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RAILWAY (METRONET) AMENDMENT BILL 2022 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 23 March. 
MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan — Minister for Transport) [11.09 am] — in reply: I was part way through my 
reply to second reading debate—that all happened a bit quickly! If members look through the Hansard of every 
year, they will find mutual recognition bills. They are the highlight of any sitting period. I remember having to 
speak on those bills when in opposition. They were ghastly. 
Back to the Railway (METRONET) Amendment Bill 2022. I was outlining the government’s commitment to rail. 
I am glad the member for Moore is back in the chamber, because I will confirm with the Leader of the House whether 
we are going into consideration in detail. 
Mr D.A. Templeman: Yes.  
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is great. 
Mr D.A. Templeman: We’ll pass the bill today. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is excellent. I will make sure I have my advisers for that. 
We are the party of rail. One of the first things I had to do when we were elected to government was to reverse 
the cuts to the AvonLink project in the forward estimates. We reversed those cuts. We are still working through 
the implications and consequences of the privatisation of Westrail Freight; its impact on regional communities 
and regional roads continues to be a significant challenge. I am also very keen to continue the massive, massive 
infrastructure spend. 
I will reiterate some of my comments from yesterday because, unfortunately, the member for Moore was not in 
the chamber. Labor is committed to rail. As I said, when we won government, the AvonLink was not in the forward 
estimates. The Liberal–National government was not funding the AvonLink and had plans to close it. We had to 
reverse that decision. One of the first budget issues I had to deal with through the Expenditure Review Committee 
process was ensuring that we continued to fund the AvonLink. The far-reaching consequences of the Westrail Freight 
privatisation is another key issue. Again, we are dealing with the consequences of that decision. We are undertaking 
road spending to ensure local government and state roads can accommodate the significant impact of the cartage 
of grain freight. We are also working to see what we can do about the freight lines in the wheatbelt and across 
Western Australia, and moving freight onto rail. In eight and a half years, the former government did nothing 
on this front; it actually closed many lines. We are now working to reverse those decisions. 

A point was made about costs. Again, I said yesterday that there are significant cost pressures across our projects, 
as there are across the community. Whether it is a person building a home or a government department building 
a rail line or a road, there are cost pressures. The impact of those cost pressures depends on a number of things, such 
as where things are at in the tender or contract process; the composition of the project and whether it has significant 
exposure to things like the cost of steel and other key materials; and, of course, the type of contract that has been 
struck, noting that escalation has an impact on landing contracts. Parties are trying to avoid escalation risk. They 
can do that in two ways—other parties can take the escalation risk or they can price in significant contingencies. 
We are working through all those things. 

I am very proud of the incredible progress we have made on Metronet. It is important to note that when we won 
government absolutely zero planning had been done on the Ellenbrook rail link, despite it twice being made an election 
commitment. Nothing had been done. There was nothing in the cupboards so we started from scratch. If we look at 
previous rail lines that have been started from scratch, even the Mandurah rail line that was delivered in 2007 had been 
proposed in 2000. It was not a great proposal—that was the Kenwick deviation—but work had been undertaken before 
2000 on that plan. I think the original plan was released in 1998. But nothing had been done for the Ellenbrook rail 
line. Between 2017 and now, within five years, we developed the concept and the plan, got the approvals and now it 
is underway, which is quite incredible. There were no plans for that rail line. I looked at other the projects. There 
were no plans for the Mandurah car park that has been delivered. The Bellevue railcar manufacturing facility — 

A government member interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No-one had a plan for that except us. In the five years since winning government, we developed 
the policy for the facility and expanded it; took it to the market and got a very successful and very, very strong 
producer of railcars, Alstom, to contract; built the manufacturing facility and are manufacturing railcars. That 
manufacturing facility did not exist two years ago. And we secured funding! That was another big task, I can tell you. 
This project was all state-funded. It is incredible that it happened within five years. We initiated an industry from 
scratch because the previous government, of course, closed down the Midland Workshops. 

A member interjected. 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I might do. I would become a doctor—Dr Rita! 

A member: A doctor of concrete. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The doctor of Metronet! 

That was an incredible result. We inherited the contract for the Forrestfield–Airport Link; we did not start that one 
from scratch. But we did not inherit any works. There had been a sod turn well before any works commenced. 
I think the sod turn was in November 2016 and the tunnel machine arrived in June 2017. Anyway, I acknowledge 
we inherited that big contract and planning had been done by the previous government. I acknowledge that I never 
actually got the business case through the cabinet process, even though the project is nearly finished. We have 
asked about three times over the past five years to get access to the business case, but we never got it. Anyway, 
we inherited the plans but we oversaw the delivery of the project. It has been an interesting project. I have learnt 
a lot about ground conditions and tunnelling. I know more about that than I ever expected! 

Looking at the other projects, not much had been done on the Yanchep extension. The concept for a Yanchep rail 
line was there, but when we won in 2017, we saw that not much planning had been done. The planning was minimal; 
I think the concept was a line drawn on a map. 

The Barnett government made a commitment at the 2017 election to deliver the Thornlie–Cockburn Link. Again, 
given the then government had made a commitment to the project and it had been government for eight and a half 
years, when we won government I expected we would be working with very detailed plans, but not much had been 
done. I was very surprised that nothing had been completed, down to the route alignment work, even though the 
former Liberal–National government had made a commitment to and costed the project. So we did that project from 
preliminary work pretty much. On Byford, the former government had done nothing. Even though it had talked about 
it, it had done nothing. On level crossing removals, the former government had done nothing. To have 15 projects 
underway or completed, from scratch, in five years is a credit to all involved, particularly the workers and agencies. 
