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RAILWAY (FORRESTFIELD–AIRPORT LINK) BILL 2015 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 20 October. 

HON STEPHEN DAWSON (Mining and Pastoral) [3.16 pm]: I started my contribution to the debate on the 
Railway (Forrestfield-Airport Link) Bill 2015 last night and I had begun by highlighting the government’s chaotic 
and dysfunctional transport system in this state. However, I will not dwell on that today. I then commenced 
commenting on the Forrestfield train station, in particular the 2 500 car bays that are planned at the site. I had made 
the point that I was not quite sure about the rationale behind those car bays and where that 2 500 figure came from, 
aside from the fact that it was an election commitment made by the then Minister for Transport, Hon Troy Buswell. 
From the tender documents that have come out I know that that is the case; the tender documents show 
requirements for 2 500 car bays, plus motorcycle bays and staff bays. I made the point that I had the opportunity 
to catch up with people from the Shire of Kalamunda in the last few days to hear their views about not only the 
rail project, but also their views for the Forrestfield train station precinct. In the briefing they told me that they 
were committed to delivering a transport-oriented development at the train station because they want to maximise 
the development potential around the station. They want to create an activity centre with a range of residential, 
commercial and office developments. Due to the location of the station, 50 per cent of the catchment is already 
freight rail corridor—that limits that area. To locate 2 500 bays in the area would create the largest Public Transport 
Authority car park, or the largest ever car park. Looking at the number of parking bays on the other train lines — 

Hon Simon O’Brien: Are you concerned there are too many parking bays in this project?  

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I guess in one sense we can never have too many car parking bays, certainly on the 
Fremantle line at this stage. I think the Fremantle line has 557 car parking bays. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: Part of that reason is that it’s the end of the line. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: No, honourable member; the whole line has 557 parking bays. Fremantle itself has 
169, and then it gets smaller. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: No; you were talking about 2 500 for Forrestfield. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: That is why there is a big car park at Forrestfield; there is no doubt about it. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: If you want to give an undertaking that a future Labor government will put in a smaller car 
park, that’s your choice. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Members were making good interjections this afternoon, but I see that the 
honourable member is just trying to cause me some grief, so I will continue to make my comments through the 
Deputy President. 
Hon Simon O’Brien interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, members! 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Two and a half thousand car parking bays at Forrestfield is substantial, so I was 
asking why there will be so many. I think I have mentioned that, at the last census, the Shire of Kalamunda told 
me that only 2 400 people travel to the Perth metropolitan area every day, so that means there will be a car parking 
bay for every one of those people. Some of those people may travel together, so there will be more car parking 
bays than there is need at the moment. 

Hon Alyssa Hayden interjected. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: It is important to futureproof — 

Hon Alyssa Hayden interjected. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Madam Deputy President, I am finding it hard when the member constantly 
interjects in a whiny tone. I will keep going, but it is difficult. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: If you direct your comments to the Chair, you will be fine. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The figure identified at the last census was 2 400. At this stage, there will be more 
bays than people who will use them. I made the point yesterday that at the shadow cabinet meeting we held in 
Forrestfield in the last couple of weeks, the issue of public transport in that area was raised. Public transport in that 
region is not very good at the moment. A number of people told us that it was infrequent, it was not as direct as 
possible, and it was difficult to get from one place to another, particularly from Forrestfield to the big shopping 
centres in that locality such as Belmont. Hopefully, the bus feeder system also will be fixed. Certainly, no rationale 
has been offered for those 2 500 bays at this stage, and I would like to know why. Such a large car park will take 
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up about seven hectares of land; that is land that could otherwise be used as part of an active town centre. I am not 
saying that the government should not build a car park; it is just that it will be huge. I want to know why it will be 
so big and what figures were used to decide on that number. 

The Public Transport Authority’s website explains that the total catchment for the station is 60 000 people and this 
equates to the total current population of the Shire of Kalamunda. However, due to the layout of the eastern region, 
it is difficult to argue that people from the City of Swan will use the station, as the Midland line is much closer to 
those people. Similarly, the City of Gosnells is much closer to the Armadale line. Again, there is a discrepancy 
there. I look forward to hearing why there will be that many bays. If those 2 500 bays are fully used, that will mean 
an extra 5 000 vehicle movements per day in the area. That is substantial. These movements will in turn have an 
enormous impact on the local road network. I do not think—certainly, when the parliamentary secretary replies, 
he can prove me wrong or tell me otherwise—that a significant amount of money has been set aside as part of the 
plan to improve the local road network so that it can deal with those 5 000 extra vehicle movements every day. 
That will require significant road widening and new traffic lights or roundabouts or whatever. A proper plan has 
to be put in place for that. I do not think it is in place at this stage. A number of years are ahead of us, bearing in 
mind that the Forrestfield train station will not open until 2020, but has a plan been done on those 2 500 bays and 
the extra vehicle movements in the area; and, if so, can we see a copy of that plan? 

