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ROAD SAFETY — FUNDING AND PRIORITIES 

Matter of Public Interest 

THE SPEAKER (Mr M.W. Sutherland) informed the Assembly that he was in receipt within the prescribed 
time of a letter from the Leader of the Opposition seeking to debate a matter of public interest. 

[In compliance with standing orders, at least five members rose in their places.] 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Leader of the Opposition) [3.02 pm]: I move — 

That this house condemns the Barnett government for failing the community in the area of road safety 
and for its wrong priorities in cutting funding for road maintenance. 

This government’s appalling financial management over the last six years has a consequence. Despite record 
revenues flowing into Treasury over that time and despite record royalties, in particular from iron ore, 
outweighing to an enormous degree the cut in the GST share, which the Liberal Party signed Western Australia 
up to, poor financial management over the last six years has a consequence. One of the consequences we saw last 
week was the cut in funding to Main Roads for road maintenance across Western Australia. This comes on top of 
other initiatives this government has taken that will adversely impact the safety of motorists, cyclists, motorbike 
riders and pedestrians on our roads. Those four things are the massive cut in road maintenance over the next 
three years, totalling, according to some reports, around $280 million a year; the cut of $70 million put in place 
in the midyear review to the State Road Funds to Local Government Agreement with the state to assist in local 
government road activity; the government hoarding $80 million in the road trauma trust fund as a safety 
measure, which is predicted to grow enormously in future years; and the failure to deliver on keeping open the 
tier 3 rail lines, which is already having adverse consequences, in particular in the wheatbelt, but also in the 
eastern suburbs of Perth. 

Four major changes to road and rail funding have been put in place by this government that will adversely affect 
safety on our roads in Western Australia. Why is that important? I am sick and tired, and I am shocked and 
appalled, that almost daily I see shocking cases of people on motorbikes, people on bikes, pedestrians and homes 
being hit by motor vehicles, and of motorcyclists being killed regularly. Bike riders—cyclists—are dying on our 
roads or being grievously injured. Pedestrians are being killed and vehicles are hitting homes. There is the 
continual death toll of people driving their motorcars on our roads. I am sick and tired of the scale of it, 
particularly in recent weeks and months. One of the things that helps ensure the safety of people on the roads is 
well-maintained roads. Why else do we maintain our roads if it is not to keep them safe? I have seen the 
Treasurer out there saying, “We can cut the funding by 15 per cent, but it won’t have an impact.” Again the 
magic pudding is there. We can cut 15 per cent out of road maintenance funds, but the Treasurer said that that 
will not have an impact on safety. I have news for you, sunshine: it does. When the government cuts money out 
of road maintenance, surfacing, verges, kerbs and the like across Western Australia, it has an impact, and that 
impact will be on safety and security of people using our roads. 

Those people who are most vulnerable are the ones I feel the most for—cyclists and motorbike riders. They are 
the most vulnerable, without the protection of a car around them. They are particularly vulnerable to the 
condition of the road, more so than people in a car or a truck. People on motorbikes or bikes are particularly 
vulnerable to the condition of the road. If a person has ever ridden a motorbike or a bike on roads, they know 
that their life is often subject to the condition of the road. Therefore, a massive cut of up to $280 million in road 
maintenance, according to figures released by the government, over three years will have a major impact, and we 
can add to that the $70 million cut to the State Road Funds to Local Government Agreement that the government 
signed. It signed the agreement one day and then just ripped it up the next, and ripped out $70 million. It 
promised to keep the tier 3 rail lines open, and it closed them after the election. There are thousands of extra 
truck movements on our roads, and some of them are on the most dangerous roads in the state—namely, in the 
Western Australian wheatbelt. Some of the highest death rates of anywhere in Australia are on those roads in the 
wheatbelt. By allowing the tier 3 lines to be closed, the government has put more trucks onto those roads. Why is 
that? It is because of the financial management over the last six years, when the government took the best set of 
books and the best set of finances in Australia and converted them to the worst. 

Dr M.D. Nahan interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: You inherited the best set of books in the country, my friend; you inherited the best set of 
books in Australia, my friend. When you arrived in Parliament, there was record low debt and record large 
surpluses keeping that debt down. All you have done — 
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Dr M.D. Nahan interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Treasurer, I call you to order now for the first time. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: All the government has done is increase that debt to record levels and drive the surpluses 
down so that it is now speculating about the state going into deficit for the first time in 15 years—since the last 
Liberal government. The government made those two decisions, along with an overly optimistic estimate of what 
the iron ore price would do, despite the blaring klaxon of Treasury warning it, year in, year out, that iron ore 
revenues were notoriously volatile and could not be relied upon in the way that the government has. Instead, the 
government put so much more of the state’s financial future into that particular basket, and is now crying poor 
and asking how this could possibly have happened, even though it constructed the environment to allow it to 
happen. It put an overly optimistic iron ore price into this financial year’s budget despite being warned, year in, 
year out, by numerous bodies, including Treasury, Rio Tinto and Credit Suisse, that it was a mistake. 

The consequence of those financial management decisions is that our roads across Western Australia are now 
less safe. What have we seen recently? We have seen people suffering on our roads, and what has the 
government done? It has cut funding for road maintenance. As I said, cyclists and motorbike riders are 
particularly vulnerable to the conditions of the roads. Some of them need to take personal responsibility; I accept 
that. I have seen some motorbike riders behaving appallingly on our roads, as everyone has. I expect that I would 
spend as much time on our roads as would virtually anyone in this chamber, and I have seen some shocking 
activity from motorbike riders on our roads, but that does not detract from the point that if we reduce road 
maintenance, we make it more dangerous for them, and especially more dangerous for cyclists. We have seen 
some terrible cases recently. 

