
Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 30 March 2006] 

 p913b-916a 
Mr John Hyde; Mr John Kobelke 

 [1] 

MAJOR STADIA TASKFORCE - OPERATION 
Grievance 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [9.23 am]:  My grievance is to the Minister for Sport and Recreation and concerns the 
operation of the Major Stadia Taskforce.  I appreciate the work of the former Minister for Sport and Recreation, 
the member for Yokine, in ensuring that the government and the community have a vision for the future for the 
needs of Western Australians.  However, like many other inner-city residents, I have been alert to and alarmed at 
misinformation that has appeared in the respectable media organs regarding some new you-beaut 80 000-seat 
stadium being plonked on inner-city parks.  In what looks suspiciously like the Thatcherite Tory campaign used 
to soften up inner-city communities in the United Kingdom, which was copied by the former Liberal government 
in Western Australia, every week there seems to be a well-sourced leak that Wellington Square, the Western 
Australian Cricket Association ground, Gloucester Park or the East Perth power station - which, stone the crows, 
is this week’s story - is to be scorched and razed for Perth’s colosseum.  Perhaps in Saturday’s The West 
Australian we will read that it is to be built in Forrest Place! 
I ask the minister to provide a reality check.  As my comrades on this side of the house know, I take a keen 
interest in the budget papers, especially the premises and assumptions underlying the budget.  I cannot find any 
massive funding commitment that I voted for to build a colosseum.  Her Majesty’s loyal opposition may be 
providing the spectacle with its Christians versus lions saga, circus activities, assassinations etc, but I cannot see 
the moolah to pay for the bricks, mortar and bunting! 
One of the reasons that the mob opposite is in opposition and we are in government is the way it bulldozed 
through the Northbridge tunnel with deceptive non-consultation and a lack of transparency.  We are in 
government because we consult and engage local communities.  I would have thought that, underpinning any 
stadium exploration for a Labor government would be the concept of sustainability.  We do not just pluck a 
figure out of the air and say that the colosseum must be within eight kilometres of the central business district, 
and then pin the tail on the donkey of some map, with a bit of string and a couple of drawing pins.  
Environmental issues, access to public transport, noise and existing amenity are just as important, if not more so, 
than how far from the Western Australian Club the colosseum will be located.   
What is the premise of the needs analysis?  Having been involved in the initial planning for the soccer venue for 
Perth Glory, I know that every boutique sport - that is what soccer and rugby are in this state - thinks that it will 
be the new messiah, with 80 000 fans flocking to pitch, field or oval every week.  Dodgy economic benefit 
analyses will be produced, showing that Western Australia will be $37 trillion better off because of this sport.  
Aussie rules will be the major producer of product for any stadium built in Perth, and perhaps that is where we 
should consider starting our analysis.  Despite the confidence of the business cases for other boutique sports, 
conservative fan projections and economic multiplier effects, the sporting bodies will not fund a stadium 
themselves, but they want the government to do it for them.  Reality check 1: what does Western Australia really 
need?  What are the options for co-location?  How is it to be funded and, more importantly, how will it be 
funded to operate for 20 years, if there is a need?  Only once these questions are answered should we start 
looking for sites.  We do not give out threepence of Lotterywest funding for facilities or buildings without a 
community group having done an exhaustive and proper needs analysis and, most importantly, having worked 
out how the ongoing operation of the building and the activities will be funded.  Part of my grievance is that this 
task force is creating unreal expectations for the wonderfully dedicated sports fans in our communities.   
The second part of my grievance is that my local neighbourhoods and inner-city boroughs are real village 
communities these days.  All kinds of people, including retired coalminers, are living in the inner city.  They are 
being unnecessarily frightened.  I seek to table an excellent article from one of my local newspapers, The Voice, 
written by Mark Fletcher and entitled “Power station joins stadium site list”.  I request that the article lie on the 
table for the rest of today’s sitting.   
[The paper was tabled for the information of members.] 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  Forgetting for a second that we should not be even talking about sites until a needs analysis 
has been drawn up and partnerships have been worked out, a Labor government could surely not possibly have 
Wellington Square, a magnificent inner-city park, on any short list of stadium sites.  A Labor state government 
would not have deceived local residents into buying high-density R100 dwellings opposite a beautiful park and 
then decided to build a colosseum - The Return of the Jedi - on top of the park.  The idea of the East Perth power 
station site for a stadium is just loopy.  A stadium could not possibly fit on the corner of the freeway and East 
Parade, next to a major heritage building, without being a major planning disaster.  The nil setbacks would make 
Roberts Road next to Subiaco Oval look as wide as the Champs Élysées.  Perth Oval?  Over my dead body.  The 
last time I risked my life on the limb of a tree was during the tunnel project.  The Goths opposite missed their 
chance.  If the minister and the cabinet think they can reverse an election commitment that this government met 
in creating a new park and an excellent 28 000-seat boutique soccer stadium on the Perth Oval site, they will find 
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me chained to a whole new generation of trees.  A real Labor government could not possibly try to plonk a 
60 000-seat abomination on that site now.  I know the minister would never do this, because the track record of 
this government is consultation and sustainable decision making.   
I note that, in the original directions given by the minister and the cabinet to the committee, there was mention of 
sustainability.  If we look at the true terms of sustainability - for instance, at water sustainability - we must look 
at both the existing situation and meeting ongoing demand.   