I have said that it is important that we futureproof the area. If the state government is going to build 2 500 car bays, 
has it considered building a multistorey car park? I know that multistorey car parks can be expensive but, given 
that this train station will be in a transit-oriented development and there are seven hectares of land, that could 
potentially be used for business or office opportunities. It may be cost effective to spend money on building a 
multistorey car park now and have that land available for development so that the state can benefit from it in the 
long run. 
I have spoken to a couple of the residents who will be affected by the decision, because if the government is going 
to build 2 500 car bays, there will be a need to compulsorily acquire land in the area. They are a little suspicious 
of the fact; they think it is a land grab. I hope it is not a land grab, and I hope the parliamentary secretary can allay 
my fears about that. At the briefing, I asked for a list of the properties that will need to be acquired for either 
construction purposes or the Forrestfield train station, and that includes the bus interchange and the parking area. 
There are 15 properties on the list that was provided by the minister’s office. I wonder whether the parliamentary 
secretary can advise us when he makes his reply how many of those properties have already been acquired and at 
what stage are the other acquisitions. I am not sure whether this is commercial-in-confidence—the parliamentary 
secretary can tell me whether it is—but for those that have been sold, if the parliamentary secretary could tell us 
how much those properties were sold for, I would appreciate that information. I would also appreciate knowing 
whether a total amount has been set aside to pay for all these proposed acquisitions. 

As I have said, the Shire of Kalamunda is not very happy about the train station, and neither are the residents there 
and nor should they be. The shire is not convinced about the need for 2 500 bays, and it has just commissioned a 
private study into the number of parking bays needed at the train station. I was advised at the briefing that the shire 
has started to look for a consultant to do that work, and I think expressions of interest are due by the end of October. 
It is hopeful of having a report done by early next year, and that can feed into the work of the PTA. I know from 
the briefing that tenders for the PTA’s work are out until 6 November. It plans to enter into a contract in February 
or March 2016. However, before the whole project can go ahead, obviously that land resumption will be required 
at Forrestfield. The shire has a preferred location for the proposed car park. As part of the study it will undertake, 
I think it will consult with the local community about its view. When I asked the PTA at the briefing why it did 
not support the shire’s preferred location of the car park, it said that it was a little further out and it did not want 
people walking past vacant blocks to get to their cars. I think we are talking about 200 or 250 metres, so passengers 
who park their cars would have to walk for up to 250 metres. I am not sure whether it stated that it was for security 
reasons; it just stated that the Public Transport Authority did not want its passengers walking that distance. 

Hon Alyssa Hayden interjected. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Perhaps that is part of the reason, but it will be open space. There is no doubt that 
people’s safety is paramount, but 250 metres from a railway station is not a great distance. I do not really know, 
so perhaps the parliamentary secretary can advise me, when he makes his comments, what the problem is with 
passengers walking past vacant land. The PTA said that this is where it wanted the car park now, but it would 
consider moving the car park in the future. If the car park is to be built, the likelihood of it being moved in the 
future is fairly low. Once the money is spent on the car park, trying to get money through Treasury to move it 
somewhere else would be very difficult, particularly in the difficult financial times we are in now. There is not a 
lot of money going around, so if Treasury is going to give out the money, it will give it out only once, and would 
want it spent in the right way. 
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I am also keen to know from the parliamentary secretary how many trains the PTA is anticipating on the new track, 
and how frequently they will run, if that work has been done at this stage. That issue has been raised with me by a 
number of people, so perhaps the parliamentary secretary can deal with that in his comments. 