It is all a question of priorities. The Premier has never ever taken any attention away from his pet projects. 
Money is never taken away from his pet projects, such as Elizabeth Quay. We recently saw the naming of a road 
down there, and it is always a priority for the Premier, who says, “Let’s give land to a multinational so it can 
build a hotel, and let’s give it to them for free!” That is the government’s approach, while pulling money out of 
maintenance for roads across Western Australia. That is the legacy of the government putting money into its pet 
projects and taking money away from the essentials. That is the legacy of this government’s management of the 
state finances and this Premier’s focus on his own priorities, at the expense of the most basic services that should 
be provided by a state government. 

What is the current position? Western Australia has the worst statistics of all states in Australia for road fatalities 
per head of population. I want to read to members, courtesy of the member for Midland, a letter sent to the 
Minister for Road Safety by Mr Peter Browne when he recently presented to the government his report on road 
safety. This is what he had to say — 

Dear Minister 
… 
As you would be aware, on the basis of fatalities per 100,000 population, Western Australia’s ranking 
amongst the states and territories has fallen from second best in the early 1990s to second last in 2012, 
behind all jurisdictions but the Northern Territory. 
… 

Although there is a pattern of decreasing fatalities over recent years, and 2013 had the fewest fatalities 
since 1961, the rate of reduction in Western Australia is substantially less than that of most other 
jurisdictions. 

That is what Mr Browne said in the report he provided to the government. Decoded, it means that we are the 
worst of the six states of Australia for road fatalities per head of population, yet 20-something years ago we were 
second best. In other words, other states have, to a greater degree than we have, put initiatives in place that have 
improved their road statistics. It takes a tiny bit of mental dexterity to understand this: the rate of deaths is 
actually declining over time, but it is not declining in Western Australia as fast as it is in other states, and that is 
the key point here. For suffering families in Western Australia who have lost a loved one on the roads, it is 
absolutely no consolation for the government to say that the rate is declining in Western Australia, for two 
reasons: firstly, it is declining everywhere; and, secondly, it is declining at a faster rate in other states. 

What is the government’s policy response to that? It is to not spend the money in the road trauma trust fund; to 
cut maintenance for roads; to put more trucks on the roads, particularly in the eastern suburbs and the wheatbelt; 
and to rip money away from local governments for road construction. That is the government’s policy response. 
According to crash statistics that have been provided to me by WA Police, there were 12 fewer deaths on the 
roads at this time last year than there are this year. In other words, there has been a massive spike compared with 
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last year. If last year we matched the national rate for road fatalities, an additional 22 Western Australians would 
still be alive. 

I am not blaming the government for all this, but its policy and financial response to what is going on will make 
the situation worse; blind Freddy can see that. When money is cut from road maintenance due to poor financial 
management, the situation will get worse. When the government rejects ideas put forward by the opposition in 
good faith to try to save cyclists’ lives, the result is a worse outcome for cyclists. When the government breaks 
its promises on wheatbelt roads and tier 3 rail lines, the result is a worst outcome in the wheatbelt. We are saying 
to the government that its financial management has caused this issue. Last week the government blithely said, 
“Oh, due to a situation beyond our control we now have to make all these cuts”, and in so saying it is doing two 
things: firstly, it is making our roads less safe; and, secondly, it is ignoring the reality that the state’s financial 
situation is the government’s fault because it has conducted itself in government with public finances like kids in 
a lolly shop. The people who are now paying the price for that are the motorists, cyclists and motorcycle riders 
on our roads. That is the point the opposition is making and, frankly, I think it is a disgrace. 

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland) [3.17 pm]: I am significantly disappointed that the Premier has chosen not to 
be in the chamber for this matter of public interest. He was given notice of it before 12.00 noon today, yet he 
chose not to be in the chamber for an important issue such as road safety. The fact of the matter is that the road 
safety record in this state is not good. As indicated in the report recently handed to government by Peter Browne, 
we are now the worst-performing state in Australia. Only the Northern Territory has worse figures, and its 
figures are absolutely off the radar. As the Leader of the Opposition pointed out, the Browne report said that if 
only we had achieved the national average rate of road fatalities, 22 Western Australians would still be alive. If 
we had been able to achieve the same outcome as Victoria, 50 people would not have died on our roads last 
year—50 individual people. That is 50 families who would not have been affected, and whose children, parents, 
brothers and sisters and best friends would not have been affected by a death on our roads. That is a lot of 
people. Much more can be done. I can see the member for Hillarys and the member for South Perth nodding. 
Road safety should be beyond politics. It should not be a Liberal–Labor thing. I know that the member for 
South Perth and the member for Hillarys are on the record as saying that. Unlike a lot of other members in this 
chamber—perhaps unlike the Premier, because he has shown no interest in the road toll at all—I bet that those 
members would have read this report, “A Review of Road Safety Governance in Western Australia”. The 
Premier and the Minister for Police trot out lines like, “We now give 100 per cent of money from speed and  
red-light camera fines to road safety”. If members read this report, they will see the total shambles that road 
safety management in this state is in. This news is not new. We knew it when the Auditor General did a report 
a couple of years ago. The Auditor General has done about three reports on the road trauma trust fund. The 
government has had plenty of time to fix this. Last July—over a year ago—Peter Browne was appointed to carry 
out a review of road safety governance in Western Australia. He presented his report to the government in March 
2014. In only July or August the government decided to release the report and put it out for public comment. 
When will we see some action? I do not know. 

