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MATILDA STREET, HUNTINGDALE 
Grievance 

MR P.W. ANDREWS (Southern River) [10.03 am]:  My grievance is to the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure and relates to Matilda Street in Huntingdale, which is located just off Warton Road, which the 
minister is probably aware of.  The volume of traffic developing in my electorate is probably similar to increases 
in most other metropolitan electorates, with a growth of around seven or eight per cent each year.  A few years 
ago, Huntingdale was a brand new, relatively quiet suburb.  It was not designed under the grid principle and is 
boxed in by the river.  It does not experience the free flowing of traffic of some other area.  However, as time has 
gone on, that area has developed, which has brought with it the usual problems of urban development, including 
increasing traffic volumes.   

Matilda Street has as number of peculiarities, which I will refer to in a moment.  Essentially, there is a problem 
with traffic speeding along Matilda Street.  One of the studies carried out by the council showed that about 35 
per cent of the vehicles going down that street travelled above the speed limit.  Another study showed that 85 per 
cent of vehicles travelling down that street were an average of 14 kilometres an hour over the speed limit.  It is 
an area of concern, primarily because Huntingdale Primary School is located along that street.  It is one of the 
many very good schools in my electorate.  I am fortunate to have so many good schools and principals and a 
terrific amount of community involvement in my electorate.  Because of the location of the school on Matilda 
Street - a single lane traffic street - and with parents parking near the school gate in this built-up area, the traffic 
is very congested.  The addition of speeding vehicles along this street worries me.   

I am asking the minister, if possible, to have 50-kilometre limit signs posted on Matilda Street.  They do not have 
to be separate from the existing 40-kilometre signs; they could go on the back of those signs.  I ask that this be 
done on a trial basis.  It is only one part of what I hope will have an effect.  So far, I have written to all the 
residents along Matilda Street and the neighbouring streets not only emphasising the problem but also telling 
them that the police will be out there catching speeding vehicles and I hoped it would not be one of theirs.  I 
have taken that approach of writing to residents to make them more aware of the situation.  The police have done 
an excellent job.  They are in Matilda Street on a regular basis, but they cannot be there all the time.  The posting 
of this sign will reinforce that it is a 50-kilometre zone.   

I am very aware that the presumption is that if there is no signpost, it is a 50-kilometre limit.  Every motorist in 
Perth understands that now.  I am aware that putting a 50-kilometre sign on Matilda Street might establish some 
sort of precedent, and every member of Parliament will ask for every street in their electorate to have 50-
kilometre-an-hour signs.  However, there are some peculiarities about this street that would obviate creating that 
precedent.  Matilda Street is a single lane street in a built-up area, with parking along the street in a school zone.  
The configuration of the street makes it somewhat difficult and different from other streets outside other schools 
in my electorate.  It would be advantageous in the way that we go about posting signs to have a 50-kilometre 
limit sign in Matilda Street on a trial basis to see whether it has any effect.  If it does, fantastic; if it does not, the 
sign can simply be taken down.  I would very much appreciate the minister giving that some consideration.  I am 
sure it will receive the approval of those people living on or near Matilda Street, Huntingdale.   

MS A.J. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [10.08 am]:  I thank the member 
for Southern River for the grievance.  The member has been prosecuting this case for signage on Matilda Street 
with considerable vigour, and the member for Southern River is not a man to take no for an answer.  The 
member has identified what the Government has seen as the problem here: it wanted to be absolutely clear that 
the default setting for speed is 50 kilometres an hour in the metropolitan area, and that 60 kilometres an hour or 
greater is a speed that is sanctioned only where a sign indicates it.  That has been the reason, generally, that we 
have not used 50-kilometre signs.  Part of that policy recognises that where there are changes in the speed zones, 
it is appropriate to acknowledge that one is entering a 50-kilometre zone.  The member for Southern River has 
rightly argued that there is a transition between school zones and 50-kilometre-an-hour zones.  There is some 
merit in that argument.  Generally, the Government is reluctant to put up these signs, even in school zones, but a 
case has been made for them in this case.  One concern is that there can be a proliferation of signs.  However, the 
member for Southern River has suggested, quite sensibly, that signs are already in place in school zones to 
indicate a speed limit of 40 kilometres an hour, and that these signs could be backed with signs showing a speed 
limit of 50 kilometres an hour.  If that occurred, drivers travelling in one direction would be advised that they 
were entering a school zone, and those travelling out of the school zone would be advised that they were entering 
a zone with a speed limit of 50 kilometres an hour.   

The twin problems of addressing the default issue and dealing with signage are dealt with, to some extent, by this 
proposal.  The Government has agreed to monitor whether this signage will alter driver behaviour.  The impact 
of changes of this type must be monitored.  The Government does not want to put up signs in places where they 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 22 August 2002] 

 p486b-487a 
Mr Paul Andrews; Ms Alannah MacTiernan; Deputy Speaker 

 [2] 

will not have an impact.  The member for Southern River’s proposal will provide a useful opportunity to 
discover whether the introduction of signage for zones with a speed limit of 50 kilometres an hour in this setting 
will have any impact on driver behaviour.  The Government is approaching this proposal in a methodical way.  
Traffic counters will shortly be placed in Matilda Street to monitor the current speed and volume of traffic to 
provide a matrix.  The signage will then be put in place and, some months later, after traffic patterns have settled, 
the speed and volume of traffic will again be monitored, so that a judgment can be made on whether there has 
been any improvement in driver behaviour as a result of the signage.   

I am grateful for the persistence and advocacy of the member for Southern River because it has led to this trial, 
which will provide background information that will be useful in providing responses to the many requests that 
the Government receives for this type of signage.  This will be a genuine trial to see whether these signs are 
warranted as a general policy development.  I thank the member for not only his advocacy on behalf of his 
constituents, but also the important contribution he has made to the improvement of road safety research. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Grievances noted. 
 