Another thing I want to talk about is the Nationals WA campaign against Metronet. I think the Nationals have 
stickers referring to Metronet creating debt. I will give members an interesting fact. Only one rail project currently 
underway involved borrowings from the state. Do members know which one that is? Anyone—you two? 
A member interjected. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No, I am enjoying the audience. 

Several members interjected. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: There are three; they are very attentive. Out of every Metronet project underway, which one has 
borrowings attached to it? It is the Forrestfield–Airport Link project, because the previous government did not fund 
its rail projects properly with equity. The Metronet project that is attached to the borrowings in the Public Transport 
Authority budget had its funding profile endorsed by the coalition government, so the Nationals WA having a sticker 
about debt is quite ironic. The only project that created debt was the project that it funded. I find that ironic. The 
rest of the projects we negotiated well with the commonwealth. 
Mr P. Papalia: Another reason to take the stickers off. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is another reason; another is because it is going to become a metro party! Yes, that is another 
reason to take the stickers off. Of course, we have negotiated very well with the commonwealth government—so 
much so that it is running ads on Metronet now. The commonwealth government is running radio ads about Metronet 
and I like that. The more people who are positive about Metronet, the better. We negotiated, we made business cases 
and submitted them and they got approved. I am very, very excited about this bill and all the Metronet projects. 
I want to respond to a couple of comments members have made. I have to say, there were some incredible contributions 
by our side, which I will touch upon, but the opposition spokesperson, the member for Moore, also raised some 
points and I will talk through those. I think he talked about costs. I said both yesterday and today that there have 
been cost pressures because of the changing economic circumstances. The labour shortage issue has of course had 
some impact. More recently, over the past year in particular, we have seen a significant escalation in the price of 
steel. I think one index had it growing by about 50 per cent in one year and probably about 100 per cent over 
two years, which is quite a significant cost issue. We have had issues with the price of concrete and other key factors. 
As I said, the cost issues have impacted some of the more recent tenders, as we have seen, but for projects under 
delivery it depends a lot on what costs have and have not been fixed in the supply chain. It has been challenging 
but I have been very, very happy with what we have been doing. 
The member referred to the Shire of Serpentine–Jarrahdale and some of its budget requests. I am happy to report that 
we are doing a lot in the Shire of Serpentine–Jarrahdale, I would say a lot more than the previous government did 
or would have done. I will go through the projects. I think the member for Moore listed a number of projects in the 
Shire of Serpentine–Jarrahdale. Of course, we have the Byford rail extension, which this bill refers to. There were 
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a couple of options for the Byford rail extension. The initial thinking by the previous government and even some 
agencies was that the rail station would not be in the city centre; the rail line would have stopped at Thomas Road. 
That was some of the original planning: the rail station would not have stopped where it is planned to stop now. 
We took a very big decision and said, “No, we think the benefits of bringing that rail station into the city centre in 
line with the planning being undertaken by the Shire of Serpentine–Jarrahdale is very important”, and that is why, 
when planning for the new Byford station, we made sure that it was near the city centre. I have been around there 
a few times, particularly in Coles and the shopping area with the member for Serpentine–Jarrahdale, and I am really 
excited about what is going to happen in that whole area. 
Mr H.T. Jones: Darling Range. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Darling Range, sorry. 
Mr H.T. Jones: It covers Serpentine–Jarrahdale. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, sorry; I should know! I forgot the other important local government authority of Armadale 
with the suburb of Roleystone. I am sorry, member for Darling Range. Anyway, back to the city centre and its 
connectivity with the train station. We were looking at a number of government services around that area and the 
shire is looking at things like a little community park. 
Mr H.T. Jones: The health hub. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The health hub, the shopping centre—it is going to be very, very good. Of course, coupled 
with that will be the extension of the Tonkin Highway south, which will take a lot of pressure off the South Western 
Highway through the Byford town centre. If members think about this, the Tonkin Highway will take a lot of the 
freight south without it having to go through the town of Byford. We will have a new rail station. Thousands of people 
are moving in all the time. We are planning it so that we will have a lot of government services and a brand new 
beautiful rail station, all connected. I think it will be an immense benefit to the area. I have been trying to think of 
a shire that will have more money spent in it over the next four to five years than the Shire of Serpentine–Jarrahdale, 
and I do not think that there is one, with the new rail line and the rail and Tonkin Highway extensions. 
The other point that the member raised was local government roads. Again, they are under a lot of pressure because 
they have a strong local government road network, and they are going through what Wanneroo has been through 
and what Swan is now going through to a point—it has mainly been through it now—with the interface of old 
rural roads and a large new residential population. Those rural roads are not really built for that. Things like the 
Tonkin Highway extension will help with that. I will talk about Thomas Road, too; I forgot about Thomas Road. 
As I recall, we committed $18 million as part of the state election to the local government to help it improve some 
of those roads. Very effectively, it made a priority list of about 10 local government roads that it needs support to 
upgrade. I think we committed $18 million to three of those roads, but the local government will continue to work 
through both local government agreements and federal campaigns, I suspect, to secure more funding, and also 
through the normal budget process. We are working very constructively with the shire on those three issues. 
The other issue is Thomas Road, the major east–west connector, where we are currently building an overpass over 
the level crossing. We are removing the Thomas Road level crossing now with the Thomas Road bridge over it. 
That project will ultimately be part of the Byford extension, but it will allow us to use that road to carry the traffic 
while we work in other areas, so it will help us manage the traffic flow throughout that period. Again, that is part 
of the Byford extension. When people raise issues about these shires, I am happy to talk at length, because this is 
one that I know very well. I have family who live all the way through the Darling Range seat, but also through the 
Shire of Serpentine–Jarrahdale and the City of Armadale. Other projects that affect some of those residents, of 
course, are the Denny Avenue project, which is now completed, and some of the work that we have done along 
Albany Highway to improve the safety and connectivity of Albany Highway through that area. 