The government always says two things in response: first, that it gives 100 per cent of money from speed and 
red-light cameras to the road trauma trust fund. It was confirmed during budget estimates that $80 million is 
sitting in that account. The minister’s adviser kindly pointed out that on page 822 of budget paper No 2, under 
the heading “Restricted cash” in the budget of the Commissioner of Main Roads—the Minister for Transport can 
look it up—is a figure of around $80 million. There are no plans for that to change in 2014–15; it is estimated to 
be around $79 million. By 2015–16, the government is planning on accumulating $127 million; by 2016–17, it 
wants to accumulate $180 million in the road trauma trust fund; and by 2017–18, it intends to have nearly 
$250 million in that fund. That is in the forward estimates. I encourage members to look that up. 

The Minister for Road Safety recently said, “We are collecting around $100 million this year. That is the income 
we expect from fines, and we will spend about $100 million.” She did not say that $80 million is sitting in the 
account. The government intends to grow that amount. It intends to get much more revenue from speed and  
red-light cameras and accumulate it in that fund because of its dire budget circumstances. It is keeping that 
money in that fund to offset its debt. All this money from speed and red-light cameras is not being spent on road 
safety; a goodly proportion of it is being siphoned off into a budget line within the budget of the Commissioner 
of Main Roads, and it will sit there. If nothing changes, $250 million will be sitting there in just four years. That 
is part of the lie. 

We are told that more money than ever is being spent on road safety initiatives. Again, that is not true either. 
I produced a document in this house 10 years ago that indicated how much money was being spent on road 
safety. The money for things such as the black spot program never came out of the road trauma trust account, as 
it was then called. One-third of all the money raised from speed and red-light cameras went into that account. 
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We guaranteed at least $15 million for that but, in addition, $20 million was set aside for the black spot program. 
We did not subsidise police wages, construction of roads or a range of other things that are now happening. 

It was interesting that Hon Peter Collier bungled onto television last night to talk about what is happening in 
school zones. Let us look at the government’s record. He confirmed, as headlined on the ABC news last night, 
that the rate of injury in school zones more than doubled last year. It was also reported in that same item that it 
was the leading cause of death for under 14-year-olds and that there had been a 145 per cent increase in children 
injured in school zones. That is huge. We would think that with all this money that the government has poured 
into school zones—all the flashing lights and whatever, presumably based on some research—we would be 
seeing less injury in school zones. The government’s response to that and every other road safety issue is that it 
is the individual’s fault—people are drinking and driving, people are speeding and driving, people are driving 
when tired and people are speeding in school zones. If Victoria and New South Wales had taken that attitude, 
they would not have had the remarkable turnaround in their road safety record that they have had in recent years. 
Mr J.H.D. Day: The Premier’s here, by the way, just for the record. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I thank the Premier for joining us because this is a really important issue. We are 
22 minutes into the debate. 
People point to the Western Australian record. We should look at another interesting document—the “Report on 
Government Services 2014”. In the section on community safety, there is a table on road deaths—table 6A.36. 
The first year in that table is 2002–03. In 2002–03, New South Wales had 520 deaths. By 2012–13, it had just 
346 deaths. That is a huge decline. In Victoria, in 2002–03, it had 366 deaths and it has now gone down to 255. 
Over 100 fewer people are being killed on Victorian roads. Things can be turned around. What has happened in 
Western Australia? In 2002–03, there were 184 deaths. In 2012–13, there were 180 deaths, four less. Victoria 
can cut its toll by 100, New South Wales can cut its toll by about 150 and this government says we are doing 
okay because we have had fewer deaths—four fewer. By comparison, that is pathetic. When we look at the trend 
for what is happening right around Australia—I know everyone will not be able to see this—for those who are 
mathematically inclined, I have a graph showing how every Australian state is performing. We can see that road 
fatalities are declining right around Australia. The rate is going down everywhere. One little place stands out as 
its rate of decline is nowhere near what it is in the rest of Australia—that is, Western Australia. 
If we read the Peter Browne report, we can see that the government has failed to take initiatives that have been 
taken in other states. I am talking about initiatives such as alcohol interlocks, which this government has been so 
tardy on. In about 2005–06, the last year I was police minister, I announced that this was the way to go. We 
committed to it in 2008. The Labor Party continued to say that it was committed to it in 2008, 2009, 2010, 2011, 
2012 and 2013 and now, in 2014, the government is introducing them. We could have been one of the first states 
to introduce them; now we will be one of the last. Likewise, Victoria has things such as point-to-point cameras, 
something that this government, for whatever reason, has not gone near. There are a range of those initiatives. 
Peter Browne is certainly not an enemy of the government; I see him as very much a friend of the government. 
When we look through the report he has written, we can see how critical he is. There is no transparency in the 
way funds from the road trauma trust fund are being expended. There are huge conflicts of interest. The whole 
situation is just one big bungle with no direction. Peter Browne does not blame anyone. Very clearly and in 
a very upfront way, he commends the Office of Road Safety. I want to quote this report, because it should not be 
the scapegoat. At the top of page 2, it states — 

The expertise and enthusiasm within the Office of Road Safety was found to be of high order. 
Let me make that very clear. The government should not blame the Office of Road Safety for this. Not just its 
enthusiasm but its expertise was found to be of high order. The processing, evaluating and acquitting of trust 
funds is a shambles. Why is it a shambles? It is a shambles because, as pointed out in this report, the government 
is now overriding all the decisions. Why is the government doing it? It is doing it because it needs to plug up its 
budget black hole. It is plugging up the Main Roads Western Australia budget, the police budget, and any other 
budget that has any remote connection to road safety, including the staffing and funding of lots of programs and 
things previously funded out of those mainstream budgets. That key point was highlighted in that report. 
On the one hand, the government basically is moving the money across to agencies—money that normally would 
have been spent there—and it is also siphoning it off into a restricted cash account where the government can sit 
on $80 million, growing to $250 million, because of its budget black hole. 

