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Division 3:  Premier and Cabinet - Output 10: Support for the implementation of the State’s road safety 
initiative, $1 682 000 - 
Mrs D.J. Guise, Chairman.   
Mrs M.H. Roberts, Minister for Police and Emergency Services.   
Mr I.F. Cameron, Executive Director.   
Mr K.C. Edwards, Senior Finance Officer.   

The CHAIRMAN (Mrs D.J. Guise):  This Estimates Committee will be reported by Hansard staff.  The daily 
proof Hansard will be published at 9.00 am tomorrow.  The Estimates Committee’s consideration of the 
estimates will be restricted to discussion of those items for which a vote of money is proposed in the 
consolidated fund and that should be the prime focus of the committee.  Although there is scope for members to 
examine many matters, questions must clearly relate to a page number, item, program or an amount within the 
volumes.  For example, members are free to pursue performance indicators that are included in the Budget 
Statements while there remains a clear link between the questions and the estimates.  It is the intention of the 
Chairperson to ensure that as many questions as possible are asked and answered and that both questions and 
answers are short and to the point.   
The minister may agree to provide supplementary information to the committee, rather than asking that the 
question be put on notice for the next sitting week.  For the purpose of following up the provision of this 
information, I ask the minister to clearly indicate to the committee which supplementary information she agrees 
to provide and I will then allocate a reference number.  If supplementary information is to be provided, I seek the 
minister’s cooperation in ensuring it is delivered to the committee clerk by 6 June 2003, so members may read it 
before the report and third reading stages.  If the supplementary information cannot be provided within that time, 
written advice is required of the day by which the information will be made available.   

Details in relation to supplementary information have been provided to both members and advisers and, 
accordingly, I ask the minister to cooperate with those requirements.  I caution members that if the minister asks 
that a matter be put on notice, it is up to the member to lodge the question on notice with the Clerk’s office.  
Only supplementary information that the minister agrees to provide will be sought by 6 June 2003.   

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  I refer to page 95 of the Budget Statements.  As part of its election commitment, the 
Government undertook to use all speed and red-light camera proceeds for road safety initiatives.  Has this been 
achieved, and how much money has the Government put into road safety?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The 2002-03 budgeted income for speed and red-light cameras is $39 million.  One third 
of that - $13 million - will go into the road trauma trust fund.  As a result of expenditure having been carried 
over from sponsorship and moneys received from the Insurance Council of Australia, the budgeted expenditure 
of the road trauma trust fund for 2002-03 is $20 578 500.  That fantastic amount of money will be spent through 
the road trauma trust fund to reduce road trauma.  In addition, $31 700 000 will go to the road enhancement 
program.  The member will be aware that I recently tabled a detailed list of road improvements in Parliament.  
The program has a lot of support.  Indeed, although the RAC has been critical of other areas, it has been positive 
about the road enhancement issues.  The program provides overtaking lanes in country areas - which are 
fantastic for road safety - median strips and safety islands, improved road shoulders and the like.  All together, 
the total expenditure is $76 210 289, which vastly exceeds the amount received from speed and red-light camera 
fines.  This is the first Government ever to put all that information on the record in Parliament in one document.   

[4.10 pm] 

Mr R.A. AINSWORTH:  The third dot point on page 97 under major initiatives for 2003-04 outlines that money 
will again be provided for the statewide strategic traffic enforcement program to enable police to conduct 
additional traffic operations for improved safety.  Given that traffic enforcement is part and parcel of policing 
anyway, will the minister provide details on the following: the nature of the additional traffic operations 
involved; the total amount budgeted for in the program; and the necessity to use Multanova and red-light camera 
road safety money to fund police operations?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  This activity is certainly core business for the Police Service, but this program is over 
and above the Police Service’s core work.  As part of that major initiative, a new STEP - strategy traffic 
enforcement project - is to be rolled out as part of a two-pronged approach to enhance road traffic enforcement.  
This includes a continuation of the STEP-funded enforcement initiative targeting high-risk behaviours and 
locations.  An additional random road watch component is to be introduced in 2003-04 to support WA Police 
Service operations and contribute to the “anywhere, anytime” principle of road traffic policing.   
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In addition, the Office of Road Safety is committed to supporting the WA Police Service in the provision of 
analysis of road crash information for the purposes of developing strategic enforcement operations.  Workshops 
addressing recommendations from an earlier STEP evaluation were held in each police district across the State.  
The workshops were well attended by police.  A STEP manual was prepared and disseminated at the workshop 
and across police districts.  Also, recent applications were submitted by police to the STEP assessment 
committee to reflect the material presented at the workshop.  The manual reflects the best practice for 
enhancement enforcement strategies.  A follow-up evaluation will be undertaken to see how the changes made to 
STEP have contributed to strategic enforcement outcomes.  The Office of Road Safety has been able to work in 
with police in an excellent way to ensure we get the best bang for our buck, so to speak.  It includes 
$1.33 million from the road trauma trust fund, which will soon be approved. 