We are working constructively with the shire about the design of the station, and we are removing some level crossings 
throughout that area. There is always discussion on whether we can do more—of course, I would like to do as much as 
possible, in case people have not realised—but there are always limits to budget and who is prepared to fund what. I am 
very happy that we have a commitment for the Byford extension. The scope has changed and some of the escalation 
factors have affected the cost, but it is very much a project that will help support the whole shire and all the new residents 
who are moving in, and really help further develop that town centre. As I said, the location of the station, the fact that 
the South Western Highway will have reduced traffic because of the widening of Tonkin Highway, will help really 
mature the Byford town centre, which is very busy and active, and which I visit on many occasions. 
In relation to the removal of level crossing, there were some questions about councils and who supports what. I can 
tell members about some of the things that happened. The federal government was very keen to support the removal 
of some level crossings through Victoria Park. I think during the lead-up to the 2019 federal election or before the 
2019 budget, we worked with the federal government to secure funding. I will tell members why we chose those 
level crossings. In developing the concept of which level crossings should be removed, we looked at one key 
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factor—that is, the impact on local traffic of the boom gates being down. On the Fremantle line, between Bayswater 
and the city, a new rail line is being connected soon—that is, the Forrestfield–Airport Link—and the number of 
trains that will go through that area every hour will increase; therefore, the boom gates will be down more often. 
It will get to the point that it will not be practical to keep those level crossings open. Firstly, on the Midland line, there 
are two boom gates—the Moore Street level crossing and the Caledonian Avenue level crossing. Every time we 
discussed the level crossing at Moore Street, which I will not call a rat run, because it is what I used all the time 
when I went into Northbridge and it was the way my late father went, I would become upset by it. But it did make 
sense, especially given how often the boom gates would be down, in particular, on weekends. When there were games 
at Optus Stadium, we pretty much closed that area anyway, so the decision was made to close the Moore Street 
level crossing. Of course, people cannot use it anymore, but it was the right thing to do. 
We did a lot of work investigating how to remove the level crossing at Caledonian Avenue either by sinking the 
rail or putting bridges over. Primarily, we were thinking about putting a bridge over because the proximity of 
Caledonian Avenue to other works meant it was very difficult to sink the rail. We looked at many different options 
for a road bridge over the rail line. It was similar to the investigations we did on the options for Denny Avenue. 
We looked at all the different options and at all the different roads that could be used at the Caledonian Avenue 
crossing—whether it was Caledonian Avenue or other roads—to bring a bridge over the rail line. Whatever option 
that we looked at would have significantly impacted local residents. I think the least worst option was to demolish 
16 homes. We decided that was not acceptable for the community, and the community told us that it was not 
acceptable, so the decision was made to close the Caledonian Avenue level crossing. 
We are also working with the City of Bayswater on all the works around that area. We have allocated about 
$50 million so far. That includes improvements to Guildford Road and some of the intersections there to take traffic 
away from the area. It also looks at improving pedestrian and other walking paths, noting what improvements we 
can make to the Maylands train station, in particular the cyclepath, and to see what can be done to make that even 
more attractive. We are also working with the city on a new plan for the Maylands town centre. That will be a mixture 
of having some very reduced speed limits for traffic and new treatments along the whole area to support the local 
Maylands business community, which is a very strong little area. My daughter does soccer training in the area, so 
I am often there. I often visit and see how active and what a great little area that is in relation to both cafes and 
small independent stores. It is a very, very attractive area. 
Mr R.S. Love: Your proposal is to close Caledonian Avenue in the middle of next month. The new roadworks 
that you are talking about are some time off. Why do you need to actually close that crossing prior to actually getting 
things like the intersection further down near Meltham redesigned so people can get over there and turn towards 
the city? You are going to divide Maylands by closing that off for quite some time without those other measures 
being in place, particularly with that traffic issue. It is something the city has asked for—to hold off until you get 
those other matters dealt with around the traffic. I just wonder why it has to be so quickly closed? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: One of the key issues is the opening of the new Forrestfield–Airport Link and the extra trains 
that that will bring. We are aiming to try to change that level crossing before the new airport line starts to operate. 
That will commence in the middle of the year. 
Mr R.S. Love: It wouldn’t matter so much if it was just left until you got those other intersections done so that 
there was not so much pressure on the local traffic. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: There are a couple of things. There will be interruptions on the line when we do those works. 
We do not want to open the Forrestfield–Airport Link and then have to go back and interrupt it again in Maylands 
relating to those works. Also the boom gates would be down a lot more, so there would be significant traffic 
congestion anyway because the boom gates would be down a lot more if we do not close that crossing. 
I want to say this: I am very cautious about closing level crossings because I know it has an impact, but I am very 
confident with the planning. Some of the works will begin in the next month or two, including on the new cyclepaths 
and so forth. The works will begin very soon to support more pedestrian and cycling activity. I do not think that it 
is actually divided. It is divided. There is a rail line, and that has been there for a long time — 
Mr R.S. Love: Don’t Divide Maylands is the local group, isn’t it? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Pardon? 
Mr R.S. Love: There is a local group there that believes it is dividing Maylands, and especially since there are 
these new apartments just across from where those boom gates are. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I can tell the member what the people in those apartments worry about: it is the bells ringing and the 
boom gates coming down. It is actually quite noisy for them. When we made the decision to close the level crossing, 
I had feedback from residents. They had a “close the level crossing” party because of the impact the bells have on where 
they live. It actually quietens the area, because there are no bells ringing and the boom gates coming down. 