MR D.C. NALDER (Alfred Cove — Minister for Transport) [3.29 pm]: Let us not let the facts get in the way 
of good story. Even after any proposed funding changes, the Liberal–National government is providing a greater 
level of maintenance than that provided by previous Labor governments. 
Soon after we came to office in 2008, the WA Auditor General released “Maintaining the State Road Network”, 
which identified a significant backlog of road maintenance of over $800 million and recommended a series of 
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actions for improving the management of the road network. That was another Labor legacy. We are working 
through, with the Treasurer, the ramifications of any changes in maintenance. One of the interesting things 
forgotten by the opposition is that things have tightened up and we are seeing a dramatic decrease in the cost of 
projects. We are quite hopeful that, as we work through, a lot of these reductions will be funded through the finer 
pricing of contractors under tender. That means that we are actually still hopeful that we will undertake the same 
level of projects we had initially set at the outset. 

The extent and implications of Labor’s road maintenance backlog have been acknowledged by the state 
government, and significant steps have been undertaken. Although there has been a reduction in the road 
maintenance budget, there will still be significant levels of investment in maintenance-related capital — 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, I call you now to order for the third time. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: I think Geoff Hutchison referred to the Leader of the Opposition as “always coming up 
with a catastrophe”, and it is really interesting that we seem to have another unfounded catastrophe. 

The capital improvement works will result in less maintenance effort being required in the future than would 
have been the case if they were not undertaken. Predominantly, these works were in the country areas, and 
examples include the construction of passing lanes, the widening and sealing of shoulders, and reconstruct-and-
widen projects. Within the Safer Roads program, $112 million was spent between 2011–12 and 2014–15, and 
that work has included seal widening, reconstruction and widening. 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: Someone is asking about Albany Highway — 

Mr P.B. Watson: No, the South Coast Highway—where all the grain trucks go. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: I will come back to that with different highways because we are doing a lot of work that 
Labor failed to do on the Coalfields highway, particularly, when talking about truck movements. An additional 
$80 million of similar works under the Safer Roads program is programmed for 2015–16 and 2017–18. 

In addition, there is the Main Roads asset investment program. The opposition seems to forget that a large 
number of capital projects are being undertaken by this government—a larger number than was the case by the 
Labor government when it was in power. We are fixing up a number of projects. 

Mr F.M. Logan: Where? 

Mr D.C. NALDER: I will give a couple of examples because I think the member for Cockburn is seeking some. 

An amount of $760 million has been spent on widening, reconstruction and construction of passing lanes. 
Examples include the $211 million reconstruction and widening of the North West Coastal Highway between 
Minilya and Barradale. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: I like to get the facts correct, and I just want to refer to my personal notes. 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Albany, I call you to order now for the third time. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: In addition to the $211 million, $353 million has been spent on the reconstruction and 
widening of Great Northern Highway between Muchea and Wubin. Some of those contracts are coming in 
under, which is allowing us to consider some of the bypasses around the small towns as we come in closer. We 
are continuing to look at this. There will be $21 million to improve the formation and gravel on Gibb River 
Road. Just recently we talked about the need to fix another black spot in the metropolitan area, being 
Roe Highway–Berkshire Road, where an accident occurs every 10 days. Because that project has been coming in 
under budget and ahead of time — 
Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Mandurah, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: Because the project is coming in under budget and ahead of time, it has allowed us to shift 
$45 million across to ensure full-grade separation of Roe and Berkshire. Get this, member for Mandurah—the 
$15 million that was allocated for traffic lights has now been shifted to the Regional Run Off Road program. 
Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 
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Mr D.C. NALDER: That has not been announced at this point in time, so a new announcement for this house — 

Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, member for Mandurah; I call you to order for the second time. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: That means we have an additional $15 million for regional roads run off that was not there 
previously because of the great management of the Gateway WA project. That will allow us to do additional 
road upgrades to rumble strips on the side of road. We know there are a number of causes of accidents, including 
driver inattention and high speed, and we want to — 

Ms J.M. Freeman interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Mirrabooka, I call you to order for the first time. Member for Girrawheen, I do not 
want to hear any more from you. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: The program managed to increase driver awareness, as well as make the roads more 
forgiving should drivers make a mistake. That is what this government is doing. 

In addition, we are talking about a few other things here. Coalfields highway needs to be looked at again. During 
the time the Richard Court government was in power, $20 million was allocated and spent on Coalfields 
highway, with $20 million allocated in the out years. When Labor came to power in 2001, it removed the 
$20 million that was sitting in the forward estimates for Coalfields highway. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: This is correct. 

Labor removed that $20 million and guess what it spent on Coalfields highway? Zip while it was in power—
absolutely zero. It has taken this government to identify that and to get the project back on track. The 
government is spending considerable amounts on both the east and west. 

Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Mandurah, I call you to order now for the third time, and the member for 
Mirrabooka for the second time. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: Members opposite talk about the lack of investment and concern around the maintenance of 
regional roads, but I can assure members that with the lower cost of contracts and the record amount we are 
spending in capital investment on the roads in Western Australia, we are doing our bit to make our roads safer—
and we should be proud of that. This is a good government that is doing a good job. That is not to say there is not 
more to be done. We understand that there is more to be done, and that is primarily because of the backlog left 
behind by the previous Labor government. It was found to have underspent by $800 million on road maintenance 
throughout the state, and we are tackling that issue. 