Mr R.A. AINSWORTH:  What is the total amount for the program?  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The $1.33 million.   

Mr R.A. AINSWORTH:  Is that the total for the STEP program?  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Yes.  It is from the road trauma trust fund, as recommended by the Road Safety Council.  
Obviously, police have some expenses as well.   
Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I refer to a major initiative for 2003-04 on page 97 of the Budget Statements - 

 A new five-year Road Safety Strategy for Western Australia will be implemented with stakeholders 
following Government endorsement.   

Is that currently before Cabinet?  If not, when will that go before Cabinet?  When does the minister propose to 
make those announcements?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The road safety strategy is before the Ministerial Council on Road Safety.  We have had 
an initial presentation.  A number of questions and issues arose.  We took the opportunity to bring across 
someone from Monash University to talk about the strategy and to outline the detail and assumptions that 
underlie the analysis in the strategy.  I anticipate another meeting of the Ministerial Council on Road Safety will 
be held within the month.  After that, the recommendation will go to Cabinet.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Will that also include matters such as specific funding for different sorts of 
campaigns?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The member will have to wait to see.   
Mr R.A. AINSWORTH:  On the same dot point, it is described as a new five-year road safety strategy, which 
implies it is the next stage in a program of road safety strategies.  When did the last five-year strategy expire?   
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Prior to the change of Government, there was a draft road safety strategy, which had the 
support of the Road Safety Council and various stakeholders.  Essentially, we have been working from that draft 
until such time as the final strategy is put in place.  I assure the member that we are focusing on our main aim of 
reducing road trauma and road fatalities.  There is no delay in the implementation of road safety strategies as a 
result.  It is important to have a good strategy in place and to have the support of the ministerial council and 
Cabinet.  That is why I am progressing that strategy.   
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  Referring to the operating revenue item on page 95 of the Budget Statements, the 
Opposition spokesman on road safety has suggested in her media statement of 8 May 2003 that the road 
enhancement program is merely routine road maintenance and does not constitute a genuine road safety 
initiative.  Will the minister explain this important road safety initiative?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The road enhancement program is administered by Main Roads.  I have tabled the 
program in Parliament.  It is a program with over $30 million of expenditure.  A considerable amount of work 
has been involved to put the details together for that expenditure, and to provide it in a format to which 
everybody has access.  That is why the member for Carine was able to draw out $160 000 and say that, in her 
opinion, it was not road enhancement.  The road safety values of the program have been assessed by Main 
Roads, which used percentages of the value of the total road works.  The assessed percentages have been 
endorsed by the black spot subcommittee of the Road Safety Council, which contains representatives from local 
government, the Office of Road Safety and RACWA.  The RAC stated in its latest publication on the state 
budget that road improvements, for example, overtaking lanes, road widening and roundabouts, are vital if we 
wish to improve road safety in Western Australia.  I assure the member that the member for Carine is wrong in 
suggesting that the road enhancement program does not increase road safety in Western Australia.   
Mr J.N. HYDE:  My question relates to red-light and speeding fines.  Page 95 outlines the proceeds.  The 
Opposition has also claimed that an extra $10 million has been received in speeding and red light camera fines.  
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Can the minister explain to the Opposition how the revenue from speeding and red light camera fines compares 
to that of the previous year?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I certainly can.  It is true that an incorrect claim was made by the Opposition based on 
what had been read on the front page of The West Australian - even then, it was read incorrectly.  In 2003-04, the 
Government estimates that all revenue from speeding and red light cameras will be $36 million.  Therefore, 
revenue to the road trauma trust fund will be in the order of $12 million.  In 2002-03, the figure is $34.5 million; 
therefore, the contribution to the road trauma trust fund will be $11.5 million.  The big year was 2001-02, when 
the total revenue was $43.299 million.  The road trauma trust fund’s share of that was $14.433 million.  In 2002-
