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METROPOLITAN REGION SCHEME (BEELIAR WETLANDS) BILL 2021 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 3 August. 
HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [3.06 pm]: I rise to continue my remarks in opposing the 
Metropolitan Region Scheme (Beeliar Wetlands) Bill 2021. I note that today, Wednesday, 4 August, the McGowan 
Labor government has once again decided that the most valuable and useful use of the chamber’s time is for us to 
debate a bill that will ban the building of a road that the government has no intention of building. It has nothing else for 
the people of Western Australia on 4 August 2021 other than for this chamber to deal with that matter. Yesterday when 
we were considering this matter, we were interrupted under the standing orders. I indicated to the government that 
there is no dispute from me—and, as I understand it, from any of my colleagues—that the government is well within its 
right to proceed with its course of action to not build the road. It has been clear about that, at least since 4 January 2017 
when the then Leader of the Opposition, the member for Rockingham, announced that the Labor Party’s policy was to 
cancel the Roe Highway extension. Certainly since that time it has been consistent in its opposition to the extension of 
Roe Highway. It has raised the issue at two consecutive state elections and on both occasions it has been successful. It 
is quite within its rights to fulfil its commitment to not build the road. Of course, with this particular bill it goes one step 
further by effectively saying that not only will it not build it, it should never be built. That is a matter for each political 
party to take a position on. Our party has been very consistent in its enthusiasm in backing the federal government, 
the decisions that have been made and the recognition over a long period about the importance of this road extension.  
Just as it is the case that our party is entitled to have that position, so it is the case for members opposite. They have 
been consistent in that regard, but how this matter could possibly be considered the number one priority for the 
people of Western Australia is beyond me. This is simply the latest example in a long list of how this government 
is out of ideas and has its priorities all wrong. 
I note, as I was saying before we were interrupted yesterday evening, that in very recent times—during the winter 
recess on 21 July 2021—a publication entitled Foundations for a Stronger Tomorrow: State infrastructure strategy: 
Draft for public comment was distributed. Deputy President, you and other members may be interested to know that 
that document has an entire section entitled “How to get involved”. This document from the so-called independent 
Infrastructure WA is communicating with the people of Western Australia and telling them how to get involved. 
Page 18 of that document from July this year commences — 

Gaining your feedback is a critical step in finalising the Strategy for submission to the Premier. Release of 
this Strategy for public consultation provides an opportunity for IWA to understand, from the perspective 
of stakeholders, whether it is focussed on the right matters, and whether it sets the State on the right path 
to maximising the value of our infrastructure. 

That document containing those comments by the so-called independent Infrastructure Western Australia was 
released less than a month ago; yet, as though embarrassed by the comments of Infrastructure WA and by the 
comments during a Q&A session at a subsequent press conference, the McGowan Labor government decided to 
prioritise this bill ahead of everything else on the notice paper. 
Yesterday, I touched on the fact that the mainstream media has reported on the awkward situation—awkward for the 
government—that the chief of this independent body indicated that it is premature. The McGowan Labor government 
makes much about heeding and taking advice, certainly with respect to the COVID-19 coronavirus pandemic. We 
have probably all lost count of how many times the Premier in particular has indicated and emphasised the need 
to take and follow the health advice. I believe that this afternoon the Premier held a press conference to deal with 
a case of COVID-19 in Western Australia. I managed to catch a little bit of question time in the other place and 
there was a bit of discussion once again by the Premier, or a desire on his part, to emphasise the health advice. 
Why is it that the Premier seems to be very adamant about taking, following and adhering to expert health advice 
but is seemingly unwilling to do so when it comes to matters of planning, transport and infrastructure? One would 
have thought that the Premier would have at least carefully listened to the words uttered by the chief executive of 
Infrastructure WA when on or around 22 July this year he said — 

“The first thing I’d say is that the strategy supports in-principle Westport,” 
He goes on to say — 