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In relation to proximity, if we look at where the Maylands station and the cafe strip are, the Maylands station is 
a good connector. Maylands station was upgraded a while ago, although it has both the steps and the path. We are 
working on what we can do to improve any other access needed in that area. We are looking at the path. Is there 
anything else we can do to improve the presence on both sides? We are looking at what we can do. But the reality 
is that there is an underpass at Maylands where people can cross and arrive right in the heart of the shopping and 
cafe district. I know there will always be issues about through traffic impacting pedestrians on the train, but I also 
think that more activity at the station will be a good thing, too, because it will make everyone feel safe and it will 
be used more often. With the timing, we have to close it before we open the new rail line; otherwise, the congestion 
will be significant. As I said, we have to close the rail line to remove the level crossings anyway. We do not want 
to go back and interrupt it a month later. 
Mr R.S. Love: In that regard—Oats Street is the same—when the trains are actually stopped at the station, the 
bells ring quite often and the train is not going to be coming along for quite some time. I just wonder whether there 
was not some way that that could have been addressed so that there was less interruption and the reduced time of 
closure of the road. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Train safety and level crossing management is authorised by a national authority. There are 
very strict guidelines about the proximity of trains to level crossings. 
Again, I understand that change is difficult for a lot of people. If there were not an underpass in proximity and new 
road bridges had not been built, I would understand the concern, but new road bridges have been built and there is 
a Maylands underpass. We are working with the City of Maylands. We will also contribute funding to the city for 
more planning for that area. I wanted to make sure that we had a plan ready for the roads, which is ready to go. In 
the next couple of months some works will commence on dedicated or separated paths and there will be a whole 
reconfiguration of the road network, working together with the city. This will give the city the ability to realise some 
of the potential of that city centre. As I said, I think the city centre or the strip has grown organically. It is one of 
those areas where, through the good work of some of the local business owners, quality cafes and stores, a level of 
activity has been created that I think attracts many, many people. I have seen it very, very busy. Again, we will try 
to improve it. If there are any issues with the existing underpass in Maylands in particular and how it exits and enters 
on both sides, we will work on that. 
Let us go back to level crossings. The question was: how do we choose and prioritise? As I said, we chose those that 
will be impacted by the new railway lines and by having more trains on the line. For example, the Caledonian Avenue 
and Moore Street level crossings on the Midland line will be removed. At the moment, we are removing the ones 
on the Armadale line at Victoria Park and Cannington as a result of the Thornlie–Cockburn Link bringing more 
railcars onto the line. The other areas are Armadale and Byford. In looking at the extension from Armadale to 
Byford, the City of Armadale put to us that despite the train station being developed probably about 15 or 18 years 
ago, there was a lot of activity around Armadale and there was a lot of under-utilised land. The city initially asked 
whether, given Armadale Road, Church Avenue and a number of other key roads in the area, we could sink the 
railway line. Sinking railway lines is pretty expensive, plus people do not quite get that it does sterilise a lot of land 
into and out of the sinking. For example, for about 500 metres, we need a dive structure to sink a road. If we look 
at the Graham Farmer Freeway, we see that there is the actual cut and cover for the tunnel, but there is a lot of land 
either side that is not used for anything else but roads. We sterilise a lot of land coming into and out of a structure. 
In the middle of a suburb like Armadale, we would be sterilising about 500 metres and then another 500 metres, 
because it would go into a dive structure. The other thing is cost. The reality is that tunnelling is very, very expensive. 
If we compare the cost of the Forrestfield–Airport Link, which is about $1.8 billion for eight kilometres, with every 
other rail project we are building, it is much more expensive. Sinking is very, very expensive. 
The other point that I make is that elevated rail has already, in a sense, happened in some parts of Perth. The Midland 
railway line in many instances has elevated rail. In other words, it is a lot higher than the homes. It already exists 
in some areas. But having the railway on piers allows connectivity for pedestrians, cyclists and cars. It provides 
the ability to activate a lot more land. It has been done successfully in Melbourne. I was very keen to see, as part 
of our initial commitment to remove only two level crossings in Vic Park and Cannington, an investigation of an 
elevated rail option throughout those areas, which would see the elevated rail for about a kilometre in Victoria Park 
and about 1.5 kilometres in Cannington—or is it the other way around? I was keen to have that activation and new 
stations, and to remove those level crossings. The federal government was very keen to fund it, and that is why we 
have partnered with it. 
In Armadale, we had the chance again. We had to elevate the railway over Church Avenue anyway, so the point 
was that we might need to look at rebuilding Armadale train station and elevating the rail for a lot longer, but then 
getting rid of all those level crossings, and in particular the one on Armadale Road, because Armadale Road is 
a major east–west connector. All the works we have done along Armadale Road and on the new bridge in Cockburn 
are very, very significant. Then we sought further planning and designs. Again, the federal government was very 
keen to fund that. As a result, we will now have a significant transformation of the line. Plus, we had to link the 
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Thornlie–Cockburn Link to the Armadale line. There is only one railway line there at the moment, so we have to 
duplicate the railway line from Thornlie to Beckenham. As a result, we are doing all that transformation over a period. 
Again, we tested very much all the options and asked: if we were not to close the line for 18 months, what would 
be the impact? The impact would be closures all the time of an unpredictable nature. People would not be able to 
get used to what they could do on a weekly basis. We would have had safety issues, because we would have had 
a running train line in a work space for a long, long time. 
Again, closing the line was not something I was very keen to do, but when I looked at the benefits to the community 
of better consistency and the fact that we could deliver alternative services—we have gone out to the community 
to get feedback now—it was the best option. We apologise for the disruption, but I know that we will deliver 
very, very good services. As we saw with the Mandurah shutdown, the feedback was incredible because we had 
a lot of services that were utilised. The feedback was very positive about how we managed those alternative 
services. I am very confident that we will make sure that everybody on that line will have quality public transport 
services as an alternative. 