03, that amount is down by about $9 million.  The best estimate at this stage for 2003-04 is $36 million.  For 
many years, the revenue has been between $33 million and $36 million.  The one year in which it was up was 
2001-02, when it was $43 million.   
[4.20 pm] 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The sixth dot point of the major initiatives for 2003-04 listed on page 97 of the Budget 
Statements refers to the need to prosecute people whose driving is impaired by the use of licit and/or illicit drugs.  
How does the minister intend to implement such a recommendation?  Will the Police Service conduct random 
drug tests in a similar fashion to random alcohol breath tests?  If so, what will be the frequency of random drug 
testing?  Will it be conducted on a similar frequency to random alcohol breath testing?   
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Consumption of both legal and illegal drugs is increasing worldwide.  The current 
Western Australia Police Service drug testing procedures contain no validation of or provision for mandatory 
sobriety or impairment tests.  Therefore, the initiative of the Road Safety Council has been for its drink/drug-
driving task force to establish a working group to address issues related to drug-driving enforcement.  The 
project will involve consideration of issues relating to enabling legislation, training for police, penalties, 
impairment criteria and protocols for the eventual testing of impaired driving.  The development of valid tests to 
determine blood alcohol content which would stand up in court and on which people could be prosecuted has a 
30-year history.  There is simply not the same background with cannabis.  It is only in recent years that people 
have tried to develop a test to detect cannabis use.  I believe the most accurate test would be a blood test.  
Agencies around the world have been looking for an accurate saliva test; something that could be simply 
administered, such as with DNA swabs.  There is a range of issues, such as tetrahydrocannabinol remaining in a 
person’s body for a long time; it can be detected up to three months after a person has smoked marijuana.  
However, someone’s driving may not be impaired at that stage; he would not be under the effect or influence of 
the drug.  One of the main concerns is with the cocktail of drugs that people may take, such as taking 
prescription drugs and alcohol in conjunction, or illicit drugs and alcohol.  That can add up to a deadly cocktail.  
The drink/drug-driving task force of the Road Safety Council is considering the best practice around Australia 
and the world and will make recommendations to Government.  There are two main avenues that need to be 
examined.  The first is whether a simple saliva test has been or could be developed.  One idea that someone has 
been working on is a test in which a swab absorbs a little sweat from the forehead.  The second is the impairment 
or sobriety style tests.  Some will remember those tests from years gone by, such as a person being required to 
walk a straight line or touch the end of his nose. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Back to the 1950s.   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Yes.  If someone did not pass such a test these days, a blood test would probably still be 
required.  Basically, the science is not available to assist us at this stage.   

Mr R.A. AINSWORTH:  In the process of assessing various methods of detecting licit and illicit drug use, is the 
minister considering utilising some of the methods of the California Highway Patrol, such as the drug 
recognition expert program it has successfully used for some years?  It is not a physical test, such as the taking of 
a swab, but a very accurate assessment of the situation by trained officers whose evidence is recognised in the 
American legal system despite not being scientific evidence.   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  As the member for Roe has described it, it certainly sounds worthy of examination.  
However, I am cautious about it, because I would be highly surprised to find that California was doing anything 
ahead of us in terms of road safety.   

Mr R.A. AINSWORTH:  It was five years ago.   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  For example, to the best of my knowledge, California still does not conduct random 
alcohol testing.  Matters such as that are regarded as being against the United States Bill of Rights.  America 
does not accept random breath testing; it does not have booze buses as we have here.  In America that is 
regarded as an infringement of civil liberties.  I presume that the type of test the member is talking about would 
be used before conducting an alcohol breath test on someone.  I do not think California breath tests half as many 
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people as are tested in Western Australia on a proportional basis.  As the member has raised that issue, I will ask 
Mr Cameron and the Office of Road Safety to consider that program and determine whether it would be worth 
putting before the Road Safety Council.   