“So for us it’s not so much about whether it should happen, it’s more about when. So what the strategy does 
recommend is let’s look at the timing. 
“Let’s look at answering the questions that we still have, which is how much trade stays in Fremantle? 
What type of trade stays in Fremantle? 
“And then we can one, decide when that needs to occur, but also what we need the transport network to 
look like that would service the new requirements. 
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“So to your question about Roe 8 and Roe 9, our view is that it’s premature to even have that discussion. 
That is the chief executive of the independent body Infrastructure WA who is saying that. If anyone were in any doubt 
about whether Infrastructure WA was independent, that press conference would have probably confirmed it very 
clearly. As I intimated in my remarks last night, my fear is that this individual’s position as chief executive is now 
in jeopardy, because he has shown a preparedness to be transparent and accountable for a plan that he had to publish 
and he is willing in a transparent fashion to take questions and answer them accordingly. Yet the response from 
what I describe as an extremely arrogant government on the very next opportunity—no sooner than after the report 
was released—was for the McGowan state Labor government to thumb its nose at the advice of Infrastructure WA 
experts and say, “Irrespective of your advice, we’re proceeding and we are going to not only proceed, but expedite 
the passage of this bill. We’re not going to hold back.” I wish that this level of speed was taken up with enthusiasm 
by the government on a range of other matters, some of which I suspect we will be discussing tomorrow morning 
during non-government business. That is just a little tip for members of the government as to what we might be 
dealing with. They will know soon enough, shortly after four o’clock. 
Hon Sue Ellery: I am sitting on the edge of my seat! 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Leader of the House, rather than sitting on the edge of your seat, why not have a chat with 
the Attorney General. 
Hon Sue Ellery: Because I am dealing with this bill and I need to listen to what you’re saying. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Why does the Leader of the House not go and have a chat with the Attorney General and ask 
him how he is going with expediting the reforms to elder abuse. I know that the Leader of the House has an interest 
in that matter. When I was sitting on the other side of the chamber, she was one of the first members to raise questions 
about the serious issue of elder abuse. I know that she understands the issue and has a longstanding interest in it. 
I am asking the Leader of the House to knock on the Attorney General’s door and ask him whether he is expediting 
that, because it is he and the Premier who decided that they would expedite that matter—or so they said; they promised 
they would—more than 1 500 days ago. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! I remind members that we are dealing with the Metropolitan Region Scheme 
(Beeliar Wetlands) Bill 2021. If we could return to the contents of that bill on the second reading, that would help 
advance the debate. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Mr Deputy President, thank you for the helpful reminder. I ask that the Leader of the House 
not distract me with interjections! 
Hon Sue Ellery: You just have no shame! That is what I love about you—no shame whatsoever. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Nevertheless, the point remains that the McGowan Labor government has decided to thumb 
its nose at the expert advice of the independent Infrastructure WA and, instead, proceed with this bill at great pace 
with its usual enthusiasm with the battering ram. 
I note also that it is recorded in this publication that, on that same day, Infrastructure Western Australia also thought 
fit to make the following remarks. I refer to page 14 of the report, which states — 

Other common themes that emerged, and that underpin many of IWA’s recommendations, were the need 
for infrastructure planning to be place based and community led to ensure infrastructure is fit for purpose 
and meets the needs of the community it serves. Achieving greater integration of land use and infrastructure 
planning is also addressed in the draft recommendations. 

The report goes on to say — 
For example, the integration of transport and land use planning is paramount to achieving urban consolidation 
objectives and can reduce overall travel demand and distances, shift mode choices, and deliver system 
efficiencies. Aligning housing, health, education, arts and recreation investments with transport and land 
use plans will enable us to live more sustainably and affordably. 
… 
The review and improvement of the State Government’s Strategic Asset Management Framework is 
strongly recommended to guide State agency and GTE planning. 

This was all done in the context of the introductory remarks calling on the public of Western Australia to get involved. 
It is very difficult for the public of Western Australia, particularly residents of the South Metropolitan Region who 
have a strong desire to see this road extension achieved, to get involved when they are dealing with a government 
that clearly is not interested in listening to independent advice. One can understand why those residents would feel 
exasperated. They are the people who day in, day out have to deal with the trucks on Leach Highway and South Street, 
and the difficulties getting to and from Fremantle. They have to deal with that and are now, in a very exasperated 
fashion, having to deal with a government that simply thumbs its nose at independent advice. Despite this particular 
body, which would not be cheap to manage for the taxpayer of Western Australia, encouraging people to get involved, 
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people now say, “What is the point of putting in submissions to a government that has a predetermined course?” 
The simple point is this: it would cost the McGowan Labor government nothing to put this bill on hold, wait for the 
submissions to come through and Infrastructure Western Australia to make some recommendations, and then deal 
with it at any time it wants in the next three and a half years. There is no danger of the road getting built because 
the government has already indicated that it is not going to do it. But, regrettably, it appears that the government 
has no intention whatsoever of dealing with this matter with that level of integrity.  
In closing, I indicate that I will be opposing the Metropolitan Region Scheme (Beeliar Wetlands) Bill 2021. I am very 
disappointed that the government has decided to expedite this bill ahead of a number of other far more pressing 
reforms. I am disappointed that the government has thumbed its nose at the advice of Infrastructure Western Australia, 
which has quite clearly, through its chief executive, indicated that this legislation is premature, and is pressing 
ahead with it come what may. That is the legacy that will be left by the McGowan Labor government. 
HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan) [3.23 pm]: I stand to make some comments on the Metropolitan 
Region Scheme (Beeliar Wetlands) Bill 2021 and indicate that I, as with other members of the alliance, will not 
be supporting the bill. I had not intended to speak but I have been incited to comment by some of the remarks that 
have been made by members opposite. I would like to dispel a few myths about this bill. There are several myths 
that need some clarification. 
First of all, Roe 8 is a necessary piece of infrastructure. Infrastructure Australia has shown that it is one of the most 
significant pieces of infrastructure that has ever been started. When I first came down from Kalgoorlie in 1976, 
and went to university in 1977, my parents left Kalgoorlie and went to live in Hamilton Hill. They bought a liquor 
store in Hamilton Hill. Although I spent my university days at St Columba College, which is now Trinity Residential 
College, I spent a significant amount of time travelling down the freeway and along Leach Highway. Believe it or not, 
in those days the freeway only went to Canning Highway, so I had to reconnect to Leach Highway via Riseley Street. 
I spent a lot of time on the freeway. In those days, it was a bit like a car park. But I had no problems whatsoever 
getting through to Hamilton Hill. I went on Carrington Street to Hamilton Hill. Of course, now it is completely 
different; it is like a horizontal chimney. I challenge anyone to drive their car down Leach Highway at any time of 
the day or night, particularly early in the morning or in the afternoon when the big freight trucks are coming in, 
and say that that is a safe place for the metropolitan area. It is not. Every single day, thousands upon thousands of 
trucks use Leach Highway to get to the Fremantle port, which is still operational and will be for decades. 
As far as the Labor Party is concerned—I will talk about this myth in a moment—it has been wedded to opposing 
Roe 8 from day one, but that is not the case. The Labor Party’s solution to Roe 8 is to abandon the current Roe 8 
proposal, make some cosmetic changes to High Street on the access route into Fremantle and then build an outer 
harbour. That is what the Labor Party wants to do. Let me tell you, members, those cosmetic changes to High Street 
will do nothing. They are like putting a bandaid on a broken arm and they will not fix the issues on Leach Highway 
at all. The congestion on Leach Highway will remain a problem—a bottleneck for transport from the eastern suburbs 
into the regions and to the port—until something is done about Leach Highway. It is as simple as that. The outer 
harbour is another bone of contention. We most definitely will not need that for at least another 15 or 20 years. What 
I am saying is let us have a look at the pragmatics—at the reality of the situation. The point of Roe 8 was to ensure 
that there was an easy access route for trucks from east to west and to the port. That is why all the truck drivers and 
heavy haulage suppliers supported it. At the same time, that access route needs to be much more accessible for 
mums and dads through Leach Highway. That is the whole point of Roe 8. The dual purpose is to have an easy access 
route for heavy haulage trucks to get to the port and to loosen up traffic on Leach Highway. 
The first myth I would like to talk about is that the Labor Party has long held opposition to Roe 8. That is not the 
case. It has fluctuated a number of times on where it stands on Roe 8. It has had a bet each way the entire time. The 
reason for that is probably because a significant cohort within the Australian Labor Party is the Transport Workers’ 
Union of Australia, which supports Roe 8. Its members are the ones who are impacted most, so they support Roe 8. 
They still support Roe 8—let us make no bones about it. To this day, they still support Roe 8. With that said, of 
course, we keep hearing Labor members say, “We stood there in the trenches with the Greens and those with a moral 
compass and opposed Roe 8 from day one.” That is not the case, particularly when the federal government put up 
$1.2 billion of infrastructure funding for Roe 8 as a carrot, which brings in the notion of political opportunism. In 
the dying days of the Barnett government, in that last couple of months, it became abundantly clear that it was 
probably going to be defeated. It was then, and only then, a couple of months before election day, that the current 
Premier came out and said that he was opposed to and would not support Roe 8. Do not take my word for it; take 
his word for it. He put out a media release on Wednesday, 4 January 2017, which states — 