I also want to raise the issue of the PTA encouraging Aboriginal businesses to get involved. I would have raised 
this last night, but I ran out of time. I was pleased to see a media statement from the Minister for Transport today 
advertising this policy. It is a very good one; I am very pleased that the PTA is engaging and encouraging 
Aboriginal businesses to get involved. I had only a cursory glance at the media statement today, so I did not get 
into the details. The media statement, from the PTA website, states that the PTA will be holding an Aboriginal 
business briefing on 28 October, which will give all interested Aboriginal businesses the opportunity to find out 
more about the Forrestfield–Airport Link project before bidding for work with the main contractor, to be appointed 
in mid-2016. The media statement reads — 

The Public Transport Authority has developed a project-specific Aboriginal Engagement Strategy with a 
key focus on engaging Aboriginal businesses and boosting indigenous employment. 

I am keen to get a bit more information on that from the parliamentary secretary when he replies. What does that 
project-specific engagement strategy entail? Has a proportion of the pie been suggested for the access of Aboriginal 
businesses? I am very keen to have that information when the parliamentary secretary replies. 

I will go back quickly over my notes to see whether those were the main issues I had intended to raise this 
afternoon. I think they were, so, just to sum up, this is a good project. Members on this side are very happy to 
support the project. It is a significant investment of $2 billion, and the people of Kalamunda, Forrestfield and 
Belmont will benefit from it and should be happy. This is not to say that there will not be some issues or teething 
problems. There are some issues around acquiring land; there are some issues with the train station and car parking 
bays. There should be lots of bays there, but let us do it right. If we are going to spend the money, let us spend it 
properly. The idea of a multistorey car park should be considered. Given that the Shire of Kalamunda is about to 
undertake its parking study for the train station area, will the PTA take notice of that study? I do not think it is just 
that the shire has an issue with the transit-oriented development, with that area having huge numbers of car parking 
bays; I suggest some other government agencies would also like that area used in a better way. However, the shire 
has an issue, and it is doing its study. Could the parliamentary secretary advise me whether, whatever the shire’s 
findings are, the PTA will take them into consideration? 

With those few comments, I will leave it for now. I flagged last night that it is my intention to go into committee 
at some stage. I have a couple of other questions that I would like to drill down on, but I understand there are more 
speakers. 

HON SAMANTHA ROWE (East Metropolitan) [3.36 pm]: I am very happy to rise to speak in support of the 
Railway (Forrestfield–Airport Link) Bill 2015. As a member for East Metropolitan Region, along with my 
colleagues on this side and no doubt on the other side, it is great to see such a strong infrastructure rail project 
happen in the eastern suburbs. It will open up the eastern suburbs, and that is a great thing. It is fair to say that it 
was the Labor Party’s idea first; nevertheless, it is great that the Liberal Party picked up on what we ran with at 
the 2013 election—Metronet—saw that it was a very sound transport infrastructure project and decided to commit 
to it. It is really important that areas such as Belmont and Forrestfield are opened up with accessible and strong 
public transport into the city. WA Labor supports the bill before the house. 

I want to make some comments around the fact that the Liberal government has decided to make this commitment 
possibly because the opposition brought it to the 2013 election. If we had not brought it to the 2013 election, would 
we be here today debating it? I am not sure. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, members! This is not a general debate or question time. 
Hon Samantha Rowe has the call. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Thank you, Madam Deputy President. Back in January 2013, the Leader of the 
Opposition, Mark McGowan, released the Metronet rail system plan, which included building a 10.5-kilometre 
rail line to Perth Airport by mid-2018. A press release made at the time reads — 

… the estimated total cost of the Perth Airport rail line was $731.5million, including rail and road 
infrastructure … 

It will be the first project of WA Labor’s eight-year, $3.8billion METRONET priority program … 

The METRONET priority program includes: the North Circle line, including the Morley–Ellenbrook line; 
sections of the South Circle line, including the Perth Airport line to Forrestfield, and connecting Thornlie 
to the Mandurah line; the extension of the Clarkson line to Yanchep; the extension of the Armadale line 
to Byford; new stations at Atwell and Karnup; and additional new rail cars. 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Wednesday, 21 October 2015] 

 p7677c-7684a 
Hon Stephen Dawson; Hon Samantha Rowe; Hon Alanna Clohesy 

 [4] 

… 

WA Labor will build a rail line to Perth Airport by 2018, as the first stage of METRONET’s South Circle 
Line. 