DR M.D. NAHAN (Riverton — Treasurer) [3.37 pm]: I would like to participate in the debate. We announced 
a number of changes earlier this week and last week, and I would like to comment on the cause of those and 
some of the selective interpretation by the Leader of the Opposition. 

Three years ago we changed the way we forecast iron ore prices. The Leader of the Opposition has repeatedly 
accused the government and Treasury of, essentially, cooking the books. We set up the current standards by 
which we forecast revenue two years ago. There were various methodologies based on the actual received, plus 
forecast market for the current year in the Singapore spot market—the received forecasts—and we then use the 
consensus forecast going forward. The Leader of the Opposition accused us of doing this two years ago, and said 
that we actually fiddled the books this year to exaggerate the forecast. The trouble is, last year we used the same 
forecast and we came within one percentage point of the actual data. What he has accused of us of doing is 
a very crafty plan: two years ago we hatched a plan to get the forecast spot-on in the first year, and drastically 
wrong in the next! I think we are pretty clever but not that clever. The reality is that, as Treasury quite rightly 
says, it is a highly volatile price. We do not have a very clear view of what drives it up and down in the short 
term, and Treasury refuses to try to predict the volatility within a year. The Leader of the Opposition can do that, 
and maybe when he leaves this house at the end of this term, he can put up a shingle as a forecaster of iron ore 
prices, but I do not think he will make very much wealth that way.  

When we brought down the budget, 30-odd consensus forecasts were provided. The Australian Bureau of 
Agricultural and Resource Economics and Sciences forecast $123.7 a tonne for 2014–15. The then Access 
Economics, a very well known forecasting group now owned by Deloitte, which makes its money by providing 
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among other things iron ore forecasts, forecast iron ore at $124.7. That was the consensus forecast at the time we 
brought down the budget. The ANZ forecast was $121.7; Scotiabank, $121.1; and URS Australia, a large 
merchant bank, $120. The price ranged from $124.7 to $100.7. The lowest forecast was Credit Suisse Group. 
Who did the Leader of the Opposition choose to quote? It was Credit Suisse. He went through the whole range of 
32 companies asking which was the lowest, and then chose that forecast. Last year he would have searched for 
the lowest possible price and used Credit Suisse’s forecast again of $100. He would have under-forecast the 
price by 25 per cent. What would have been the ramifications of that? 

Mr M. McGowan: A huge surplus. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: No. It would have provided a huge surplus, but a large reduction in expenditure. What did 
we hear about this? The member for Victoria Park said that he has been telling us that we have been 
overspending. 

Mr M. McGowan interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition! 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: What does every member opposite say? They say spend more and more. What are we doing 
today? We are responding to reductions in iron ore prices and what are members opposite doing? They are 
criticising us for cutting $2 billion from the forward estimates. Imagine if they were in government and had to 
respond to that. There would be a bloody mess as there was before. 

Point of Order 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: I ask you, Mr Speaker, to bring the Treasurer back to the debate at hand. It is about road 
safety, not the price of iron ore. I know you were looking at him quite strangely; so was I. 

The SPEAKER: I think he has come back to the point now, member for Cockburn. 

Debate Resumed 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: I was responding to the lead speaker on the other side, who accused us of cooking the 
books — 

Mr F.M. Logan: Get back to road safety. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cockburn! 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: — and under-forecasting iron ore prices and saying that Treasury warned the government 
that it was over-forecasting iron ore prices and that a large number of other forecasters did the same thing. I am 
pointing out that he was wrong. 

The SPEAKER: Right; let us move on from there. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: What have we done? We have spent $40 billion on infrastructure. Okay; we borrowed some 
of it, but we have spent $40 billion on infrastructure. What did we spend that money on? We spent it on mainly 
Western Power, the Water Corporation and transport. The top three were the Water Corporation, Western Power 
and transport—infrastructure to get people in and about the urban and rural areas. 

Ms R. Saffioti: What transport? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: We spent it on public transport and main roads. We have spent record amounts on roads and 
are continuing to do so. 

Ms R. Saffioti: What public transport? 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan! 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: We have also spent money on hospitals—a record amount—on schools and other 
infrastructure. What did we hear from people opposite when we were spending? “It is not enough; spend more, 
more, more.” These people want to have it both ways. What happens when we are confronted by people who talk 
like chooks—cluck, cluck, cluck. They complain if we spend money and complain if we do not. We ignore them. 

Let me talk about Shelley Bridge; it is a very good proposal. The question is: how do we reduce congestion 
around Shelley Bridge, which is a bridge on Leach Highway at the edge of my electorate and the electorate of 
Cannington? What is the major source of congestion? It is trucks. The former Labor government banned large 
trucks, I believe, longer than 19 metres. Trucks smaller than that going to the port are not banned. The best way 
to reduce congestion on Shelley Bridge is to reduce the number of trucks on Leach Highway. How do we do 
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that? We do that by building Roe Highway stage 8. Members opposite campaigned vigorously against Roe 8. 
How do we reduce congestion and the need for less maintenance on South Street and Leach Highway? We do 
that by taking trucks off suburban roads and putting them on highways such as Roe Highway. 

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, I call you to order for the second time now. 

Mr R.H. Cook: You can’t promise both. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Kwinana! 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The best way to address the congestion on Shelley Bridge is to build Roe Highway stage 8. 