New job creating and congestion busting projects the focus for WA Labor 
• A McGowan Labor Government will not proceed with Roe 8 and Perth Freight Link 
• The recently signed Roe 8 contract will be renegotiated immediately upon forming government 
• Freeing up $1.7billion in funding for real congestion busting projects 
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It then goes through a number of projects that the government wanted to use this money for, on the assumption 
that the federal government would go weak at the knees and give it the $1.2 billion, but of course the feds said, 
“Thanks, but no thanks”, and gave it the single-finger salute. So that is not going to happen. However, it gave 
WA Labor an opportunity to commit hundreds of millions of dollars, two months out of the election, to other 
infrastructure projects, on the assumption that it would get the $1.2 billion, which it did not get. That is the first myth. 
To say that WA Labor was the true believer on Roe 8 is a myth. It is not true. It opposed Roe 8 from day one. It 
was a politically opportunistic decision. That was exposed by the Premier himself on 4 January 2017. 
I would like to read from the editorial in The West Australian the day after the announcement. The article is headed 
“McGowan takes a big risk with his ‘road to nowhere’ plan”. It states — 

Labor has taken an enormous risk with WA’s future with its announcement yesterday that it will not go 
ahead with the road project known as Roe 8 if it wins the March election. 
Opposition Leader Mark McGowan said a Labor government would cancel contracts for the massive 
project and earmark $1.7 billion set aside for Roe 8 and the completion of the Perth Freight Link to 
Stirling Bridge for other transport priorities. 
He outlined three major “congestion-busting” road projects and a plan for a new outer harbour in 
Cockburn Sound, and a boost in rail freight to Fremantle Port, instead of a “truck highway” to Fremantle. 
In all, Labor plans to use $236 million of Roe 8 money on the three new projects it has announced, with 
the balance of their total $406 million cost already allocated in existing funding commitments. 
These projects may indeed be valid. 
However, a potential fatal flaw in Mr McGowan’s plan is the assumption that Federal funding can simply 
be re-allocated as Labor is proposing to do. 
The Federal Government yesterday vowed to pull $1.2 billion of funding if the Perth Freight Link does 
not proceed. 
“The funding is for the whole Perth Freight Link project and is specific to the project. It cannot simply 
be ‘re-allocated’ to other projects,” a spokesman said. 
Perth Freight Link has been identified independently by Infrastructure Australia as the highest priority 
infrastructure project nationally not yet under construction. 

I will repeat that — 
Perth Freight Link has been identified independently by Infrastructure Australia as the highest priority 
infrastructure project nationally not yet under construction. 