It is great that the Liberal government has decided to commit to a rail project, the Forrestfield–Airport Link, that 
will connect Forrestfield to the city, opening up those eastern suburbs via rail, probably for the first time. It will 
provide airport users and people living in those surrounding areas affordable public transport access into the city. 
The Forrestfield–Airport rail link will connect to the Midland train line close to Bayswater station and continue 
along underground to Forrestfield. This $2 billion infrastructure project will not only improve public transport, but 
also hopefully ease the congestion we see on our roads, which we know, particularly on this side of the house, is 
a major problem and concern for many people in our electorates. We are told that the project is progressing as 
anticipated and that the appointment of a main contractor will take place around mid-2016, so hopefully that is 
still on track. 

As I mentioned, we support the Railway (Forrestfield–Airport Link) Bill 2015 because the Labor Party believes 
in rail infrastructure; we have always believed in having strong rail infrastructure in this state. It ensures that future 
generations will have access to affordable, accessible public transport and the WA Labor Party has always 
supported, and will continue to support, such rail infrastructure projects. That is unlike the Barnett Liberal 
government’s record on rail, and, if I may, I will highlight some of its history in relation to rail in this state. It is 
important that people and our constituents understand that it is actually the Labor Party that has a plan for public 
transport and that we are the party that delivers on public transport. For example, there is the Yanchep rail line. In 
2011, the Liberal Party committed to building an extension to the Butler line. Apparently, the extension was a 
priority and was to be delivered by 2020, but, as we know, that is yet another commitment from this government 
that has not taken place. There was talk about the Ellenbrook rail line, which my colleague Hon Stephen Dawson 
spoke about in his contribution to this debate, but I think it is important to remind people that the Ellenbrook rail 
project was a commitment first made by the Labor Party in 2008. It was then that the Liberal Party decided to 
match that commitment. At the time, the now Premier said it was a logical step to be able to build the Ellenbrook 
rail line. He made the promises and yet here we are—the promises have been dumped and we do not have a rail 
line to Ellenbrook. Of course, the Metro Area Express light rail is another promise broken by this government. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, members! The constant interjections do not get picked up by Hansard, so 
there is very little point in making them. You will be able to make your comments when you make a contribution 
to the debate. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: As I said, the MAX light rail is another broken promise from this government. I think 
it is fair that we raise these concerns while we debate the bill before us, because it is not as though this government 
has a good track record of delivering rail projects to this state. The MAX light rail commitment of course came 
complete with glossy brochures, media appearances and artists’ impressions, and it was touted as being fully 
funded and fully costed. However, that depended on federal funding. 

Hon Alanna Clohesy: We found out later. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Hon Alanna Clohesy is quite right, we found that out after the election; we were not 
told before. The Barnett government was relying on funding from the federal government. The incoming Abbott 
government was as uncommitted to rail as the Barnett government is and it refused to help with that funding 
commitment, so the project was shelved. That is just a small sample of some of the rail projects that have not taken 
place under a Liberal government and I thought it was only fair to highlight them to the house. 

The Labor Party understands rail. We are the only party that actually builds rail. We built the Mandurah rail line, 
a project that the Liberal Party voted against, if people can believe that. The project was transformational for the 
Mandurah area. It opened up not only Mandurah but also the areas along the rail line. The Labor Party reopened 
the Fremantle rail line after it had been closed by the Liberal government. We built the Currambine railway, the 
northern suburbs rail line and the Thornlie rail line. As you can see, Madam Deputy President, we have a track 
record in delivering rail projects. We upgraded and constructed new rail stations including Kenwick, Greenwood, 
Armadale, Bassendean, Gosnells, Kelmscott and Victoria Park. We did this because we believe in public transport. 
It is part of our DNA—we understand it and we deliver on it. Public transport is an important part of social 
inclusion. It allows people to go to their jobs, entertainment, recreation, and education and training. Our policy is 
more than just a public transport policy; it is also about social equity, so it is very much an important part of what 
the Labor Party believes in. 

