
Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 3 June 2003] 

 p8013b-8021a 
Speaker; Mr Colin Barnett; Ms Katie Hodson-Thomas; Mr Terry Waldron; Mrs Michelle Roberts; Ms Alannah 

MacTiernan 

 [1] 

ROAD SAFETY, RESOURCES 
Matter of Public Interest 

THE SPEAKER (Mr F. Riebeling):  Today I received a letter from the Leader of the Opposition seeking to 
debate as a matter of public interest the following motion - 

That this House calls on the Gallop Labor Government to make road safety an immediate priority, by 
restoring funding for our roads, endorsing the proposed road safety strategy and ensuring that all 
available resources are utilised in the fight to save lives on our roads. 

If sufficient members agree to this motion, I will allow it. 

[At least five members rose in their places.] 

The SPEAKER:  The matter shall proceed on the usual basis. 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the Opposition) [3.17 pm]:  I move the motion.   

From day one the Labor Government has made a mess of road safety.  It appointed a minister for transport who 
just happened to have an appalling record of road safety.  The Premier said that the Government could deal with 
that, and transferred the road safety portfolio to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services.  The Premier 
said that this could be done without requiring any legislative changes; it was a simple and straightforward move.  
However, it was anything but.  Even today there is confusion about who has responsibility for road safety in a 
legislative sense.  This matter has been fumbled and fumbled.  This motion relates to the lack of priority and 
attention that the Government and the responsible minister have given to road safety.  As the motion states, the 
Government has failed to endorse the road safety strategy.  Why has that taken so long?  The Government has 
failed to get on with it.  There has been underspending in the police budget.  An issue was raised on the 
weekend.  Last week we saw what I still consider to be a farcical exercise of scattering Multanovas along the 
freeway, which caught some 8 000 motorists for speeding.  Despite the minister boasting in the House last year 
about a reduction in the road toll, the road toll is now higher than it was at this time last year.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  It is two higher.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  It is too high.  It was foolish for the minister to boast in the Parliament about how she had 
lowered the road toll, only for it to then rise.  She was also foolish to boast today that, thankfully, there were no 
deaths over the long weekend.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  There were two deaths; neither was due to speeding.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Does the minister think that will always be the case? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  I think that’s a really positive thing. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The minister came in here and boasted in question time -   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  One would assume that it is really positive that there were no deaths on the road due to 
speed.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The minister will have a chance to speak in a minute.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  Do not try to mislead Parliament.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Do members know what was wrong with the exercise that was conducted on the freeway 
last week?  The vast majority of people drive their cars responsibly and safely.  They care for other motorists on 
the road.  They do not need or want law-abiding citizens unnecessarily put into conflict with police.  Technically, 
someone who is two or three kilometres over the speed limit is speeding.  I do not make any excuse for speeding.  
However, it is not appropriate to put Multanovas along a freeway and pull over virtually every motorist for 
travelling with the flow of traffic, because technically the motorists are above the speed limit.  That just puts the 
vast majority of safe, careful and responsible drivers into conflict with the police.   

Motorists were angry last week because when they drive at other times of the night, they see car races taking 
place, drunk and reckless drivers behind the wheel and roads in poor condition, and that makes them wonder 
why they have been pulled over.  They wonder what the Government and the Minister for Police are doing 
stopping law-abiding citizens from going to and from work.  The Government’s statistics show there have been 
more deaths on country roads than on city roads.  The Government has its priorities wrong.  It should not harass 
law-abiding citizens.  It should stop people from drink-driving, speeding and driving recklessly on our roads.  
That is what the police and the cameras should be doing.  Why are speed cameras being painted black so that 
they are hidden, enabling the State to sneak up on our citizens and wave down motorists?  That is not the way to 
get the community to support road safety and improve its level of safety and care on the roads.  The Government 
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has it all wrong.  As proof of this Government’s lack of attention to road safety, according to the functional 
review committee, the Government has cut funding for road safety by some $50 million a year.  Significant cuts 
have been made to road funding in the first two budgets of the Labor Government.   

I probably do more driving on country roads than any member on the government side and most members on this 
side of the House.  When driving on country roads, it is obvious that vehicles are heavier and wider than they 
used to be.  The roads are deteriorating; they have soft, frayed edges.  Many young kids are dying on country 
roads because their cars are hitting the edges of the roads.  Salinity is exacerbating the problem in the wheatbelt.  
The material underneath the roads decays as the salt level rises.  The increased damage to the roads can be seen 
from week to week, yet the Government is cutting road funding.  That indicates an extraordinary lack of 
attention to what really matters.  We raise this MPI because we want the Government to give priority to road 
safety.  We want it to restore funding for road programs so that our roads are brought up to scratch.  We do not 
want drivers to lose their lives because they inadvertently hit the edge of the road or are forced to the edge of the 
road by another vehicle approaching from the opposite direction.  In those circumstances, a driver can lose 
control of his car and it can roll and cause the driver’s death.  The Government should direct its attention away 
from blitzes on the freeway that interfere with, annoy and irritate otherwise law-abiding citizens, and give 
priority to country areas where young kids are dying on our roads.  The Government should improve the 
condition of our roads and get the Police Service on the roads.   