I have one minute left. I will not start any other lines of discussion, but I thank everyone for their support. I thank 
all members for their support. I am really excited to be working with members on this side of the house to deliver 
quality public transport. 
Question put and passed. 
Bill read a second time. 
[Leave denied to proceed forthwith to third reading.] 

Consideration in Detail 

Clause 1: Short title — 
Ms L. METTAM: Why is this legislation required at all? This is not a new rail line, so why does it need to be 
defined in legislation? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is a new extension of the urban transport network through to Byford. It will allow us to use 
the same powers or authority that we are using on other railway lines to manage the works and also the land acquisition 
in the area. 
Ms L. METTAM: I appreciate that it is a new line, but I understand that it will follow the alignment in the existing 
rail reserve; is that not correct? I am happy to be corrected, but given that these works will not alter the alignment, 
what is the purpose of defining the alignment in the legislation? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The legislation that governed the authority to build was repealed in the 1960s, and I think 
I referred to that in my second reading speech. The previous legislation authorising construction of the Armadale line 
and the regional passenger and freight line to Bunbury was known as the South-Western Railway Act 1891 and 
the South-Western Railway Act 1891 Amendment Act 1892, No 30 of 1892, to be read as one act, with the latter act 
substituting the description of the line of railway. Although the Statute Law Revision Act 1964 subsequently repealed 
the act, it preserved the rail alignment from Claisebrook to Bunbury–Picton as an operating and authorised railway. 
Basically, the legislation authorising construction of the rail line was repealed. 
Ms L. METTAM: If, as the minister states, it is due to the Armadale line predating the pertinent legislation, what 
other lines are in place without such legislative recognition? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: All the other lines are not in this situation. The legislation that was repealed dealt with this 
particular rail line. 
Ms L. METTAM: To clarify, will the construction along, and maintenance of, the Fremantle and Midland lines 
be covered by the necessary legislation? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes. 
Ms L. METTAM: I also note the member for Moore’s grievance earlier today about the impacts of the Bayswater 
project on nearby residents. What measures are in place to ensure that similar cases of detrimental impacts are not 
felt by those who live along this proposed line as a result of the upgrade? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Firstly, there are a number of different policies. There is the state planning policy on noise limits 
and the operations of rail lines and roads, which outlines what is and is not acceptable and when the proponent of the 
new rail line activity has to, in a sense, mitigate. State planning policy 5.4 deals with the interface of these types of 
operations. As I said, it clearly articulates who needs to mitigate the operational noise should it be higher than allowed. 
Secondly, as with all construction, there will be a preconstruction assessment of nearby structures and reports on 
what those structures look like and their engineering condition. Post-construction, there will be an assessment to 
see whether there has been an impact. These agencies deal with those processes all the time and they will be similar 
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in this case. Of course, community engagement will also be done by the company involved to make sure that there 
is good communication with local residents. The reaction of residents will depend on their location or history in 
the area, but given the level of construction activity so far, the teams have managed that dialogue pretty well. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party, you have a little bit of leeway to probe some 
questions on the short title clause, but you need to remember what we are dealing with here. 
Ms L. METTAM: I have a couple more questions along this line. I thank the minister for the clarification about 
the government’s policies that are already in place. Will local residents be compensated if their homes suffer any 
physical damage as a result of these works? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, if it is proved that there has been dilapidation as a result of the works. The other point 
Mr Thomas has noted is that, as part of the planning process, there is also the requirement for a construction 
environmental management plan. 
Ms L. METTAM: This is a broader question and the minister has touched on it. Can she explain what the 
communication with local residents will be on the construction of the line as referred to in the short title? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: In a sense, there are two parts of the process. Firstly, there is the planning. Consultation is 
undertaken on the planning. Normally, concepts are advertised and people’s feedback is sought about design and 
access issues, and that feeds into the design that goes for final approval. All the designs of our stations go through 
a design review process, which has not happened a lot in the past. Some of the existing train stations would not have 
passed the design review process. Secondly, there is the construction. Normally, letters are sent to affected residents, 
and community reference groups are established. Those community reference groups try to get representation from 
local business owners, local residents and other people who live nearby and are interested in the project. There is 
also consultation through open days, when we hold drop-in sessions so that people can visit and understand what 
the impact will be. There are also online newsletters that people can subscribe to for ongoing information about 
works that are underway in that area. 
Clause put and passed. 
Clauses 2 and 3 put and passed. 
Clause 4: Long title amended — 
Ms L. METTAM: Can the minister define what “and for related purposes” refers to in the long title? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is to do with the fact that this legislation facilitates the construction of the railway and associated 
works, such as signalling and other works that are required to facilitate the laying of the railway. It refers to all 
works associated with the construction and operation of the railway. 
Clause put and passed. 

Clause 5: Section 4B inserted — 
Ms L. METTAM: The alignment identified in this clause is already a rail line. Large sections of the alignment 
identified are not slated for construction works in the Metronet plan. I think the minister has already answered this, 
but can she clarify why the works are being defined in this way? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: This will allow us to undertake works along the entire rail line, given that the specific authority 
to build new rail lines was repealed in previous legislation. The member will note that there will be a lot of activity 
across the entire rail line, including works around Beckenham, for the new link into Beckenham. 
Ms L. METTAM: In announcing these works, the minister foreshadowed there will be an 18-month closure of 
the Armadale line, which is one of the most significant commuter corridors in the state. What impact will this have 
on public transport commuter numbers? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Hopefully, there will not be much impact, because we will be providing alternative services. 