That is why our party is determined to deliver our Metronet plan for urban rail and why we are determined to take 
it to the next state election in 2017. Metronet will include the completion of the airport line to Forrestfield, rail 
between Morley and Ellenbrook, rail to Yanchep and rail to Byford. It will commence the circle line, starting with 
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the Thornlie line and extending to the Mandurah line. It is an integrated transport policy plan, because we have 
done the planning. This is not something we will do because we feel like we have to match the Liberal government. 
We have thought about this; we have planned and costed it. It links suburbs together; it is integrated. That is what 
Western Australians expect from their government. Metronet will transform our public transport system in WA. I 
believe that only the Labor Party can be trusted to deliver such a transport policy and plan for this state. As I have 
said, Metronet is not just about a public transport policy; it is about making sure that people in our inner and outer 
metropolitan suburbs have affordable access to strong and reliable public transport to make sure that they can go 
to healthcare providers, jobs, and further education and training, and, of course, meet their own social and 
recreational needs. Metronet will also create jobs through the construction of the rail lines. As I have said before, 
it is a planning policy. We are not talking about a one-off train line; we are talking about connecting our suburbs 
through an integrated transport policy. I think that will mean that we will be better able to utilise some of our 
suburbs that may currently be underutilised.  

It is also fair to note that it is not just the state Labor Party that understands and appreciates rail, but federal Labor 
also understands the importance of rail projects. Early in October, the federal Labor leader, Bill Shorten, 
announced that a Shorten federal government would support major infrastructure projects, including WA’s 
Metronet project. The opposition has the support of our federal colleagues and we will receive their support if they 
become the next federal government. It is not just WA Labor, but the Australian Labor Party that believes in 
consistent, strong, affordable and reliable public transport for our country and for our state. 

I want also to comment on how this public transport system is going to support and link some of our eastern 
suburbs. What will building a community hub around Forrestfield mean to that area and other areas that will be 
upgraded? It is really important that around the train station we have different types of affordable housing, offices 
and entertainment so that the area turns into a community hub. That is what the people of WA want to see. How 
will this project make our area, our homes and our lifestyle better? That is what Labor’s plan for Metronet will 
deliver to the people of WA. 
Other areas that are going to benefit from the new rail line are areas around Belmont, particularly the Redcliffe 
area, where the proposed airport west train station will be located. That will certainly mean that people who catch 
the train from the airport can have affordable, quick access into the city, which is fantastic for tourism, which is 
great, but it will also provide an opportunity for people in the Belmont area to use the train line to access the city. 
Further on in my comments I will raise concerns that constituents have brought up with me around the consultation 
process, particularly those living in the Brearley Avenue area. I might raise in my speech today, or during the 
committee stage, the concerns of residents around that area about the consultation process and how some of the 
answers have not gone down all that well with residents. It is important that we have the opportunity to ask those 
questions of the parliamentary secretary during the committee stage so that everyone is clear about what will take 
place in that area, particularly around development area 6 and Brearley Avenue. We might explore those questions 
during committee. 

Hon Jim Chown: I am happy to give you a response to those two issues in my response. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Thank you, parliamentary secretary. Given the magnitude of this infrastructure rail 
project, we will see people who are not entirely happy because it will cause quite a lot of disruption for those who 
are currently living near where the train stations will be placed. Hon Stephen Dawson touched on the issues 
impacting the area around the proposed Forrestfield train station and the number of car parks being proposed. It is 
an important point to make, particularly to find out what study was undertaken to determine why 2 500 car bays 
have been planned for and whether the Shire of Kalamunda was consulted in that process. They are important 
issues to flush out and Hon Stephen Dawson has touched on those. 

Residents living in and around DA6 and Brearley Avenue are concerned about what will happen when 
Brearley Avenue is shut down as the major road to the airport. Will people then use quiet suburban streets to access 
the airport? What will happen to homes in the DA6 area, where construction will take place? How long is 
construction going to take, and what will be put in place to make sure there is as little disruption as possible to 
homes in that area? A lot of residents in that area do not feel that they have been properly consulted. I raise those 
concerns with the parliamentary secretary and I look forward to him addressing those, if he can, in his reply. 

As I said when I first rose to make my contribution, the opposition absolutely 100 per cent supports a rail line and 
a Forrestfield–airport rail link. As I said, as a member who represents the East Metropolitan Region, I completely 
understand how important that is to areas such as Forrestfield and Belmont. It will open up the eastern suburbs and 
link them to the city. Patrons of Perth Airport, including locals who frequently travel and tourists coming to and 
from our great state, will also benefit from quick, convenient and affordable travel from the airport to the CBD. 
As I said, if WA Labor were to be elected at the 2017 state election, it would definitely look to extending the 
Forrestfield line and having it as an integrated infrastructure rail project, which I think would be a more sensible 
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plan than just stopping at Forrestfield. It is great that the Liberal–National government decided to commit to this 
plan. 

Hon Jim Chown interjected.  