Mr R.A. AINSWORTH:  I refer Mr Cameron to the road safety select committee reports on this subject, because 
our committee met with the California Highway Patrol and discussed in detail the drug recognition expert 
program.  In my opinion it was a worthy program.   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Mr Cameron has that select committee report.  He has assured me that they will look far 
and wide for the best possible model to recommend to the Government.   

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  I refer to the eighth dot point of the major initiatives for 2003-04 on page 97 of the Budget 
Statements.  My question also deals with the issue of driving impairment.  What steps are being taken to deal 
with recidivist drink-drivers?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Western Australia has a small percentage of recidivist drink-drivers.  We are developing 
a comprehensive campaign to target that problem.  An expert working group has been put together comprising 
representatives from the Office of Road Safety, the Injury Research Centre, the Western Australia Police 
Service, the Department of Justice, the Drug and Alcohol Office of the Department of Health, the Department 
for Planning and Infrastructure’s licensing and legal areas, and the National Drug Research Institute.  That 
program is being developed to include health and education responses to the underlying alcohol problems 
experienced by recidivist drink-drivers.  We are considering such things as alcohol interlocks and adjustments to 
the extraordinary drivers licence system to ensure that recidivist drink-drivers are dealt with more effectively in 
terms of not only their health and safety but also the health and safety of all road users.  I expect the working 
party’s report to be submitted to the Road Safety Council in October, which will then make recommendations to 
the Government.  We want to get the recidivist drink-drivers off the road, but we have found that it is not as 
simple as taking away their licences.  Unfortunately, when these people are drunk, all sense seems to go out of 
the window, and they drive without licences.  The penalty regime of simply continuing to take away their 
licences for longer periods does not necessarily keep them off the road.  We would like to be able to turn things 
around.  If these people want to drive anyway, maybe it is better that they drive with the alcohol interlock 
devices, so that we can get them back on the straight and narrow, rather than giving them a long history of 
alcohol offences.  
[4.30 pm] 
Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I refer to output 10 on page 95, support for the implementation of the State’s road 
safety initiatives.  In this financial year the estimated actual total cost of the output is $21 414 000.  My question 
relates to the grants administered under this output.  I note that page 96 shows that the number of grants 
administered in 2001-02 was 15 and it now appears that the target is nine for 2003-04.  I also note that the reason 
for the significant variation is a result of the machinery of government amalgamations.  Will the neurotrauma 
research funds that have been in the budget over the past few years continue, or will that funding to a very 
worthwhile organisation be cut?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I thank the member for asking that question, although somewhat belatedly.  Today my 
office contacted the neurotrauma research people and advised them that they had been successful in receiving the 
$500 000 grant.   
Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I take this opportunity to commend the minister.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I thank the member for Carine for that.  I also announced on Liam Bartlett’s radio 
program this morning that the Government had approved the grant.  Neurotrauma research has received some 
$2 million from the Government in recent years.  That $500 000 grant will help continue research into repairing 
spinal cord injuries.  This research has been well supported by the community.  Whenever Liam Bartlett has 
raised it on the radio - he recently interviewed Fiona Shepherd - the issue has received a lot of support from 
listeners.  It is great to see the research happening here in Western Australia.  Hopefully this research will turn 
people’s lives around.  It is estimate that it costs the Western Australian community more than $100 million a 
year to assist and treat people suffering from neurotrauma conditions.  Not everybody suffering from such 
conditions received their injuries in road crashes, but that is the case for more than half of them.  This is a very 
appropriate grant for the road trauma trust fund to be making, and I am pleased as minister to advise the Road 
Safety Council and the Office of Road Safety of my support for the funding.  As overall ministerial 
responsibility for this area lies with the Premier, I sought his approval, and he has now signed off on the 
$500 000 grant.  
Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I refer to the last dot point under major initiatives for 2003-04 on page 97, which 
mentions government road and rail safety agencies.  The minister is aware that I have raised this with the 
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Minister for Planning and Infrastructure in relation to many accidents that have occurred at rail crossings.  I seek 
some advice from the minister as to how the community education campaign mentioned in the dot point will be 