As all of us here know, when Subiaco Oval is supposedly sold out, there are actually 3 000 spare corporate seats.  
This government should ensure that the Major Stadia Taskforce looks at the range of sustainability options. 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Minister for Sport and Recreation) [9.30 am]:  I thank the member for Perth 
for his grievance.  His concern about a lack of consultation contrasts with the fact that the task force has been 
consulting.  Clearly, if consultation is to take place, all available options should be examined, and community 
feedback about whether some of those options are unacceptable should be drawn.  However, the task force 
should not rule out certain things until they are first examined.  It is on that basis that the task force will provide 
government with a report.   

This issue needs to be put into the context of what has been happening in recent years with sporting facilities 
across Western Australia.  When the Premier was the Minister for Sport and Recreation, he developed the state 
sport facilities plan, which was presented in 2001.  The Premier initiated a blueprint that subsequent sport and 
recreation ministers have followed through on.  Since the time the current Premier was appointed Minister for 
Sport and Recreation, this state has enjoyed a very proud record of sporting facilities provision.  It has seen the 
development of Perth Oval as a rectangular-based stadium to accommodate soccer, rugby union, rugby league 
and lacrosse.  The former government promised for eight years to provide this facility, but it did not deliver.  The 
facility is now in place and, as Members Equity Stadium, is a huge improvement upon the previous facility.  
There has been the development of the baseball park at Tom Bateman Reserve in Gosnells and the development 
of Leederville Oval as a football centre of excellence.  Planning for the redevelopment of the Perry Lakes 
facilities at AK Reserve is now well under way.  That will provide new stadia for rugby, basketball and athletics.  
The government has committed to a new multipurpose indoor entertainment and sports stadium on Wellington 
Street, and architects are working on that.  There has been planning for and commitment to a new state netball 
centre.  There has also been development of rowing and whitewater canoeing facilities. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  Wow!  Fantastic. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The member for Armadale, the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, has taken a 
major role in getting the project under way.  All these things are happening.   

Clearly, there are issues regarding our major stadium, which is at Subiaco Oval.  We need to look to the future 
and decide how we will develop a major stadium with a capacity greater than 40 000 seats.  The task force was 
given a very clear set of objectives, including to look at the future directions for major stadia in Western 
Australia.  There are a range of different options.  It was thought best to give the job to a very competent group 
of people, headed by John Langoulant, who could gauge demand and ascertain how best to fulfil it.  Is it through 
further redevelopment of Subiaco Oval or the development of a totally new stadium?  If there is to be a new 
stadium, should it be at Subiaco or some other location?  The member for Perth expressed concerns that some of 
his constituents have with those possible sites.  However, if those sites are not examined and if consultation 
about potential outcomes and costs is not undertaken, the job is not being done properly.  Clearly, some of the 
potential sites will be ruled out.  The task force itself may rule them out or it may simply provide information 
about them, including arguments for and against particular sites and the potential outcomes if development were 
to go ahead on the sites.  As has already been mentioned, the City of Cockburn has done a great deal of work to 
espouse the benefits of building a stadium in its area.  It is fantastic that people are actually turning their minds 
to the question of the best future location of, and arrangements for, a major stadium.  It will be hotly contested 
because there are a range of different interests.  Considerations include whether the stadium should be located in 
Cockburn, the inner city or somewhere else, and the competing demands of sporting codes and how particular 
sports would be best developed through the provision of a new stadium.  These are all matters that the 
government will have to tackle.  However, it is most appropriate that an independent body look at all the 
information and provide that advice to government. 
The work of the task force is to be in two stages.  Hopefully, the stage 1 report will be released next month, and 
then we will consider what will happen with stage 2.   
Mr T.R. Sprigg:  It is too long.  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  It is too long for what? 
Mr T.R. Sprigg:  It is too long to get the first report.  It should be here now. 
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Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The government had hoped so, but obviously the task force has been doing a good job.  I 
do not think any blame can be placed on the task force.  It has had difficulty with some of the major sporting 
organisations engaging with it and providing information.  The point is that once the government has that report, 
it will make a decision about what should happen with stage 2.  Stage 2 will depend on what is in the first report.   
I will return to where I started.  The government has already made a major commitment to developing a range of 
sporting facilities for Western Australia.  The major stadia are in addition to that.  We have committed a large 
amount of money to the Perry Lakes stadium and the indoor stadium on Wellington Street, as well as another 
$25 million for Members Equity Stadium.  Those matters are being dealt with before we decide what to do with 
the major stadia.  It is very much about long-term planning.  That does not mean that some things might not start 
in forthcoming years.  However, what will be the vision for the longer term for a major stadium in Western 
Australia?  In the past few weeks I had the opportunity to spend some time looking at the sporting facilities in 
Melbourne.  They are absolutely superb.  Of course, Melbourne has a much larger population.  We need to 
ensure that our facilities are sustainable, and that means not having sporting organisations asking the government 
year after year for a top-up because they cannot manage.  We want to ensure that whatever support the 
government gives, it puts these sporting organisations on a sustainable footing, so that they can manage those 
facilities in a way that meets the needs of the sport and advances the popularity of the sport, and does so in a way 
that ensures that they can pay the bills and look after the facilities.  That was clearly the approach taken in 
Victoria.  The Victorian government puts in capital, but expects the sporting bodies to run the facilities and meet 
their own costs.   

This government certainly sees the need to balance the interests of particular sports against wider community 
interests and other sports to ensure that they have business plans that stack up.  We are very enthusiastic about 
the range of facilities we are building, and the report of the Major Stadia Taskforce will give us more food for 
thought about those facilities into the future. 
 