Last weekend I saw police cars on country roads.  I drive on country roads most weekends, as I did last weekend.  
I acknowledge that I saw a couple of patrol cars.  However, on the vast majority of occasions when I drive on 
country roads, I do not see police officers.  The weekend before last I drove to Kalbarri and back, which is a six-
hour journey each way.  I saw only one patrol car in 12 hours of driving.  At least last weekend the police were 
out on country roads, which is where they need to be every weekend.   

MS K. HODSON-THOMAS (Carine) [3.24 pm]:  I also support this matter of public interest.  In the first 
instance, I congratulate the Minister for Police and Emergency Services for recommitting funding for the 
Australasian Spinal Research Trust.   

Mrs C.L. Edwardes:  It is only for 12 months though.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  At least the minister has committed to that funding, which is very important, and I 
place that on record.  Nevertheless, I agree with the Leader of the Opposition: road funding has been slashed, 
and there has been massive underspending on our roads.  Over the next four years, $200 million will be slashed 
from road funding, which is not a good policy for road safety initiatives.   

I will focus on the placement of the 13 Multanovas on the freeway, as did the Leader of the Opposition.  I am not 
at all opposed to Multanovas.  They have a place.  They send a message to the community that motorists must 
slow down.  The main killers on the roads are speed, driver fatigue, passengers not wearing restraints and drivers 
driving under the influence of alcohol.  Clearly, Multanovas have a place.  However, they should not be used in 
such a way that raising revenue is a priority ahead of saving lives.   

For the life of me, I cannot understand why the Government would place 13 Multanovas on a freeway, knowing 
that 96 000 vehicles will drive past them.  We know from media reports that 8 500 motorists were caught 
speeding in that campaign.  We also note that Assistant Commissioner John Standing has said that only between 
1 200 and 1 500 of those motorists will be issued with infringement notices.  That clearly shows that the exercise 
was designed to raise somewhere in the vicinity of between $120 000 and $150 000 in one day.  That is great!  It 
is fantastic.  It builds up the Government’s coffers, but it has done nothing to save lives on our roads.  Those 13 
Multanovas would have been better placed on country roads.  However, the exercise was not about saving lives; 
it was about raising revenue.  I say that because that is what the police have told me.  They do not place 
Multanovas where only a few vehicles drive past; they place them where the greatest number of vehicles will 
pass them.  That sends the message that the Government is not interested in saving lives, but in raising revenue.  
Frankly, that is not good enough.  The minister should take some responsibility and ensure that more police are 
placed on our roads.   

During question time today, the minister said that a weekend blitz was conducted.  I admit that I saw many 
police on our roads, which is fantastic.  However, it does not excuse the fact that the traffic management and 
road safety budget has been underspent this year.  The Treasurer was kind enough to interject on me today and 
say that there is one month left to spend the money.  Good luck!  However, I am sure the Government will not be 
able to deliver on that.  The important issue is to put more police on our roads.  Multanovas do not stop people 
from drink-driving and they do not pick up drivers who do not wear seatbelts or who are under suspension.  I 
have said that Multanovas have a place.  We on this side of the Chamber all agree that it is not good to speed.  
That message must be sent to the community.  However, placing 13 Multanovas in one day on a freeway is a 
joke.  It shows the community that the Government is interested only in raising revenue, not in saving lives on 
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our roads.  This is a matter on which all members in this place should be able to agree.  No member would like 
to lose a child or a family member due to a road accident.  That type of tragedy has impacted on many people.  I 
want to focus on a couple of other issues in relation to this matter, particularly the underspending on our country 
roads.  The Leader of the Opposition said that $200 million will come out of the Main Roads budget over the 
next four years.  That is simply not good enough.  That is happening because this Government has its priorities 
all wrong.  It wants to spend that money on its railway.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  It is not for the railway.  That is completely wrong.  You know that.  The cost of the 
railway has not increased.  It is quite evident.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  The minister and I will debate that on another day.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  The allocations in last year’s budget and this year’s budget are the same.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I am happy to take the minister’s interjections.  Her Government has its priorities 
wrong.  It wants to take money from the Main Roads budget.  It does not want to improve roads in the country.  
It wants to spend that money on its railway.  Public transport is as important to us as it is to the Government, but 
it has got this wrong.  This is about trying to save lives on our roads.  I know that a police blitz was recently 
conducted in your electorate, Mr Speaker.  I am sure many constituents will come to you and tell you that they 
were caught speeding or driving without a restraint or under suspension.  This is about getting police out on the 
roads.  We have seen the effects of that underspending over the past 12 months.  It is interesting.  I have 
discovered that 1 084 full-time employees were employed in traffic management in 2000-01, and that 1 066 
FTEs were employed in that area in 2001-02.  There is a natural decline.  In 2002-03, there were 1 013 full-time 
employees, and in the next financial year there will be 1 030 full-time employees in traffic management.   