It continues — 
It will reduce congestion, improve our trading infrastructure by helping get products to market faster, 
cheaper and more safely. It will improve the amenity across the south metropolitan area and save lives. 
And it will create thousands of construction jobs in WA—a very important factor in a State that is seeing 
rising unemployment. 

That was probably the last time The West Australian has come close to criticising Mark McGowan. Mark McGowan 
has been exposed for what he is in this instance. It was political opportunism. It was money that he had decided 
would go elsewhere. He cannot do that, of course, and we all know that. That is the first myth. 
The second myth is that somehow these terrible Tories on this side of the chamber were going to napalm the whole 
of the Beeliar wetlands. That is absolute garbage. 
Hon Darren West interjected. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: I will go through that right now. It is absolute garbage. You guys should just wait until 
I have finished. I will see what they are going to destroy and whether it comes close to the Beeliar wetlands. 
Let us have a look. As far as the Beeliar wetlands are concerned, the Liberal Party did not bulldoze stuff through 
the Parliament with regard to Roe 8 and say, “It’s our way or the highway; it’s the gospel according to the Tories.” 
We got all the environmental approvals. I will not divulge cabinet confidence, but I was in cabinet for nine years, 
and I can assure members — 
Hon Darren West interjected. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: Do you mind? Mr Deputy President! 
Hon Darren West: I apologise.  
Hon PETER COLLIER: It’s a stunt. Grow up! 
Hon Sue Ellery: You’re very cross! 
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Hon PETER COLLIER: No, I am not cross. I mean, really, you have got to be joking! 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, members! It is not appropriate to be displaying props during a member’s speech. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: He never ceases to amaze me, that bloke. 
Anyway, I can assure members that in cabinet, it went through forensic assessment. It met all the environmental 
approvals. It went through the Environmental Protection Authority. It was said that it would impact on 0.49 per cent 
of Beeliar Regional Park. I repeat: 0.49 per cent of Beeliar Regional Park. Although a litany of speakers on the other 
side of the chamber said that we were going to napalm the Beeliar wetlands, sorry, guys, you are wrong; it was 
0.49 per cent. Do not take my word for it; that was in the judgement from the EPA. When that decision was made, 
it met the strictest environmental conditions and regulations it could possibly have met. 
I remind members that the construction on the affected area was on land that had already been partially cleared for 
overhead powerlines. Let us get some perspective. Perspective is a magnificent thing in life, particularly in politics. 
In addition, included in the project was a $45 million restoration program at North Lake and Horse Paddock Swamp, 
with the revegetation of degraded areas, and weed control. It also included the establishment of wetlands bridges over 
Roe Swamp and Horse Paddock Swamp to maintain ecological connections for native animals. As I said, the project 
went through a forensic process to ensure that it would have minimal impact. This vivid image that flamethrowers 
would come in and destroy all of the Beeliar wetlands is, quite frankly, dare I say it, a myth. It would have been 
0.49 per cent—ask the EPA. 
The impact of Roe 8 on the environment would have been extraordinarily beneficial. It was expected to save around 
450 000 tonnes of CO2 in the first 10 years after construction through the reduction in fuel usage and exhaust emissions. 
I repeat: 450 000 tonnes of CO2. It would have enabled trucks to bypass 15 sets of traffic lights on Leach Highway, 
which would have been environmentally good in anyone’s language. It would have removed 75 000 cars and 
7 000 trucks from local roads every day. That is extraordinary. As I said, if people go along Leach Highway today, 
they will understand why that is significant. Anyone who lives within a one or two-kilometre radius of Leach Highway 
would agree with me. As I said, perspective is a magnificent thing. But do not take my word for it when I talk about 
the myth that somehow we were going to destroy the heartland of the Beeliar wetlands. Only 0.49 per cent, or half 
of one per cent, of the Beelier wetlands would have been affected, and that had been approved by the EPA. 
Take the Transport Workers’ Union, the working group that would have been most affected by this. That group is, 
dare I say, definitely not associated with my mob; it is affiliated with the Australian Labor Party. I would love to have 
been in some of those caucus meetings. I refer to an article from The West Australian of Monday, 17 August 2015. 
I could spend the rest of my time reading more articles, but I will leave it at this one. The article is titled 
“Truckies backing freight link”, and it states in part — 

The Labor-affiliated Transport Workers Union has broken ranks with the party’s position on the $1.6 billion 
Perth Freight Link project, offering qualified support. 
TWU State Secretary Tim Dawson said though he understood arguments against the road and that truck 
driver members did not support a toll or charge, the road network out of Fremantle port needed upgrading 
for safety reasons. 
“I understand all the concerns about it, the money being spent on it and all the rest of it,” Mr Dawson said. 
“I know what the party says but at the end of the day I have to think about my members. 
“And my members need an upgraded road network out of Fremantle to the eastern suburbs. Our view is that 
the road network out of Freo needs to be upgraded. 
“If it (Perth Freight Link) is the only option to upgrade it, then that’s the option that will have to be supported. 
“The stress that it puts on our members with traffic lights stopping and starting, and the lunatics on the road 
who keep pulling in front of them every time they see a change of lights, all the rest of it … something 
needs to be done.” 