The decision was not taken lightly. The government explored a number of different options, including significant 
closures of the rail line for extended periods over 18 months. Without this 18-month closure, works along the rail 
line would take longer and would require closures for night works every night and weekend works. It would have 
been very difficult to manage. It could probably have been done, but it would have taken a lot longer and created far 
more disruption. As I said, it would have impacted commuters’ certainty about what is happening on the network. 
We are carrying out consultation, asking commuters what options they would prefer for their daily commute. I am 
really confident that they will take up those options. 
We also have the two-zone fare cap in place now. With the recent significant increase in the petrol price, we know 
that public transport is a very affordable option. We will deliver alternative choices to all existing commuters, with 
the two-zone fare cap and very efficient choices. From my perspective, those living in Cannington and Victoria Park 
will have access to many existing bus services. We are working through this, but we believe that the Victoria Park 
station will continue to operate. There will be those options. However, I asked the team to focus particularly on 
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residents in Gosnells, Maddington, Kenwick, Kelmscott, Armadale and Byford. I am very keen to make sure that 
there are very good options. In particular, the issue will be the length of travel time and making sure that efficient 
options are available. There is also a keenness to connect the Armadale line into the Cockburn line early by maybe 
using direct, limited stop bus services along Armadale Road, which sounds pretty exciting. We are looking at all 
options. I am very keen to make sure that we present efficient options for everybody. 
Ms L. METTAM: Are there any projections for the impact this project will have on road traffic congestion and 
travel times along Albany Highway? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: There are as yet no such projections because we have not determined all the routes and the 
different services. We are looking at infrastructure improvements as well, such as more stops in the city. I know 
the route well, having driven along it for many years. When I was driving to Curtin University from Roleystone, 
the area around Albany Highway was shocking—it was terrible. But that was 30 years ago—gee, I am old. Since that 
time, Albany Highway has changed a lot. That is actually our area of concern. There is a lot of traffic, and traffic 
lights on the rest of the route, so we will be focusing on the Cannington area in particular, around Carousel shopping 
centre. There will also be the option to use different routes, closer to the rail line. We want to service the main train 
stations if we can. We are currently working to identify sites where the bus stations will be located for the most 
efficient service. Once we understand the available options in more detail, we will do some modelling through the 
Road Network Operations Centre and our Main Roads crew, but a lot of attention will be given to the Cannington 
area, because that is where there is currently a lot of congestion, near Carousel and the Manning Road intersection. 
Ms L. METTAM: Can the minister clarify the total budget for these works? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The $2 billion figure was given as an estimate for the level crossing removal together with the 
Byford extension and, potentially, some works on the Thornlie–Cockburn Link. Those projects are still in their 
final contract negotiation stage. Both have preferred proponents that we are working through all these issues with. 
Sorry—the Thornlie–Cockburn Link does not, but the Byford extension level crossing removal does. When we 
have the final contract, we will be able to announce the final contract cost, just as we did with Midland. We do not 
announce the final contract cost until contracts have been signed.   
Ms L. METTAM: The minister recently flagged the impact that increased fuel prices and critical worker shortages 
may have on the overall Metronet budget. Will the minister clarify what potential impact there may be on this 
particular project? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: As I said, the impact on budgets depends on when those budgets are struck. For example, 
because these have been negotiated in a sense at the height of cost escalation for steel and concrete—anything, 
basically—the $2 billion figure pretty much takes most of that into account. The impact on prices depends on when 
negotiations occur. All of that has been factored into these discussions. How do we manage them? We are looking 
across government at how we manage the escalation figure. Escalation and risk is one of the biggest factors in 
determining contracts—who should take the escalation risk and how that is managed. The government is working 
to see how it can manage escalation risk, but not have it priced conservatively in contracts. It is a tricky time to 
land contracts because of the significant risk of escalation and, in particular, the unpredictability of what is happening 
in the world. When we started Metronet, we did not know there would be a pandemic, and we did not anticipate a war 
between Ukraine and Russia in the middle of Metronet, but these are issues that come along. I am very confident 
with the processes we have when discussing these with the contractors. 
The government has taken a very collaborative approach to contracting in this state. It is something that has been 
welcomed by the contractors. We do not believe an adversarial claim–matching–claim approach will work at this 
time because of the significant pressure and the necessity to work together to source labour and ensure that the 
supply chain of materials is strong to deliver these projects.  
Ms L. METTAM: The minister said that $2 billion figure was conservative for this project. Does the minister have 
a sense of what impact there could be on the overall Metronet budget from those areas outside the state’s control? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Not really; it is very limited. It depends on a number of different factors for each project—the 
contingencies, who is wearing escalation risk, the type of contract it is, whether steel prices have been fixed in any of 
the negotiations, or whether they are not fixed. It very much depends on those factors. The contracts we are entering 
into now are probably where there is full exposure, in a sense, and the rest have been mitigated in some form. The 
government has always been very open that when there is a variation or we have finalised a contract, we put the 
numbers out and we explain those numbers, and that is the approach we will take. The Forrestfield–Airport Link 
budget of $1.86 billion has stuck. Other projects have pretty much stuck. It really depends on the nature of the contract 
and the level of exposure to the current market. The bridge is an example of something that was nearly 100 per cent 
steel, apart from the concrete deck, and was very exposed to steel prices. It does depend on the nature of the contract. 
Ms L. METTAM: Touching on the critical workforce shortages, is the 18-month time frame for the closure of the 
line an upper limit, or a conservative figure? 
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Ms SAFFIOTI: It is an upper limit on the closure of the line. That does not mean the contract finishes after 
18 months. I think there was a bit of confusion that we could build the whole thing in 18 months; that is the period 
of closure of the line. Workers are one of the issues. I have met a number of different companies. It would be fair 
to say that people are coming into WA to help build our projects. Significant training has been undertaken in WA. 