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Madam Deputy President, if it is all right, I will keep going even though I keep 
coughing. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: You have the call. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: I do; thank you, Madam Deputy President. We might hear answers; who knows? He 
is the parliamentary secretary after all. 

As I said, it is great that the Liberal Party decided to commit to a transport — 

Several government members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, members! I am finding it difficult to follow the contribution and I am sure 
Hansard is as well, so if we could just hear from Hon Samantha Rowe. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: It is important that we have a strong, reliable, affordable transport policy and 
infrastructure project linking the eastern suburbs. It is great that after Labor first announced its Metronet plan in 
2013, the Liberal Party also decided to commit to rail. Let us hope it is able to deliver. That is all I would like to 
say, because we have seen in the past that they cannot deliver on rail and it is only the Labor Party that delivers on 
rail for this state. Although we support this project — 

Hon Alyssa Hayden interjected. 

Hon SAMANTHA ROWE: Absolutely we support it, and let us hope the government actually delivers it. 

HON ALANNA CLOHESY (East Metropolitan) [3.59 pm]: Like my colleague Hon Samantha Rowe, I also 
welcome the Railway (Forrestfield–Airport Link) Bill 2015 because it will mean more public transport, but I also 
have some questions and some concerns about this particular project. I have questions about where this project sits 
in the overall rail infrastructure projects or needs of the state; questions about some fundamentals that underpin 
this project, some of which were expanded on in the second reading speech and some still a bit cloudy and not in 
the second reading speech; questions about the government’s capacity to manage and deliver the project; and 
perhaps even questions about the genuineness of the commitment. My friend Hon Samantha Rowe, in referring to 
the timing of decision-making on this project, outlined fairly clearly why the genuineness might be questioned. 
However, this rail is public transport and it is in the East Metropolitan Region, and that is good. Finally, new public 
transport—hopefully—getting off the ground is good, because I support public transport and Labor supports public 
transport. Labor has done more than other governments combined on public transport. We have, if members pardon 
the pun, a track record on the provision of public transport in Western Australia. Hon Samantha Rowe provided 
an extensive list of Labor’s rail public transport track record, and I will name just a few. Labor reopened the 
Fremantle line after it had been closed by the former Liberal–National government. Labor rebuilt the Fremantle 
line and acquired new rolling stock. Labor built the first rail line to Joondalup; that was a Labor initiative. Labor 
built the Mandurah line. Who built the Mandurah line? Labor built the Mandurah line. 

Hon Darren West: It was criticised for the Mandurah line. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Labor was criticised for building the Mandurah line. The Mandurah line now is 
extremely popular and well supported by patrons. Labor has laid 110 kilometres of rail in this state—
110 kilometres. That is an amazing feat, I would say. 

Hon Darren West: How many did the Liberals lay? 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Liberal–National governments have laid seven kilometres of track compared with 
Labor’s 110 kilometres. But here is an equation for Hon Darren West: when we take into account the closure of 
the tier 3 rail lines, the government has laid minus 484 kilometres of track. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Here we go! Seven kilometres of track have been laid by the Liberal–National 
government. I want to be fair, so if we add this new project of 8.5 kilometres to those seven kilometres, that gives 
15.5 kilometres, and minus 500 kilometres for tier 3 lines gives a total of minus 484.5 kilometres by 2020. That is 
minus 484.5 kilometres of track by 2020 in contrast with the record of Labor, which has already laid 110 kilometres 
of track. I think that evidence is pretty clear. Labor has done rail and will continue to do rail because we believe 
in public transport. We do it because we believe it benefits people. 

Hon Darren West interjected. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: That is from Perth to Albany; is that correct? 
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Hon Darren West interjected. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: It is the equivalent of 110 kilometres from Perth to Albany. Labor believes in public 
transport because it is good for people. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order, members! There are far too many private conversations and they are too audible. It is 
making it very difficult for Hansard. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Labor believes that public transport is good for people and certainly there is evidence 
that public transport is good for people. It is good for local residents, it is good for local communities, it is good 
for the state economy and it is good for the national economy, because public transport gives people options for 
making a choice on how to get to work, on travelling to entertainment areas and on getting around. That is 
particularly true for people in our community who are more disadvantaged than others—for example, people with 
disability and seniors. Public transport, in particular rail, gives people the opportunity to make a choice, especially 
those who are disadvantaged, but only—and only—if it is done in an integrated way that meets the needs of those 
people. I am referring to not only the construction of the station, but also how frequently the trains run; not only 
whether ramps or lifts are in place, but also the cost of fares; and not only whether there is a train station near 
people, but also how they get to the train station. In planning, these things are as important as where the train 
station will be. 