Mr R.H. Cook interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Kwinana, I call you to order for the first time. Member for Cannington, I do not 
want to hear you shouting out. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The problem for the Labor Party in terms of constructing Roe Highway stage 8 is that it is 
the major road construction issue in the south metropolitan area. It is the best way to reduce wear and tear on 
suburban roads. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: How much have you allocated? 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, I call you to order for the third time. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Roe 8 has been identified as a priority for decades and its priority has been accentuated by 
the need to get southern access to Fiona Stanley Hospital. Its construction will reduce congestion also on 
Shelley Bridge. Members opposite have not only said negative things about it but also they have campaigned 
against it. Then they have stood up in this place and said, “How dare you cut funding for road maintenance by 
15 per cent?” when the construction of Roe Highway all the way to the ports and, more importantly, the Perth 
freight road, will reduce the maintenance bill on suburban highways equivalent to the cut we made. But what do 
members opposite say? They are ideologically against the construction of Roe Highway stage 8. That is 
hypocrisy of the worst order. 
An opposition member interjected. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Yes; we are in government and we are committed to trying to build it. Members opposite are 
in opposition and are committed to not building it. 
Several members interjected. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: When we look at ways to reduce the wear and tear on roads, particularly in my electorate 
and, indeed, the electorates of the members for Cannington, Bateman, Willagee and Fremantle, this is not just 
about road maintenance because the Leader of the Opposition said road maintenance and construction have an 
impact on safety. That is true. What is the biggest safety issue in my electorate? It is heavy trucks on 
Leach Highway travelling past Shelley Primary School and Rossmoyne Senior High School. Literally 3 000 kids 
pour out of those schools to cross a busy road. 
Ms S.F. McGurk interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Fremantle, I call you to order for the first time. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: On a daily basis, 3 000 kids cross Leach Highway, which is congested by heavy trucks, 
which have to stop repeatedly and that is a bad safety hazard. What are members opposite doing? They are 
campaigning against the only solution to it. They sit in this house as hypocrites lecturing this government about 
not spending. We are doing something. I ask members opposite — 
Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Armadale, I call you to order for the first time. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: This is not just about Roe Highway, of course; it is a major investment to allow trucks to 
travel from the north and the east to go through virtually only one traffic light to the Kwinana terminal or the 
port. 
Ms S.F. McGurk: Where’s that? 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Roe 8 will provide energy savings and minimise risk and wear and tear from trucks. I look 
forward to members opposite supporting that — 
Ms S.F. McGurk interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Fremantle! 
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Dr M.D. NAHAN: — and stopping resisting every effort we have made to legitimately investigate the 
construction of one of the state’s, indeed the nation’s, main road projects, Roe Highway stage 8. 
Mr J.H.D. Day: It would have been a lot better if they had not taken away the bypass. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: The Minister for Planning highlights once again that he is a very mild-mannered person and 
he is not prone to extreme words. He accused the Labor Party of one of the worst actions of planning bastardry 
when it took away the Fremantle eastern bypass. 
Mr M. McGowan: What has this got to do with the motion? 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: The motion deals with road maintenance; that is what we are on about. It is about road 
construction. The Leader of the Opposition raised the issue. I am addressing road construction, iron ore, road 
maintenance and the safety of people on the roads. The opposition might not like it. If the Leader of the 
Opposition does not like the response, he should not ask the question. In addition to Roe Highway, we have 
invested very heavily in roads such as the Kwinana Freeway and the Mitchell Freeway and the roads around the 
airport. We have invested record amounts in roads. New roads do not need as much maintenance as old roads. If 
we renew roads, the maintenance bill goes down. Members opposite know that we have done that because some 
of them sent out letters to their constituents and claimed credit for it stating, “I achieved this flyover. I achieved 
this better bypass.” Members opposite also have written to the electorate to say that they are fighting for the 
construction of new roads and asking the government to invest in roads. The member for Victoria Park and the 
Leader of the Opposition in particular then criticise us in this place us for investing in roads and borrowing 
money for it—hypocrisy! Admittedly, the opposition is there to criticise. That is one thing it can do, but when 
will the Labor opposition come up with policy ideas? Have members seen any? 
Government members: No! 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: No. The only thing the opposition says is that it does not want to build Elizabeth Quay, but it 
was committed to the “Dubai on Swan” project. The opposition wants to build the stadium, but not where we are 
building it at the right spot in Burswood. The member for Victoria Park might differ on that. The opposition 
would have built it in Subiaco, which would have been a bloody disaster. 

The SPEAKER: Minister, can you watch your language, please. Another thing is, member for West Swan, 
when you saunter around the chamber, can you please acknowledge the Chair? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Sorry for the language, but if we look — 

Point of Order 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The minister is continuing to talk about a variety of matters that are not the subject of 
the motion. He is now talking about the location of the football stadium as if that is somehow relevant to road 
safety. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Has the member for Midland ever tried to go to the football and seen how congested the road 
is down there? What are we doing with the new stadium? 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Midland! Minister, you have to tie in what you are saying to this motion. 