The government has done a lot to get Western Australians employed and has done very well, but I mentioned at 
a press conference yesterday some national companies that operate around the state. For example, a project in 
South Australia was cancelled and 25 workers are moving from South Australia to this state. I am getting very positive 
feedback that our nature of contracting—which is not adversarial, but tries to get outcomes—and the fact that we 
have a pipeline of projects of five to six years, is very attractive for companies both to be active and for people 
wanting to stay or come into the state to help build our projects. That is very welcome news to hear direct from the 
mouths of the CEOs. Together with Victoria, we have a long pipeline of work and a very good approach to working 
with contractors. I am very pleased with that and proud of it. People make choices about where they want to operate. 
If we are constantly in litigation and constantly chopping and changing the projects we have, we will not attract people 
to come to WA and stay in the state, and also train young people. Normally for companies to train people, they need 
a pipeline of work. This is the key in civil construction. That is why I think things are changing in civil construction. 
We have a pipeline and we have more and more companies wanting to engage and to train and recruit new people. 
Ms L. METTAM: Was the 18-month closure a recommendation of the contractor? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: A number of options were discussed, but the view from the contractor and the department was 
that this was the best way. In a sense, this was a recommendation from the contractor and the department. 
Ms L. METTAM: The minister touched on the fact that the decision was not made lightly. Why was the protracted 
closure chosen instead of shorter closures, as was successfully adopted in Victoria in its level crossing removal program? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I have asked the same question about the period of time. First, this state is doing six level crossings 
at one time, whereas Victoria did short, sharp removals, or not as significant numbers at one time. Second, managing 
a workforce is very difficult. It is difficult to manage that extreme level of activity in a short period. Third, the amount 
of precast concrete and the deliverability would have been very difficult. The alternative would have been a much 
longer construction period. It would not have been done in 18 months. It would have been a lot longer—probably 
another year on top of that. It would also have meant constant night-time works. There would have been shutdowns 
at night, on weekends, and every school holidays. Basically, the predictability would have been very difficult. 
Again, our ability to deliver replacement services around that would have been tricky, because we would have had 
a constantly moving delivery schedule. Workforce safety is another issue. If the workforce was working around 
this train line while we were trying to build a brand new line on top of it, that would create a workplace safety issue. 
Therefore, we were not keen to take that path, because we did not want this to drag out, and also because we 
wanted workplace safety to be paramount. 
This process will also allow us to better manage the relocation of services and other utilities. Again, we have not 
only the works on the train line, but also the impact on all the utilities, such as the Western Power transmission lines. 
We therefore made the choice that we think would have the least impact on the community and achieve the best 
outcome for the deliverability of this project. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: The minister indicated in relation to the 18-month closure for the overpass work that that was not the 
upper duration for the project. Does the minister have an estimated time line for the duration of this complete project? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We are still working that through with the contractor. As I said, we have not finalised the 
contract, and all those things will be taken into consideration. There are a couple of moving factors. There is also 
the relocation of the Western Power overhead transmission lines, which will impact the start date of the 18 months. 
All those are currently under consideration. We believe it will be 18 months for the closure, but as to when that 
closure will commence, we would hazard the first quarter of next year. We also have to make sure that the movement 
of the overhead transmission lines through Armadale is well advanced before we do that work. 
The other point I want to make is that I have told all the contractors involved in this project that when we shut the 
rail line, I want to see a lot of activity; we do not want to shut the rail line and then sit around for six weeks trying 
to plan what we will do. They have been told that the next year in particular is all about the planning. Again, one of 
the things we find in civil construction is that by the time we get to the worksite, a lot of the planning and detailed 
design work has been done. A lot of work will be put into the detailed design, but the dates have not yet been 
confirmed, because we are still negotiating those terms as part of this contract. 
Clause put and passed. 
Clause 6: Schedule 4 inserted — 
Dr D.J. HONEY: This clause deals with the Armadale and Byford rail lines. Does the minister have a schedule 
for that work or is that still uncertain at this stage? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The scheduled work as in what will get done when? 
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Dr D.J. HONEY: No, on the particular extension through to Byford. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Again, as I recall, the project includes the removal of seven level crossings, and new stations at 
Armadale and Byford, plus ancillary works to just north of Mundijong. That is the level of works. As in the timing, as 
I have said, two different contract alliance groups are undertaking both projects. There is the Cannington–Victoria Park 
project, and then there is the Byford project, both with different contractors. Again, we have been trying to manage 
those works. The schedule for the closure is very much the same for both projects. As I said, we are still working 
through both contracts in relation to when those works will commence. The commencement of works will 
depend a little, or a lot, on how quickly they can get their design finalised, and also on how quickly we can get the 
high-voltage powerlines relocated. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: Thank you very much, minister. This work will incorrupt the popular Australind service for 
that duration. What progress has been made in identifying alternatives to that service, please? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Our consultation for the Armadale rail line at the moment is that on 28 March, I think, we will 
be surveying the passengers of the Australind about alternative services. Some of the options that have been used 
before include bus connections from Bunbury through to Mandurah, and an alternate coach service from Bunbury 
to service the towns. We have already ordered two fully disability-compliant new coaches for Transwa. They 
have arrived, actually; I saw them at the port. One of the concerns was that the existing coach network for that area 
was not fully disability-compliant, but these ones are. We have new coaches to help service all the towns between 
Bunbury and Armadale. We will also be looking at, of course, bus services to connect Bunbury and Mandurah. 
We will be doing a full survey, commencing on 28 March, I think—the end of this month, anyway—of the 
Australind passengers. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: Does the minister have an expectation of the most likely solution to the provision of that service? 