Public transport gives people more time with their families, which can only be good for emotional health, of course; 
it is also cheaper and more efficient, which is better for families who are experiencing a dramatic increase in the 
cost of living; it is better for families in the sense that people can save on fuel costs, which have increased 
dramatically, and on on-road motor vehicle costs, including insurance, which have increased dramatically as well; 
and it is good for people because they do not have to attempt to get to and from work or any other venue on choked 
roads. We know that choked roads cause stress and can cause significant anxiety for people. I will refer a little 
later to the way in which congestion can impact on the economy. Were all those things motivators for this 
government in delivering the Forrestfield rail line? I do not think so. I am doubtful because we have not heard 
from the government about the benefits of public transport. But I will take what I can get: it is a rail line, it will 
service a population and that is important. 

Public transport can also be good for the environment. Of all on-road vehicles, cars are the biggest contributor to 
greenhouse gas emissions. Almost 50 per cent of road transport—cars, that is—contributes to greenhouse gas 
emissions. In five years—that is, by 2020 when this rail line is due to be completed—greenhouse gas emissions 
from cars are expected to be two-thirds higher than they were in 1990 and, as I said, cars are causing most of those 
emissions. 

The federal Department of Infrastructure, Transport, Regional Development and Local Government produced a 
working paper titled “Greenhouse gas emissions from Australian transport: projections to 2020”. As I said, that 
paper found that in five years, when this rail is due to be completed, greenhouse gas emissions from cars are likely 
to be two-thirds higher than they were in 1990. This paper also found that getting more people out of cars and onto 
public transport would see a 65 per cent decrease in emissions at peak times, and a reduction of 95 per cent in off-
peak times. That is extraordinary. That is a very strong argument for why we need more public transport. Public 
transport improves the environment, it improves our health, and it improves our economy. However, is that a 
motivator for this government? Again, I would probably have to be doubtful. However, we are getting 
7.5 kilometres of track, and that is important. 

I now want to come back to traffic congestion. We all know that the traffic congestion in Perth is increasing. We 
experience it every day. That causes our frustration and anxiety levels to increase. We know that for many people, 
the time taken to get to and from work has increased. 

Hon Peter Collier: It takes me five minutes some days. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: That is if the minister is walking. I am talking about if we are travelling by car, 
minister. 

Hon Peter Collier: It takes me five minutes some days. 

Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: Is the minister not the lucky one! That is not the experience of most people. The 
estimated cost of congestion to Perth in 2020—the same time that this rail project is due to be completed—is 
$2.1 billion. That estimate comes from the Bureau of Infrastructure, Transport and Regional Economics. We will 
have one new rail line of 7.5 kilometres! Are we not lucky? That is $2.1 billion that will be lost to our economy. 
Of course this government could be doing more to address not only the impact on people of congestion on our 
roads, but also the subsequent impact on our economy. 
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One way in which public transport can have a specific benefit to our economy is by helping our ailing 
manufacturing sector. We need the railcars to be built in Australia, the steel to be forged in Australia and the 
electronics to be made in Australia by Australian workers, and we need the construction workers for the rail lines 
to be sourced in Australia, because that would contribute to our economy, and that would, of course, be a good 
thing for everyone in Western Australia. 

On Wednesday, 23 September, in a question without notice to the parliamentary secretary representing the 
Minister for Transport, I asked whether the railcars would be constructed in Western Australia and whether the 
minister had put in place a local content component for the railcar project. I also asked whether the minister agreed 
that there were clauses in the request for information to encourage the manufacture and assembly work for the C-
series railcars to be undertaken at existing plants in Western Australia. The minister’s response was no; he did not 
agree that the request for information would cause or ask for that work to be done in Western Australia. The 
minister’s response was also that the RFI was open to all possible railcar suppliers. The government requested 
respondents to only nominate where their proposed production facility will be located; it did not request the 
respondents to say how much of the work will be constructed in Australia, how much of the materials will be 
sourced from Australia, and how many of the workers will be sourced from Australia. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to temporary orders. 

[Continued on page 7696.] 

Sitting suspended from 4.15 to 4.30 pm 
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