That support for Roe 8 from the Transport Workers’ Union has continued to this day. 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas: I wonder what the AWU thinks. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: Precisely. It will be interesting to see how members opposite vote on this. As I said, if 
a member is in a situation in which they are compromised by what their union says as opposed to what their party 
says, it will be very, very interesting. 
Several members interjected. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: Look, I do not know. Anyway, we move on. 
Several members interjected. 
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Hon PETER COLLIER: I am sure I still like them, whoever they are! That is the second myth. The second myth 
is that it is going to completely destroy the Beeliar wetlands, which it is not. All the emotive rhetoric that we heard 
from members opposite was one of the main reasons that I was incited to speak. I know for a fact, because I sat in 
on endless cabinet meetings, and everyone was insistent that it would have minimal environmental impact. It went 
through every single environmental process. Let us make it quite clear: we did not bulldoze this legislation or this 
decision through the Parliament or through cabinet. 
The third myth is one that is very, very—dare I say it—sensitive to me. Before I start on that, I assume that the Labor 
government’s decision on Roe 8 will carry through into the other areas of road development that it is proposing 
in the years ahead. Hon Dr Steve Thomas quite rightly, quite legitimately and quite accurately brought up the 
Bunbury Outer Ring Road, which is going to have a significant environmental impact. 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas: The Ocean Reef Marina, as well. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: I would like to think that the members opposite are not displaying confected rage over 
the Beeliar wetlands, but will show consistent rage over every single area in which the government is going to 
knock down some trees and impact on the wildlife and fauna. I hope that is the case. I see some nodding there; 
that is really good. I want to see a lot of Jean Valjeans over there in all these decisions when they come to this place. 
For example, the Ellenbrook rail line is going to have a significant impact on Whiteman Park. That really impacts on 
me because I know for a fact that this government is looking at putting the State Tennis Centre at Whiteman Park. 
I know that is definitely its consideration. That will destroy tennis, I have to say. We will never get any international 
players here if we do that. Of course, that will open up all that land over in the Burswood peninsula for residential 
development, but, again, Whiteman Park itself is pristine. I assume, if that goes ahead—I assume that the Ellenbrook 
rail line is going to go ahead, after all the stuff that has gone on with Ellenbrook—we are going to have an enormous 
amount of opposition and crowing from the members opposite. What about the Thornlie–Cockburn Link? That 
was 55 hectares of native vegetation, including 23 hectares in Bush Forever sites. I hope that this Beeliar wetlands 
issue is not confected rage, guys! I hope that members opposite will be consistent, because if they are not consistent, 
they do not stand for anything. 
Hon Dr Brad Pettitt stood there and gave a very impassioned plea yesterday. I have great respect for him because he 
has been very consistent with his views on the Beeliar wetlands. But you cannot have one thing one day and one thing 
the next, or apply it to one position one day and not another the next, unless you are in the Australian Labor Party, 
and then you can. It does not really matter, especially when Labor gets control of both houses of Parliament. When 
the Labor Party gets control of both houses of Parliament, every single convention of the Parliament goes out the 
window. Absolutely nothing matters. Let me tell members opposite, as I have said over and again, when I was 
sitting where Hon Sue Ellery is sitting, we had pretty much the same majority. We had 22 members. Never once 
did we abuse the processes and conventions of Parliament. You guys make Flash Gordon look like a rank amateur! 
Honestly, what members opposite are doing to this chamber makes me cringe. I know that when I leave in five or 
10 years’ time—I know it sounds like I am taking the high moral ground—I am going to sleep very soundly knowing 
that I never once compromised the integrity of Parliament. 
With that said, that takes me on to the third myth. The first myth regarded the position of the Labor Party. The second 
regarded the Beeliar wetlands and the impact that Roe 8 would have. The third myth regards the second reading 
speech. This is a myth. It is not only a myth; it is rubbish. I will read members the second sentence of the second 
reading speech. It states — 

This bill was presented to the Parliament in the last term. It passed the Legislative Assembly in 2019, but, 
unfortunately, could not be considered in this place due to the actions of delay by the Liberal Party. 

That is completely inaccurate and needs to be corrected. That is a completely inaccurate statement in the second 
reading speech. 

I remind the many members who were not here that the Metropolitan Region Scheme (Beeliar Wetlands) Bill 2018 
was read into this place on 4 September 2019, having passed through the other place. The fact that it was not 
debated in this place has zero to do with the Liberal Party. I remind members that in the fortieth Parliament, we 
had nine members. Wait—I am just going to get my calculator. Nine members—there are 36, take one out for the 
President, so we need 18. We were not even close! We had not even close to a majority of 18. Nine and 18—wait 
a minute—18 take nine equals nine. That means that we were nine short of having a majority. I say to members that 
to come in here and keep carrying on with this garbage that somehow the Liberal Party stymied this legislation is 
wrong. It is absolutely wrong. All the leader had to do was get one other vote from someone over here. In that instance, 
the Greens were supporting the government, so the government just needed one vote. As I said, this legislation having 
been read in on 4 September 2019, I would have spent the whole summer break trying to lobby Hon Charles Smith, 
Hon Rick Mazza or any of the others to try to get them across the line. I would have done anything.  

