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MEMBER FOR ALFRED COVE 
Personal Explanation 

DR WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [12.14 pm]:  I was misrepresented in the House yesterday by the Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure, and I want to now put the facts to the House.  Contrary to what the minister said, I 
asked whether the minister could confirm rumours that the Government is considering establishing a light rail 
line along Marmion Street.  It was not a trick question.  Due to the non-continuation of the Roe Highway and the 
Fremantle eastern bypass, there are rumours that Leach Highway will become a freeway and overflow traffic 
will be diverted to adjacent roads, such as Marmion Street.  My local community has been asked to consider 
relocating a primary school adjacent to Marmion Street and is concerned about the possible increase in traffic 
numbers and pollution, and safety of children going to and from school.  Contrary to what the minister said - 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  The purpose of a personal explanation is to refute specific words; it is not an 
opportunity to debate an issue.  The member must restrict her comments to explaining how she considers she 
was wronged.  This is not an opportunity for the member to give the reasons for her statement.  She must put 
things as simply as possible, so that there is a debate without having a debate. 

Dr WOOLLARD:  Contrary to the minister’s statement that I had railed against public transport initiatives, on at 
least three occasions in the past few months I have explained to community members at public forums what I 
believe to be the advantages of light rail over heavy rail.  I recently asked the Government in this House to 
consider light rail.  I have met with academics who are experts in the area.  They agree that transport in the 
metropolitan area should be based on a light rail system.  Contrary to the minister’s statement that I had said that 
people who use public transport are poor, do not need to get anywhere on time and cannot afford cars, I declare 
that I have never made statements about class in this House.  I know many professional people in my area who 
use buses to get to and from work in the city.  I have publicly supported improving the public transport system 
for all, in an alternative manner to that suggested by the minister.  I have stated that heavy rail is old-fashioned, 
cumbersome and expensive and that light rail is the future mode of transport.  Contrary to what the minister said 
- that I should be a liberal for greenhouse gas emissions - I have discussed the benefits of light rail with members 
of this House and the upper House since I was elected.  Hon Jim Scott first explained the benefits of light rail to 
me.  Since then, I have investigated this alternative form of transport, which I believe will reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions. 

The SPEAKER:  I ask the member to bring her comments to a conclusion as quickly as possible. 

Dr WOOLLARD:  In conclusion, it is important that my community be given all the facts about transport issues.  
I asked a simple question and the minister misrepresented me.  Heavy rail is wrong for the south metropolitan 
area, and the minister’s tunnel vision may lead to an inadequate and outdated method of transport in the south 
metropolitan area. 

The SPEAKER:  The last part of the member’s speech does not fall within the guidelines of a personal 
explanation.  I rest assured that the member’s personal explanation is finished.   
 


