public Transport Authority. Neither the Department of Transport nor the Public Transport 
Authority claimed to have any role in awarding the contracts around the Bellevue railcar facilities. Who was 
responsible for awarding the contracts for that program? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It was the PTA. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: It claimed to have no documentation on that matter. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I do not have the wording of the FOI in front of me. I will follow it up, but I think sometimes 
the wording of FOIs — 
Mr R.S. LOVE: There were communications backwards and forwards to try to work it out. The Department of 
Transport said it was the PTA, which came back and said it did not have any of that stuff. It left me wondering 
who had been holding the documents. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is the PTA, but, as I said, I do not have the FOI in front of me. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: We will work on that offline, perhaps. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Sure. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: Still on the railcar replacement program, I refer to the provision on page 628 and the fact that it 
apparently requires, according to the press release of 14 September, the Robinson Road level crossing to be closed to 
facilitate the Bellevue facility. What will be the position for businesses on Robinson Road? Were they offered some 
form of compensation due to restrictions in customer access to their businesses now that the closure has been confirmed? 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Compensation is not normally the case. Previous governments have amended and this 
government amends roads many times. In my electorate, the first stage of NorthLink WA changed the configuration 
of local roads significantly. No-one was compensated. Businesses were not compensated. A lot of projects have 
been entered into over time, but that type of compensation has not been offered. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: I would like to move to page 630. I refer to the freight program under new works. There is $20 million 
for freight rail upgrades and $22 million for grain freight upgrades. There is also the Western Australian agricultural 
supply chain improvements. Could the minister give me some detail about what the freight rail and grain rail projects are? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: This is in Transport, but I am happy to answer it. There are a couple of things. Together with the 
commonwealth, we are funding a $200 million package for agricultural freight movements. We have made a number 
of commitments. During the election, we committed $22 million for four additional rail sidings at Moora, Brookton, 
Broomehill and Cranbrook, and a bigger investment from CBH relates to that infrastructure. We have also gone out 
to the community to undertake a number of forums. We are doing a business case analysis on improving the supply 
chain from the farm to the port. That work has been ongoing. Initially, there were a number of separate processes. 
There was an engineering assessment on tier 3 rail, which allowed us to get, for the first time, the independent cost 
of upgrading tier 3. That has been fed into a business case process in which we are looking at how we can improve 
the efficiency of moving freight around regional Western Australia. As I said, we are looking at from the farm, including 
road and rail, to the ports. That work is ongoing. We are working on it. The timing of it, I think, will be by the end 
of this year. Later this year, we will be preparing the draft stage 2 submission to Infrastructure Australia. All the 
information that has been provided, both from an engineering assessment point of view and a community point of 
view, is presented as a business case for Infrastructure Australia endorsement and, hopefully, further federal funding, 
noting that we still have another $180 million of federal–state funding to provide as part of any future investment. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: On that same page, under the heading “Funded By” there are a couple of things I would like to 
know. First of all, there are drawdowns from the royalties for regions fund this year and next, and there was 
$13 million last year. Could the minister outline what they were for?  
[5.40 pm] 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is a couple of projects. One was the Mandurah car park. We provided 50 per cent of the funding 
and the federal government provided 50 per cent. I think the other was some improvements to train stations for the 
Australind. We are looking at page 630 and the line items under the heading “Funded By”. I think it is a combination 
of the new railcars for the Australind and the car park for the Mandurah rail station. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: I have a further question about the same table. Further down the table is the line item “Other”; there 
is no description. For 2022–23, 2023–24 and 2024–25 there are three remarkably similar figures of mid-$50 million. 
What funding stream does “Other” represent? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I will provide that by way of supplementary information. By way of supplementary information, 
I will provide the source of funding described as “Other” on page 630 of budget paper No 2. 
[Supplementary Information No A11.] 
Mr R.S. LOVE: Could the minister also provide information for the line item “Other Grants and Subsidies”, 
which has an allocation of $101 million for this year and had an allocation of $82 million for the previous year? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, I can add “Other Grants and Subsidies”. 
The CHAIR: Member, I bring to your attention that you have 20 minutes left. Are you happy to keep going? 
Mr R.S. LOVE: Yes. This is the biggest project the government is doing and I think it is fair enough to talk about it. 
I want to talk about the income and the cash flows of the Public Transport Authority in regard to the subsidies received 
from the state government for the operation of the rail and bus networks throughout Perth. Can the minister confirm 
what the current subsidy is for the PTA’s operations in the metro area? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Is the member asking for the percentages? 
Mr R.S. LOVE: I am asking for the total dollar amount of subsidies that the state has to provide to keep the trains 
and buses running. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Is the member asking for the expenditure minus the revenue from fares? 
Mr R.S. LOVE: Yes. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I have other figures, but I can provide that by way of supplementary information. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: I found those figures somewhere but at the moment I cannot lay my hands on them. 