Hon Nick Goiran: You could have given up the presidency in this place. 
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Hon PETER COLLIER: I could have given up the presidency; that is right. I am pretty good at that! What actually 
happened is that it did not happen. Not only did it not happen; it was not going to happen. It had nothing to do with 
the Liberal Party. Let me tell members that I got a letter from Hon Sue Ellery in January 2020 listing eight bills that 
she wanted to be expedited. I will not go through the whole lot, but they included the Family Court Amendment 
Bill 2019 and the Petroleum Products Pricing Amendment Bill 2019. That letter asked for just eight bills to be 
expedited and another 15 that the government wanted to get through by the end of the year. Guess what, members? 
The Beeliar wetlands bill is not on that list. In January 2020, I got a letter from the Leader of the Government 
requesting me to facilitate the passage of some bills, and I was always as accommodating as I could be, but the bill 
that we are dealing with now was not on that list. We still had 12 months to go. The government says that it is the 
Liberal Party’s fault, but that is wrong. That second reading speech is wrong. 

Not only that, but I thought about the end of the year, so I had a look at a message from the adviser to the minister 
on Monday, 7 September 2020. Again, support was sought for the passage of 16 bills, to which a further two were 
added to make it 18: “Which of these bills can we get through by the end of the year?” There were some very 
significant bills there: the puppy farming bill, the Swan Valley planning bill, the Births, Deaths and Marriages bill, 
the mutual recognition bill and so on. But guess which bill was not there? It was the Metropolitan Region Scheme 
(Beeliar Wetlands) Bill 2021. 

I will read from the second reading speech, which states — 

This bill was presented to the Parliament in the last term. It passed the Legislative Assembly in 2019, but, 
unfortunately, could not be considered in this place due to the actions of delay by the Liberal Party. 

How can we possibly have delayed the passage of the bill when the government did not want it to be passed? In 
January of 2020 it did not want it passed, and in September 2020 it did not want it passed, yet it is somehow our fault. 
I hate to be cynical here, but in politics cynicism tends to grow within you. Perhaps, just perhaps, the government 
was playing political games. Perhaps the government saw an opportunity to say, “We’re going to put these bills 
up then tap the map and go home and say that the Liberal Party would not pass them.” The government then went 
out there, ad infinitum from the day the last Parliament rose until election day, criticising the Liberal Party on every 
piece of legislation. Every time the Attorney General, the Premier or any other minister is criticised for not passing 
legislation, what is the default? “Oh, the Liberals held it up.” How many times? 

As I have said, I am a great believer in the power of the mind and the use of affirmation. I use it every day, and I am 
sure the best one that the Labor Party uses is: “It’s the Liberal Party’s fault”. It just rolls off the tongue, but it is 
not the Liberal Party’s fault. We had nothing to do with the fact that the Beeliar wetlands bill did not pass through 
the last Parliament. How can we possibly have been instrumental in its delay when it was not even listed as a bill 
of priority for the government? Once again, the myth is that the second reading speech is wrong. That is what 
aggravates me. 

Having said that, the only truth that has really come out of this whole saga with the Labor Party came from the 
only member who can really hold his head up high, Hon Ben Wyatt. He said that if the outer harbour had not begun 
construction after one term of government, he would resign. As Hon Dr Steve Thomas said, he is an honourable 
man. He is so honourable, he did it twice! He said, “I’m going to resign if that does not start”. It did not start, so he 
resigned. Having said that, I have great respect for Hon Ben Wyatt; I think he is a good man. 

