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WESTPORT TASKFORCE — AUTOMATED OUTER HARBOUR 

554. Ms L. METTAM to the Premier: 
I refer to the Labor Party’s policy of an automated outer harbour instead of the Liberal Party’s job-creating Roe 8 
and 9 inner-harbour project. Will the Premier be open and accountable to the community and explain how much 
of the environmentally important Cockburn Sound seagrass meadows and snapper population will be decimated 
with his automated outer harbour? 

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
It is a preposterous question—another ridiculous question by the Liberal Party. It is just ridiculous. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Warren–Blackwood and member for Carine, you are getting close to going home! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Obviously, we went to the state election with our policy around Roe 8 and Roe 9 and we 
implemented our policy and that was to protect the Beeliar wetlands. We said exactly what we were going to do 
before the election and we did exactly what we said we were going to do after the election. 

Ms L. Mettam interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Vasse, you have a supplementary coming. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: We were successful at the election and we were very clear about what our policy was and 
we protected Roe 8 and Roe 9. We then said that we would do a major planning exercise with a view to modernising 
Western Australia’s freight and trade. Our state is growing and will continue to grow. Our economy will continue 
to grow. Container trade will continue to grow. Fremantle port is 120 years old. By such time as we get a new port 
in Kwinana, it will be 132 years old or 130 years old. It is an old port where trucks and freight are funnelled 
through the middle of the city into the second hub of Perth. It is not the way to undertake modern container trade. 

Modern cities remove traffic out of the centre of town and they have technologically advanced ports—that is what 
they do. The idea that somehow there cannot be any technology in a port, which appears to be the opposition’s 
position, means that we would go back to lumpers carrying sacks on their backs. If the idea is that we cannot have 
technology, why do we not go back to that and the old dockers that the member for South Perth remembers so 
well. I think his father might have been one back then, lumping sacks of wheat on his back. If the opposition does 
not want any technology, that is where we end up. A new port will have many, many jobs. A modern industrial 
facility that has proper freight routes will have many thousands of jobs associated with it and in it. 

In relation to Cockburn Sound, of course, as we have said, and opposition members may not have carefully read 
the announcement we made, a full environmental assessment will take place. We have allocated $29 million 
towards that. I have lived alongside Cockburn Sound for the majority of my life. I am probably the only person 
here who has, so I am very aware of Cockburn Sound. Cockburn Sound currently has around nine ports or berths 
in it—that is just me counting them off the top of my head—with numerous channels and the like running through 
it. If any environmental damage was done to Cockburn Sound, it was done in the 1960s and 1970s when nitrogen 
was poured in by industries without any regulation by government. That was when the major damage was done to 
Cockburn Sound. These days it is much more sensitively and appropriately managed and that would continue 
under any project we take forward. 
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