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TRAFFIC WARDEN - ST BENEDICT’S PRIMARY SCHOOL 

577. Dr J.M. WOOLLARD to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services: 
In light of the dangerous situation now facing the schoolchildren trying to cross Canning Highway in Ardross 
without a crossing guard -  
(1) Will the minister table the report on the independent review of the children’s crossings program of 

Western Australia? 
(2) Will the minister define the criteria used to place or remove traffic wardens; for example, is it a 

minimum of 20 students and 750 cars equalling a product of 15 000? 
(3) Considering that 43 000 cars travel on Canning Highway each day, what dispensation did the School 

Crossing and Road Safety Committee give to that fact when making its decision to axe the crossing 
guard at that location? 

(4) Will the minister review the decision to withdraw the traffic warden from St Benedict’s Primary School 
before a child using that unguarded crossing is killed? 

(5) If not, will the minister apply the same criteria to government members’ schools? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of the question. 
(1)-(5) I received a copy of the report today.  I was told that we had only one, but I give the member an 

undertaking that I will get another copy produced.  I do not have the report here today, but as soon as I 
can I will provide her with a copy.  Members are probably well aware that the School Crossing and 
Road Safety Committee is chaired by a WA Police inspector and was established by Parliament.  It 
basically follows guidelines.  Its recommendation two years ago was that there were not the 
requirements for a type A crossing at the location in question.  Main Roads had already moved to put 
two pedestrian signals either side of that location.  The location did not meet the criteria because the 
number of students required is at least 20 and a requisite number of vehicles is required, and then the 
multiplier, of which the member is aware, is applied.  I know that the member is very keen that they 
should change, but those criteria have not changed and the judgment was made on that basis.  Thirteen 
student pedestrians were using the crossing in 2001, which was short of the 20 students required.  
Another audit taken in May of this year found that the largest number of student pedestrians using the 
crossing was 10, so the crossing clearly falls short of the criteria.  The role of the School Crossing and 
Road Safety Committee is to protect students of all 1 072 schools across the state.  The question is how 
we allocate resources.  It is most appropriate that a set of parameters must be met, and it is appropriate 
that those parameters must be reassessed from time to time.  However, under the current criteria this 
crossing clearly falls short of the requirement for a type A crossing.  As the member is aware, a type B 
crossing has been offered.  I understand that people have been willing to put up the money so that it 
could take place, but apparently the school is not interested in that.  A role that I take very seriously - 
and I support the School Crossing and Road Safety Committee in the role it plays - is that of trying to 
find the best method of providing protection for all our students crossing thousands and thousands of 
roads and getting to thousands of schools across the state.  It is only appropriate that if we are to protect 
all those students, we do it by a proper process under which criteria are set and enforced.  In this case it 
was very clear two years ago that the St Benedict’s school was not meeting the criteria.  The then 
minister indicated that the crossing would continue because the school would run a campaign to get 
more students to use the crossing.  As is apparent from the numbers I have given, the numbers have 
continued to decline.  In light of the work undertaken by Main Roads to install two sets of signalled 
pedestrian crossings on either side of the location, it seems it would not meet the criteria.  If the school 
can provide evidence that the numbers have changed, I am happy to have the School Crossing and Road 
Safety Committee re-evaluate the crossing. 

 