To conclude, the myths that I have raised today are entirely appropriate. Number one, Roe 8 was not going to 
decimate the Beeliar wetlands. Only 0.49 per cent of the wetlands would have been affected—less than half of 
one per cent. It went through every single environmental restrictive practice that it could possibly have gone through. 
There were no shortcuts taken; every single process and procedure was adhered to. Number two: Labor did not 
have a long-term commitment to this. It put its finger up to see which way the wind was blowing and decided that it 
could actually use the $1.2 billion for some political announcements in the two months prior to the election, so it then 
decided to say, “No, we’re against it.” It was not there in the trenches with the Greens and the other conservationists 
whose position, as I said, I respect. The Labor Party was really late to that argument. Finally, the Liberal Party most 
definitely did not hold this bill up in the last Parliament, and that second reading speech is inaccurate, but that is 
a practice I am unfortunately getting used to in the current Parliament. That is disappointing. Having said that, 
suffice it to say that like the rest of my colleagues, I will not be supporting the bill. 
HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Leader of the House) [3.54 pm] — in reply: I thank members for 
their contributions to this important debate. I thank Hon Neil Thomson, Hon Tjorn Sibma, Hon Dr Brian Walker, 
Hon Stephen Pratt, Hon Wilson Tucker, Hon Klara Andric, Hon Dr Brad Pettitt, Hon Dr Steve Thomas, Hon Kate 
Doust, Hon James Hayward, Hon Nick Goiran and Hon Peter Collier. Some of them actually talked about the 
Metropolitan Region Scheme (Beeliar Wetlands) Bill 2021! 
I want to comment in particular on the contribution made by Hon Kate Doust, as a fellow member for South Metropolitan 
Region, because she reminded me about a lot of things. For about our first 10 years or so in this Parliament, she 
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and I kept in our desk drawers our standard speaking notes on this issue because since we were elected 20 years 
ago, she and I have participated in numerous debates on it. She also made a good point about members observing 
that this is a political debate—as if that, of itself, somehow diminishes the value of the debate, or that it is in some 
way surprising for a house of Parliament to deal with something overtly political, and that being political is, in itself, 
somehow anathema to a house of Parliament. I agree with her summation and her surprise at the tone that some 
members took in their contributions. 
In the 20 years I have been in this place, this issue has divided the two major parties; that is the case. It is also the 
case that we put our position to the electorate, not once, but twice. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: Three times, member. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: Indeed, and we have received resounding support. 
I doubted the level of support we would get in some of the seats we won in the most recent election. Hon Kate Doust 
referred to her involvement in the Riverton campaign. I can remember saying to her and the member for Riverton, 
“You’ve got to expect that at some point Ben Morton is going to flood the electorate of Riverton with material that 
will convince people they cannot vote for Labor because of our position on Roe 8.” I get on really well with Ben Morton 
and have a good working relationship with him. Our electorate offices are close to each other and we share an 
electorate, but I certainly did not anticipate picking up the seat of Bateman, just down the road. I was surprised, and 
had to eat humble pie—humble pie that I was proud to eat—in respect of Riverton, because I did not see Ben Morton 
doing anything. Hon Mike Nahan was kind of disengaged towards the end and the Liberal Party candidate was not 
deeply embedded in the electorate, but I thought for sure that Ben Morton would come out at some point, flood 
the electorate with material on Roe 8, and that that would be enough for us to not win the seat. That did not happen. 
Contributions were generally around certain themes, so I want to tackle each of those themes in my response. I note 
that Hon Neil Thomson is out of the chamber on urgent parliamentary business, but his contribution was around the 
issue of the public interest test, consultation, the impact on broader community safety and the economy. These 
certainly were key election commitments that we are methodically and deliberately setting about delivering. We 
explained our position: that we intended to reintroduce this bill if we were elected; we said that explicitly. It was 
clear to everyone in the electorates concerned, and more broadly, that this was what we were going to do, and that 
we were setting out to do it. Targeted consultation on the bill was carried out with a range of stakeholders, including 
Main Roads Western Australia, City of Cockburn, City of Fremantle, City of Melville, WA Planning Commission 
and Department of Biodiversity, Conservation and Attractions. Our plan is for a more modern freight solution and 
a new port with more efficient transport links that will serve the long-term logistical needs of the community. 
One of the other recurring themes was: what is the government doing to address congestion and safety? The government 
will do a number of road upgrades to improve the efficiency and safety of the road network in the southern suburbs. 
Some of those changes include constructing a new interchange at the intersection of Leach Highway and 
Welshpool Road; constructing a new bridge taking Leach Highway over Welshpool Road to create a grade-separated 
interchange; duplicating the existing Leach Highway bridge over the railway; building a shared path along 
Leach Highway from Sevenoaks Street to Orrong Road; and upgrading the intersection of High Street and 
Stirling Highway in Fremantle. This will improve safety, freight efficiency and traffic flow along that 1.5 kilometre 
section of High Street between Carrington Street and Stirling Highway. That project includes adding a new 
roundabout at the intersection of High Street and Stirling Highway, creating a wider median strip on High Street to 
separate the traffic lanes, building a single-lane one-way service road for residents on the northern side of High Street, 
and constructing new underpasses at the junction of Forrest Street and Stirling Highway and at the junction of 
Montreal Street and High Street. Regarding the upgrades to South Street, Main Roads has previously worked 
collaboratively with the City of Fremantle to improve pedestrian safety on South Street. Improvement works included 
footpath upgrades and modifications to the intersection of Paget Street and Victor Street. The metropolitan region 
scheme also allows for the future widening of South Street. 
Another recurring theme was: why pass a bill when there is an existing mechanism for amending metropolitan 
region schemes under the parent legislation? This is not the first time it has happened. It was previously done to 
the metropolitan region scheme in Fremantle in 1994. It was also done in the Port Kennedy Development Act 2017 
and the Swan Valley Planning Act 2020. Protecting the Beeliar wetlands is a matter of state or regional significance, 
particularly given its role in a number of consecutive elections. Of course, Parliament always has the final say over 
primary and subsidiary legislation, and the metropolitan region scheme is subsidiary legislation. Although it is 
usually amended by way of the Planning Commissioner and the Minister for Planning, it is capable—in this case, 
that is our intention—of being amended by an act of Parliament. It is a legal process. It is appropriate and there 
has been a precedent. 
Questions were asked about the plan for the remainder of the Roe 8 and Roe 9 primary regional road reserve—
what is the government’s plan? A major amendment to the MRS will be undertaken to rezone approximately another 
84 hectares of land outside Beeliar Regional Park, located to the west of North Lake Road. Further consultation 
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with the community and other stakeholders on the most appropriate future use of this land will be undertaken through 
a separate planning investigation process. The government has not been approached by developers in respect of 
that land. 