embarked upon, and how it will be delivered.  I note that it will involve RoadWise, but will it be a television 
campaign?   
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The member for Carine has correctly recognised that this is a very significant road safety 
issue.  The issue has been identified nationally by the Australian Transport Council - the ministerial council - as 
requiring national attention.  The ATC is meeting this week, so the issue will be discussed and advanced at that 
meeting as the national road safety strategy and action plan for 2003-04.  There is a whole range of issues, and 
other factors are being considered as contributing to level crossing accidents.  In some instances, drink-driving, 
fatigue and speed are also factors in those crashes.  It is an issue in every State.  Consideration is also being 
given nationally for road and rail authorities to work in partnership in the development of an Australian version 
of the successful “operation lifesaver”, the railway crossing safety education program that operates in the United 
States and Canada.  The Office of Road Safety has already indicated its willingness to assist in the development 
of the national program.  As the member for Carine has correctly identified, as part of this commitment a 
community education campaign involving local community action groups - in Western Australia that is 
principally RoadWise - will be developed in partnership with the rail industry and authorities.  We are hoping to 
implement this project Australia-wide.  RoadWise is a very successful organisation in Western Australia, and it 
will be involved.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Will it also involve a television campaign, or is it not anticipated that that will be a 
part of it?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I am advised that the campaign is not likely to involve television.  We want to target 
information at people, so it is more likely that it will be a radio campaign.  We have already updated “Drive Safe 
- A Handbook For W.A. Drivers” to raise this issue with young drivers who are obtaining their licences.  That is 
the direction we are taking - a very targeted campaign.  It is obviously an issue with young people and in country 
areas.  At this stage we are principally looking at the RoadWise committees, radio and the update of the “Drive 
Safe” manual.  
Mr J.N. HYDE:  I also have a question about advertising, particularly of the use of restraints campaign in rural 
areas mentioned in the second dot point under major achievements on page 96.  This regional road safety 
campaign was launched in Geraldton last Sunday.  Will the minister provide some more detail about the 
innovative advertising being used in this campaign?   
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I thank the member for Perth for raising this issue.  The non-wearing of seatbelts is a 
really significant issue in country areas.  This is a campaign that is virtually being run only in country areas.  The 
member for Kalgoorlie is probably aware of it.  Television advertisements are used in the country and are not 
played in the city.  Likewise, as part of the campaign, we have put advertisements in The West Australian, but 
only in the country editions.  The Office of Road Safety is very pleased with its latest advertising innovation in 
this campaign.  In rural areas about one-third of people killed in crashes have not been wearing seatbelts.  
Chances of not surviving a crash without a seatbelt are about 10 times greater than when a seatbelt is worn.  It 
plainly makes sense to wear a seatbelt.  Yet, about one-third of people killed in crashes on country roads are not 
wearing a seatbelt.  It is an important area to target.  We have put some innovative ads into The West Australian 
that ask the reader, “Can you spot the $150 fine?”  The ad contains a picture of a man in his car who is plainly 
not wearing a seatbelt.  The ad also has an innovative cut-out page that flips over to read, “We can.”  There is a 
message on the back of the cut-out that basically says that police are cracking down on the non-wearing of 
seatbelts.   
[4.40 pm] 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  During the week I was in the bush and went back to the newsagent with my newspaper thinking 
that a mistake had been made with the cut off page before I had read the ad! 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Yes.  The next point in the paper where the ad can be found is on the stars or the 
horoscope page.  We deliberately did that because apparently, the horoscope is an area of the paper that is 
particularly well read by young people, and we really want to get the message through to them.  There is another 
cut-out page there with a picture of a seatbelt running across it and the words “Restrain yourself”, and on the flip 
side is the same picture with the words “Wear it or wear the $150 fine”.  Later on in the paper, again targeting 
young people, the “Wear it or wear the $150 fine” slogan features on a cut-out page in the entertainment section, 
and over the page are the words, “Restrain yourself”.  This type of advertising really stands out in the paper 
because, like the member, the immediate reaction is, “What has happened to my page in the newspaper!”  We 
are targeting those sections of the newspaper that we have been advised young people read.  We are also doing 
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some innovative advertising on buildings.  For example, we have placed a large picture of a seatbelt wrapped 
around the outside walls of a building with the “belt up” message written over it.   