Will it be a dedicated coach service, or is it just too early for the minister to say? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I would say it will be both; it will be a combination. There is the Bunbury to Mandurah 
connection, but we know that there are a lot of towns between Bunbury and Armadale. I am trying to remember them 
all—Burekup, Pinjarra, Harvey, Waroona and Wokalup. I have been out to Burekup a couple of times. 
Mr P.J. Rundle interjected. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Cookernup. That was the one; sorry. I have been there with the member a couple of times. We 
will make sure that all those towns get a service as well. There will be a combination. It will not be one size fits 
all. Passengers will also have different demands in relation to where they want to go. 
Dr D.J. HONEY: In terms of the reserve, there is a general route for this. Does the route for the Armadale–Byford 
rail extension follow the existing rail reservation—apparently a potential one-mile deviation in the route has been 
described—or will an alternative route be required? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It will follow the current rail line. 
Clause put and passed. 
Title put and passed. 
[Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading.] 

Third Reading 
MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan — Minister for Transport) [12.29 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a third time. 
DR D.J. HONEY (Cottesloe — Leader of the Liberal Party) [12.29 pm]: Firstly, I thank the minister. We have 
our moments in this place, and different issues, but I am always grateful for the way that she professionally handles 
the consideration in detail stage and the flexibility she has in answering questions. I thank her very much for that, 
and I also thank her advisers for their attendance. I also want to thank the member for Roe for his conduct on the 
bill. Unfortunately, the member for Roe had an unavoidable appointment and could not be here. I also thank the 
member for Vasse for stepping in at very short notice to carry out the bulk of the consideration in detail work. 
As I pointed out before, this project will be a very large cost to the state of Western Australia, and this is the 
government that is prioritising where its cash goes. That means that cash cannot go to other areas. We will also 
see a major rail line shut down for a considerable period of time—18 months—and we understand that, for example, 
just the weekend traffic on that rail line is around 20 000 people. We also know that many businesses around the 
rail stations depend on that traffic. We know that homes will be impacted. Earlier today, the member for Moore 
delivered a grievance to the minister about the impact that the rail traffic and works on the Midland line were having 
on houses. We also know that this project will critically compete with the skilled workers, but, more importantly—
I think it is perhaps an issue that we have not focused enough on—the semiskilled and unskilled workers, who are 
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a large part of the workforce for these types of construction projects. Those same people are being competed for 
in the building industry.  
I mentioned in my speech in the second reading debate that it is my understanding that up to one-third of all 
apartment projects that are approved, funded and ready to go—these are literally spade-ready—cannot commence 
because the developers cannot find builders and the builders cannot find workers. It is a real issue. Given that the 
government is already smoothing other Metronet projects, adding this project into the mix will complicate that 
situation, I suspect. We have this perfect storm of not enough workers to build houses and then we have the issue 
that we cannot bring workers into the state because they will have nowhere to live, which is not a trivial issue. 
Nevertheless, this project will increase demand for labour in the community. 
As was indicated at the outset, obviously we are not opposing the bill. We recognise the overall merit of getting 
rid of level crossings. In my speech during the second reading debate, I exhorted the minister to get rid of the level 
crossings in my electorate and that it would be a very worthwhile next project. It is a major issue along that line 
as well. 
I do not seek to talk at length on this bill. I think we have had a thorough questioning of the bill. This bill is a test 
of the government to show that after five years in office, it can actually deliver the project on schedule and on cost. 
We might say that when the government was in opposition, it did not have the opportunity to do things as well or 
as thoroughly as it might, and I can appreciate that, being in the role that we are now in terms of cost. We have 
seen substantial changes in the cost and schedule for the existing Metronet project, but there are no excuses now. 
The government has been here for five years. It has been involved in construction and that activity, and the minister 
has had time to assess what works and what does not. Therefore, this means that the government is on the clock 
on this one. This needs to be delivered in 18 months. It needs to be delivered within the budget, and there are no 
excuses for that to not occur. Otherwise, that is the end of my contribution. 
MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan — Minister for Transport) [12.34 pm] — in reply: I thank everyone for their 
contributions, and I thank the opposition for its support. This is a very exciting time in Western Australia. It is 
a very exciting time to be the Minister for Transport in WA. We have a very significant agenda, and I am really 
excited to be delivering it. I love the fact that we will be leaving behind us a complete transformation of the rail 
network that people in Byford, Ellenbrook, the north-east corridor, Ballajura, Alkimos, Yanchep and Canning Vale 
will benefit from for decades and generations to come. 
Over the past decades, we have seen a lot of significant projects—the Perth–Mandurah project and the northern 
suburbs railway—but to be able to deliver this suite of projects is really, really incredible. The other fact that I am 
very proud of is that we will be delivering job certainty and security for many, many people in civil construction. 
Again, I think that having one project and then having nothing for the next 10 years is not how we should deliver 
civil construction in this state. We need a pipeline of work. We need a continual program of construction, and it 
has to be rail and road. This is what I hope will be the future: we will have projects continuing not only in the next 
five or six years, but also, after me for decades to come. I am very excited and I am really proud that we will be 
bringing so many job opportunities to WA. 
Last week, in West Swan, I visited Motivation Foundation at the Ertech Construction Academy, which creates 
opportunities for young people to go into civil construction. There are a lot of different roles that people can play 
in civil construction, and there are jobs for everybody. Men, women, people with disabilities—everybody can have 
a role in civil construction. I am very, very keen to continue to support that because these jobs are outside, people 
produce some significant work and they know that they are transforming an area. 
Can I thank everyone. These projects are always challenging, but once they are delivered, it is like children; you 
forget the pain that you have been through. I am very, very excited to continue delivering these major projects for 
the state. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 
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