A couple of members raised Infrastructure WA in reference to Westport outer harbour and a recent conversation 
that the CEO of Infrastructure WA participated in. I was disappointed to see that some of that discussion had been 
misrepresented—that is a generous way of putting it. If the full transcript of the conversation between Sandra Brewer 
and Phil Helberg during the launch of the Infrastructure WA draft state infrastructure strategy was read, it would 
be clear to everyone that the CEO was not asked about removing the road reserve from the metropolitan region 
scheme. He was not asked about this bill, and, as such, he did not say that this bill was premature. He was not 
asked about removing the road reserve from the MRS. His comments were regarding the future of Fremantle port 
once containers are moved to the outer harbour as part of Westport. The journalist who wrote the story emailed 
the CEO on 22 July and, I am advised, put these words to him: “That would seem to suggest your view is that it’s 
too early to permanently scrap Roe 8 and 9 via an act of Parliament, which is what the WA government is poised 
to do with the legislation currently before the upper house. Is that correct?” I am advised that the CEO responded: 
“No. Infrastructure WA has not considered any options to address this as part of its work in developing the draft 
strategy.” If people had actually taken the time to read the draft state infrastructure strategy, they would not know 
that, of course, there is no reference, no recommendation and no statement in respect of Roe 8 or 9. 

An issue was raised about the future location of non-container trades currently based in the Fremantle inner harbour. 
Our position has always been that Fremantle port will remain a working port, with the cruise terminal remaining. 
Planning and investigations are also ongoing on the future of other trades, primarily live animals, export terminal 
and the roll-on, roll-off facility for cars. Again, that is consistent with the draft state infrastructure strategy. 
A proposition was raised about optimising the road and rail supply chains servicing the inner harbour. We are already 
investing in ways to optimise the road and rail supply chains into Fremantle by, as I said earlier, replacing the Fremantle 
Traffic Bridge and getting more freight on rail. Again, that is consistent with the draft state infrastructure strategy. 
Some commentary has been made in the course of the second reading debate about the government’s consideration 
of Westport environmental impacts. The environmental considerations have been weighted heavily during Westport’s 
work to date, including during the options assessment process. This was facilitated by a collaborative, transparent 
and science-based approach using the best available science and information. The WA Marine Science Institute, 
the West Australian Biodiversity Science Institute, the University of Western Australia and several well-respected 
environmental consultants completed reviews that informed the options assessment process and ensured a science-based 
approach. Westport has now entered into a three-year agreement with the WA Marine Science Institute to 
undertake a science program to address knowledge gaps, investigate potential impacts and improve understanding 
of the Cockburn Sound ecosystem. This will provide an improved scientific basis for further environmental impact 
assessment and identification of mitigation opportunities.  

There was further commentary about traffic congestion in the southern suburbs, and I have already indicated that 
there are a number of things that we are putting in place to address that.  
A question was also raised about the urgency of the bill. I make the point that this was an election commitment. We 
are consistently, methodically and deliberately working our way through delivering on those election commitments. 
In respect of the need to follow a strategic plan, indeed, Perth has a strategic planning framework to support its 
plans—that is the Perth and Peel@3.5 million land use and infrastructure frameworks. That defines the urban form 
for the next 30 years, to limit unsustainable urban sprawl and to encourage greater housing diversity to meet changing 
community needs. Those were the issues to do with the bill. A lot of other—perhaps, what I might describe as—
ephemeral contributions were made. I appreciate the passion. So be it.  

I want to address one issue about whether this bill, in its previous format, was ever identified by the government as 
being a priority bill. I refer to a memo from my office of 22 July 2019 to the respective party leaders, which states — 

Please find attached the LC priority legislation list for the second half of 2019. 
Attached to that was a list, which included the bills currently listed in the Legislative Assembly that would be 
prioritised in the LC. We indicated that the Metropolitan Region Scheme (Beeliar Wetlands) Bill 2018 was one of 
those. Everybody gets a choice. I was responding to the proposition that we had never identified it as a priority. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, members! The minister sat through the second reading debate in silence. I ask 
that members do the same during her reply. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I am making the point in response to the proposition that it had never been raised as an issue 
of some importance and priority of the government. It was and it had. 
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Hon Nick Goiran interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, member! 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I thought yesterday’s debate was going quite well. Hon James Hayward made the point 
that he was really pleased about the tone, I guess, that had been maintained and the contributions from a variety 
of members. Of course, not long after that, enter the chamber the master of mood kill, Hon Nick Goiran, and the 
debate plummeted! 

I thank members for their contributions to the debate and I commend the bill to the house. 

Division 

Question put and a division taken, the Deputy President casting his vote with the noes, with the following result — 
Ayes (19) 

Hon Klara Andric Hon Lorna Harper Hon Dr Brad Pettit Hon Matthew Swinbourn 
Hon Dan Caddy Hon Jackie Jarvis Hon Stephen Pratt Hon Dr Brian Walker 
Hon Kate Doust Hon Alannah MacTiernan Hon Martin Pritchard Hon Darren West 
Hon Sue Ellery Hon Kyle McGinn Hon Samantha Rowe Hon Pierre Yang (Teller) 
Hon Peter Foster Hon Shelley Payne Hon Rosie Sahanna  

 

Noes (7) 

Hon Martin Aldridge Hon Donna Faragher Hon Tjorn Sibma Hon Colin de Grussa (Teller) 
Hon Peter Collier Hon Nick Goiran Hon Neil Thomson  

Question thus passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: Mr Deputy President, noting the time, by the time we got the Committee of the Whole set up, 
we would have to go out again, so I ask that you leave the chair until the ringing of the bells. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Members, I will leave the chair until the ringing of the bells. 

Sitting suspended from 4.14 to 4.30 pm  
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