Debate Resumed 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The relevance of the stadium is, amongst other things, that it is a traffic nightmare at 
Subiaco. At the new Burswood stadium we have a state-of-the-art transport alternative. However, I digress. The 
Leader of the Opposition is cherrypicking the data and making disparaging remarks about the professionalism of 
Treasury and others. We received the forecast available at the time, and government requires a forecast to be 
made, which we did. 
The SPEAKER: Minister, I think we have been through this. You have got to sheet it home to what the motion 
is on. We have been through that. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: I am responding to the statements that the Leader of the Opposition made on this issue. We 
have spent record amounts of capital, including on transport, particularly roads. We are renewing our road 
system and I look forward to the opposition, instead of carping and carping, supporting the government on the 
Roe 8 extension. 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Acting Minister for Road Safety) [3.54 pm]: I am speaking mainly as 
Acting Minister for Road Safety. The member for Midland commented that the road safety record in 
Western Australia is not good. I think she might have been quoting Peter Browne’s report. Whatever the case, 
I agree; it is not good and it needs to be a lot better than it is. However, I think it is pretty opportunistic and a bit 
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rich for the opposition to raise this motion, which seeks to condemn the government for failing the community in 
the area of road safety and relates that to the recent reduction in road maintenance within the Main Roads 
allocation. The Minister for Transport has pointed out that the actual cost of road maintenance has come down in 
recent times because of the competitive pressures in the market, and that is a good thing. It is quite likely that 
about the same amount of maintenance will be able to be undertaken as would otherwise have been the case. 

In particular, it is a bit rich given that the amount of road trauma—albeit it is far too high in this state—has 
reduced significantly since the government came to office in 2008. It has reduced by about 30 per cent, which is 
quite a significant reduction. There will always be some variations each year. If we want to be a bit political 
about it for a while, in 2013 the rate of fatalities was 6.4 per 100 000 compared with 9.4 per 100 000 in 2008 
when the previous government was in office. In 2007, which was the last full year of the previous Labor 
government’s time in office, the rate of fatalities was 11.1 per 100 000. I agree that there will always be some 
variation each year, but the trend has been down over the past six years. We need to do better and to get much 
closer to, or preferably below, the national average. I have the view that one death or serious injury on our roads 
is one too many. The amount of misery and suffering that occurs on our roads is far too high and it has 
permanent consequences for families and individuals. To see the tragic consequences of crashes on our roads, we 
need only visit the trauma wards of our hospitals, such as ward 1 at Royal Perth Hospital in Shenton Park, as it 
used to be until a couple of weeks ago before it moved to Fiona Stanley Hospital. 
We need to make the point that the main issue is driver behaviour. Primarily, this is an issue of personal 
responsibility for people who are driving motor vehicles and riding motorbikes and bicycles on our roads. I was 
asked earlier this morning about the causes and the degree of responsibility in crashes involving motorcyclists 
and cyclists. The reality is that in cycling accidents there are some cyclists who are at fault and some motorists 
who are at fault. 
Mr C.J. Tallentire: We are vulnerable road users. 
Mr J.H.D. DAY: There are vulnerable road users on bicycles — 
Mr C.J. Tallentire interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Gosnells if you want to speak, you should have put your name down. I call you to 
order for the first time. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: That is the point. Those on two-wheeled vehicles are much more vulnerable and they are at 
a much greater risk. Some motorists on our roads do not take enough care and drive recklessly and dangerously 
and far too fast, and they collide with cyclists in some cases. They do not pay due attention. They pull out from 
intersections or parallel parking on the sides of roads without looking for cyclists and collisions occur. In those 
cases, motorists are at fault. Some cyclists and some motorcyclists also do not pay enough attention to what they 
are doing and who ride too aggressively; in some cases those road users are at fault. There is clearly a shared 
responsibility for these sorts of accidents. We need to do more. Obviously, we can do more and we should be 
doing more with public education campaigns and enforcement, but there has been an increase in resources, 
particularly in the enforcement area, in the past few years. 

I have only limited time. The police are putting a major effort into this area. Increased funding of about 
$14 million from the road trauma trust fund in the current year has been provided to the police for additional 
traffic enforcement and infringement processing. An allocation of $1.5 million has been set aside for the 
implementation of the alcohol interlock legislation, which I hope will go through both houses of this Parliament 
before the end of the year. An amount of $55 million will be spent this year on direct road improvements, 
including about $20 million to address metropolitan intersection crashes. When the government came into office, 
the well-regarded safety strategy, Towards Zero, was put into effect, which aims for a 40 per cent reduction in 
death and serious injuries on our roads by 2020. As I said, there has been a reduction of 30 per cent over the last 
six years or so, but we do need to do a lot better than we are doing at the moment. 

Given that cyclists have been in the news recently, I am conscious of the tragic fatality last Friday, and 
I understand that the driver of the vehicle has been charged with failing to stop after the crash and with refusing a 
breath-test. I can advise that the Office of Road Safety is intending to put together some cycling safety forums 
for stakeholders following on from the report about cycling safety done by the RAC as a member of the Road 
Safety Council in 2011. 

If there was more time, I could go through a lot more information about measures that have been put into effect. 
For example, the 100 per cent hypothecation, which was a substantial election commitment by the Liberal Party 
back in opposition in 2008, has been put into effect. It is true that there is an accumulation of public funds to 
some extent, but we need a well-thought-out strategy to spend those funds in a wise and effective manner. In the 
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current financial year, of the amount that has been collected—about $100 million—all is being spent, essentially. 
I agree that we need to do better, but it is not appropriate to condemn the government for its record. 

MR N.W. MORTON (Forrestfield) [4.02 pm]: I will speak as though I am making a 90-second statement, so 
I will make my comments quick and truncate my notes as there is so much to talk about. The Leader of the 
Opposition talked about priorities. What could be more of a priority than the state’s largest spend on a road 
infrastructure project—namely, the Gateway WA project? It is a $1 billion spend that will deliver a huge benefit 
to the east — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Thank you for that, member for Butler! Continue. 
Mr N.W. MORTON: It will deliver a huge benefit to the eastern suburbs. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr N.W. MORTON: I hear them squealing, Mr Speaker. Let us talk about the Great Eastern Highway upgrades 
that this government has delivered. Let us talk about the Berkshire Road–Great Eastern Highway intersection 
that members on this side of the house are fixing. 
Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr N.W. MORTON: Members opposite come into this place with their hollow rhetoric but actions speak 
louder than words. Members on this side of the house have seen the need in the east, and the government is 
investing in the east and improving on the inadequacies that exist in the east. When members opposite were in 
power, they neglected them. 