I launched the campaign at a football match in Geraldton on the weekend - the Railways versus Northampton 
match.  We advertise the “belt up” message at many football matches because we want to target men, 
particularly young men.   

Mr J.N. HYDE:  What is the ballpark figure on the cost of that campaign?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  It is a lot of advertisement but it cost much less than I thought it would.  It cost $6 000 
for what we put in this edition of The West Australian.   

Mr J.N. HYDE:  For the one day?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Yes, for the one day.  Essentially two inserts are running through the pages creating four 
cut-out pages.  With road safety advertising we often get a good deal because most media organisations are very 
friendly towards the road safety message, and sometimes we get a free component to the advertising.  However, I 
was pleased that we were able to get the kind of innovative advertising in The West Australian for the price we 
did.  The cost of the campaign was about $1.4 million all up, but that included some sponsorship and other 
things, so it is not necessarily all coming out of government funds.   

Mr J.N. HYDE:  And who won that football match - Railways or Northampton?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I am not sure, I had to leave before the end of the game.  My adviser tells me that 
Northampton won.  They have a couple of good players in that team.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I refer to page 95 of the Budget Statements and output 10 that deals with support 
for the implementation of the State’s road safety initiatives.  My question relates to the total cost of the output.  
The actual cost in 2001-02 was $14.883 million and the budget figure in 2002-03 is $19.148 million.  The 
estimated actual for 2002-03 is much higher and then the budget estimate for 2003-04 is significantly lower.  
Can the minister walk me through those figures and explain the increase and then the reduction?  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  There was a reduction in the proportion of black spot program funding met by the office 
in 2003-04 and the figure represents the anticipated expenditure as of November 2002.  A new budget is yet to 
be approved and we anticipate it will be $21.559 million -  

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  So not the estimated actual for 2003-04 of $19.124 million?  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  No, that is the estimated budget for 2002-03, and we have not finished that year yet.  The 
figures in here represent the estimated actuals at a certain date but I am advised that the current estimated actual 
is $21.559 million.  The figure to which the member is referring reflects the timing in which the office was asked 
to come up with the estimate. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I understand; it is still May.   

Mr R.A. AINSWORTH:  Can the minister provide supplementary information on the total contribution from all 
state government agencies to the black spot program outside the road safety budget?  Can she also provide a 
current list of local government roads identified for the black spot program -   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I can only provide expenditure from my budget and not that of other ministers.  
However, I can give the member some information about the black spot funding if he likes - 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Can I confirm with the minister whether that is the same documentation that she 
provided in the Parliament recently in terms of - 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  No. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Does the minister have extra information?   

Mr R.A. AINSWORTH:  I would like some further details - again it can be provided by way of supplementary 
information - on the current list of local government roads identified for black spot funding and the spending 
breakdown between metropolitan projects and regional projects.   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I tabled a document in Parliament on 8 May called “Working Together for Road Safety”, 
which lists all the black spot local government funding.   

Mr R.A. AINSWORTH:  And what is the spending breakdown in the country area versus the city?  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The member would be aware that the Government undertook to increase black spot 
funding by $2 million a year over its term of office, which is an additional $8 million.  Treasury initially 
provided $2 million in funds in 2001-02.  The road trauma trust fund funded the $2 million in 2002-03 and will 
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fund $500 000 in 2003-04 and 2004-05.  Treasury has agreed to fund the $1.5 million balance in the out years.  
Therefore, out of that increase, the road trauma trust fund will provide $3 million of what is an $8 million 
commitment over the four years, with Treasury providing the $5 million balance.  However, the other 
expenditure that the member referred to is found under the Main Roads budget and he will have to ask Minister 
MacTiernan for that information.  In total, the $15 million in government funding per annum has been provided.   

The appropriation was recommended. 
[4.50 pm] 
 