The CHAIR: Sorry; member. Minister, are you happy to supply those figures as supplementary information? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Sure. 
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The CHAIR: Can the minister please describe what she will supply? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is the operating revenue and operating subsidy of transport services throughout Western Australia. 
[Supplementary Information No A12.] 
Mr R.S. LOVE: Has modelling been done on the expected impact of each of the Metronet lines on that operating 
subsidy going forward? As each line comes on board, assuming that they are like the other rail lines and do not make 
money, their operation will need to be subsidised. What modelling has been done on each of the lines and, indeed, 
the full cost of the subsidy that Metronet will need per year to keep it running into the future? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Each rail line has operating costs that are built into the budget when there is certainty about 
operating timetables and bus services. That has been built in for the Forrestfield–Airport Link and I suppose those 
numbers in the forward estimates include the FAL. I will ask Mr Burgess to answer whether the costs and revenue 
that feed in include the operations of the Forrestfield–Airport Link. 
Mr M. Burgess: Yes, member, as the minister indicated, the projected year for which those services will commence 
for each of the new Metronet lines picks up the modelled patronage that has been predicted at each station and 
provides that by way of both revenue and what our costs will be to operate that new line, in both train and bus costs. 
It will kick in in the year that it is anticipated the service will start. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: I have just had a brainwave, and have found the concessions on page 283 of budget paper No 3. It has 
the general fare subsidy at the moment but it does not give any forward estimates for that, so I would still appreciate any 
information about other modelling that has been done on those other lines as they come to fruition as well. I would have 
thought that there would have to be an understanding of the total annual cost of the train network once all the builds are 
completed, particularly those in less populated newer areas, which undoubtedly may grow over time, and which will 
need to be subsidised for some period. If the government had done any modelling, I would appreciate it sharing that. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I do not have a copy of the FAL business case, which is still under the governorship of the former 
government, but the summary business cases for the Thornlie–Cockburn Link, Yanchep line and Morley–Ellenbrook 
line are online. They look at the wider cost and some of the operating costs. As Mr Burgess said, the operating costs 
will be crystallised closer to completion, because they depend on a number of factors—the number of trains operating 
per hour and an increase in the number of bus services—and the final decisions on those will be made in the lead-up 
to the commissioning of the rail line. For example, we have made a decision about the extra bus kilometres and train 
services for FAL and that is crystallised in this budget. For example, we are adding 1.7 million bus kilometres to 
service the new FAL precinct and the trains. That is all crystallised, but decision-making will be ongoing as we move 
forward. The final decisions about the final operating costs will be made closer to when the project is commissioned. 
[5.50 pm] 
Mr R.S. LOVE: In relation to Forrestfield—I was going to ask a question about Forrestfield—what work is being 
done on the other feeder routes? The Forrestfield–Airport Link line heads to an airport that is used mainly by FIFO 
workers at the moment. How does the current transport network suit that type of market? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is a good question. Today we are announcing 1.7 million extra bus kilometres to feed the 
new Forrestfield–Airport Link. We will go out for consultation on the bus routes. We have some ideas for the new 
bus routes that will be created and will feed High Wycombe station in particular, as well as Redcliffe and the 
airport, but more generally Redcliffe and High Wycombe. We are looking at some of the existing bus services and 
how their needs will change as we move to having feeder services into the three new stations, but predominantly 
Redcliffe and High Wycombe stations. High Wycombe station in particular will see new services that will service 
the Forrestfield–Kalamunda catchment. We will also change some of the bus routes along Great Eastern Highway 
as the new Redcliffe station will now be a very quick and direct mode of transport into the city. We have determined 
the number of extra bus kilometres. We will now go out to the community and consult on the proposed routes and 
also on some of the proposed stations and how they will link with the services on the new train lines. 
Mr G. BAKER: I am interested in hearing more about the bus and rail services around Forrestfield. I was working 
in Forrestfield at the time of the original announcement in 2013. It is a very poorly serviced area for public transport. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The eastern corridor, particularly the trip from High Wycombe and Forrestfield to the hills, 
has not had a lot of public transport services. When looking at the new train stations, we see there is a requirement 
to add bus kilometres. People might not think we would need to add bus kilometres because we are building train 
stations, but we are putting in three new stations to service that entire area and adding bus kilometres because there 
will be a number of new shuttle services, or high-frequency services, linking the new stations to areas that were 
potentially poorly serviced. As I said, we have announced the extra bus kilometres and we will now go out to the 
community and consult. The member for Forrestfield, who has just come into the chamber, is very interested in this. 
We will engage in community consultation about the bus routes and the bus service frequency and how we can 
connect the areas to our new train stations. 
Mr G. BAKER: Superb. Thank you. 
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The appropriation was recommended. 
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