With the few seconds I have left, I must mention this old chestnut: the tunnel. We put an extra lane in the tunnel. 
The shadow minister from the Leader of the Opposition’s party said that it should not be done. The opposition is 
completely out of touch. That is why it lost the last election. It ran its state campaign — 

The SPEAKER: Time, member! 

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [4.03 pm]: What an extraordinary response from the government! At least 
the acting minister himself had the good grace to refer to the report on road safety. The Minister for Transport 
rattled off a list of random transport projects. What a disgraceful performance from the Treasurer! He got up in 
this place and the only thing I could understand from him, despite the foul language, was the reference to 
Burswood Stadium. That was the performance from the Treasurer! He did not even acknowledge that 32 more 
Western Australians have been critically injured this year than at the same time last year. He did not mention 
that, despite the downward trend of road accidents, road crashes and critically injured people, Western Australia 
is the worst state performer. The Treasurer got up and gave a profanity-laden performance and the Speaker had 
to warn him. That is what we got from the Treasurer. What a disgrace! You are the Treasurer, member for 
Riverton; pick up your performance! The Treasurer’s response to road safety was so outrageously inappropriate, 
he then spent the entire time telling us about projects he is not doing. Not once did he refer to the report. At least 
the acting minister himself understands the importance of the issue we are debating this afternoon. Now, what it 
is — 

Dr M.D. Nahan interjected. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Shut up! 

The SPEAKER: Treasurer! I do not want to hear from either of you again. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Road safety has become nothing more than a symptom of a broader disease affecting this 
government. It is a symptom of a government without a consistent and coherent financial plan. That is the point 
the Leader of the Opposition was making earlier on. 

Dr M.D. Nahan: Which I responded to. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Just be quiet, Treasurer! I didn’t interject on you, you twit! 

The SPEAKER: Treasurer, I am going to call you now to order for the second time. Member for Victoria Park, 
with interjections what is good for the goose is good for the gander. Can you please continue, and through the 
Chair, thank you. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: That is right, Mr Speaker, which is why I did not interject at all when the Treasurer was on 
his feet, and I dare say you will apply the same standards to me. 

Ms E. Evangel interjected. 
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The SPEAKER: Member for Perth, I call you to order for the first time. Now, through the Chair, please. We 
have two minutes to go. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Let us not forget that this is a government that has had a number of different views on debt, 
a number of different views on the TAB and a number of different views on recurrent spending, and today we 
had the Premier saying that there is no issue with debt and debt is not a problem, despite — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I didn’t say that. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: You did so! The Premier said, “Debt is not a problem”, despite his panicked asset sale 
program a few weeks ago to reduce state debt. The government does not know whether it is coming or going 
with its finances, which is why it gets these sorts of responses to what is an outrageous statistic in 
Western Australia: road safety. Government members treat it as a joke. The only serious response was from 
Acting Minister John Day. 

Unless government members start taking this issue seriously, we will be back here debating this again next year. 
This is a legitimate issue in respect of not just deaths but also critically injured Western Australians on our roads. 
The government is going to have to do a lot better than the performance the Treasurer and the Minister for 
Transport gave this afternoon. 
Dr M.D. Nahan interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Treasurer, I call you to order now for the third time. 
Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cockburn, I call you to order for the second time. 

Division 

Question put and a division taken, the Acting Speaker (Mr N.W. Morton) casting his vote with the noes, with the 
following result — 

Ayes (18) 

Ms L.L. Baker Mr W.J. Johnston Mr J.R. Quigley Mr P.B. Watson 
Dr A.D. Buti Mr F.M. Logan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr M. McGowan Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr D.A. Templeman (Teller) 
Ms J. Farrer Ms S.F. McGurk Ms R. Saffioti  
Ms J.M. Freeman Mr P. Papalia Mr C.J. Tallentire  

Noes (32) 

Mr P. Abetz Ms M.J. Davies Mr A.P. Jacob Dr M.D. Nahan 
Mr F.A. Alban Mr J.H.D. Day Mr S.K. L’Estrange Mr D.C. Nalder 
Mr C.J. Barnett Ms W.M. Duncan Mr R.S. Love Mr J. Norberger 
Mr I.C. Blayney Ms E. Evangel Mr W.R. Marmion Mr D.T. Redman 
Mr I.M. Britza Mr J.M. Francis Mr J.E. McGrath Mr A.J. Simpson 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Mrs G.J. Godfrey Mr P.T. Miles Mr M.H. Taylor 
Mr V.A. Catania Dr K.D. Hames Ms A.R. Mitchell Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr M.J. Cowper Mr C.D. Hatton Mr N.W. Morton Mr A. Krsticevic (Teller) 

            
Pairs 

 Mr D.J. Kelly Mrs L.M. Harvey 
 Mr P.C. Tinley Dr G.G. Jacobs 
 Mr M.P. Murray Mr B.J. Grylls 
Question thus negatived.  
 


	ROAD SAFETY — FUNDING AND PRIORITIES
	Matter of Public Interest
	Point of Order
	Debate Resumed
	Point of Order
	Debate Resumed

	Division