I return to the minister’s interjection that the cut in spending is not about the railway.  The second dot point of 
significant issues and trends on page 762 of the Main Roads budget states -  

Main Roads has reflected in this budget the recommendation of the Functional Review Taskforce that 
the level of spending on road programs be reduced by $200 million over the period 2003-04 to 2006-07 
to enable the Government to meet its priorities in other core areas of spending. 

The Government’s other core areas of spending are its railway and the health budget.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Rubbish.  If you go back to last year’s budget, you will see that there is no increase in the 
allocation for the rail project.  We have not had to take that money out to accommodate the rail project.  We have 
taken it out because there has been an increase in the health budget.  It is evident.  It is exactly the rail project -  

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  The minister can stick to that line of thought, but the bottom line is that this is 
about funding the rail project, which is already $350 million over budget.  Believe me, we will debate that on 
another occasion.  The Government’s other core area of spending is health, and so it should be.  However, the 
Government has its priorities wrong.  It is not spending enough on maintaining the road system.  The 
Government can do all the spin-doctoring it likes, but more money needs to be spent on the roads in the regions 
to ensure that no fatalities occur on those roads.  I do not understand the view that Multanova placement should 
be in only the metropolitan area.  Multanovas should also be placed in the regional areas - all over the State.  
That is where the most deaths occur.  The Leader of the Opposition alluded to that when he said that there have 
been 16 tragic deaths on our freeways since January 2000, and 721 deaths - 23 times more - on country roads 
over that period.  That tells us that we should use these resources in the country.  Multanova placement should 
not just be about where the most number of vehicles travel.  It is simply not good enough if Multanova 
placement is all about raising revenue and not saving lives.   

I really hope that Multanovas never raise any revenue.  That would mean that people drive within the speed 
limit.  However, we know that is not the case.  We know that drivers speed from time to time.  There are many 
reasons for that.  The placement of Multanovas on our roads is interesting.  I have talked about that in this place.  
I have been told about the criteria.  Often we see a Multanova at the bottom of a hill or where the speed limit 
drops from 70 to 60 kilometres an hour or from 80 to 70 kilometres an hour.  There are many variables on our 
roads, and that is a serious problem.  The criteria need to be redressed.  We need to know that Multanovas are 
placed in and around locations at which tragedies have occurred to discourage people from speeding.  However, 
we can never, ever take away the role of police on our roads.  They are the very mechanism that drives home the 
message that people cannot drive while under the influence of alcohol - I hope the Government will do 
something about people driving while under the influence of cannabis - or without a restraint or licence.  First 
and foremost, we need a good road network.  The fact that the budget has been slashed in this way is of great 
concern to us.  This Government is hell-bent on raising revenue through Multanova placements.  Page 29 of the 
June-July 2003 issue of the Royal Automobile Club of WA’s Road Patrol focuses on road safety and states -  
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The Budget bottom line is that the State Government is taking more from motorists’ hip pockets and 
handing back less in the crucial areas of roads and road safety. 

That comes not from the Opposition but from the RAC.  It is critical of this Government.  The article continues -  

It is extremely disappointing that motorists are once again being asked to carry the burden of an 
increased tax take. 

Motorists will pay about five per cent more - or about $13 a year - as a result of increases in compulsory 
third party insurance premiums and stamp duties. 

. . .  

What makes these increases more galling is that, while the government was taking with one hand, it was 
refusing to give out with the other. 

At a time when the road toll is higher than last year - and rising - spending on key road safety initiatives 
was down. 

The RAC is amazed and extremely disappointed that there is no specific commitment to fund the Road 
Safety Strategy,  

I understand that the road safety strategy has been with the minister for some six months.  It was supposed to go 
to Cabinet, but we still have not seen it.  I asked the minister during the estimates hearings what was happening 
with the strategy, and all she could do was give me a glib answer.  I take this issue seriously, as I think does 
everyone in this place.  The question was worthy of an answer that explained what was happening with the road 
safety strategy.  It is of major concern to all of us that after six months this minister cannot come up with a 
signed-off strategy.  That RAC article also reads - 

 At a time when the Government should be doing more for road safety, it is actually doing less.   

That is the clear perception in the community.  No wonder people are cynical about Multanova placements.  I 
seriously cannot understand why 13 speed cameras were placed on the freeway in one day.  Okay - the aim may 
have been to catch a driver inadvertently speeding seven or eight kilometres an hour above the speed limit.  I do 
not suggest that speeding is the right thing to do - it is not at all.  The police mindset appears to be that people 
will drive at that speed over the limit, but they will slow down if they see the Multanova.  However, once they 
are past that area, they will start speeding again.  Maybe that is the case.  However, 13 cameras were located on 
our freeways in one day.  Why were they not in other locations?  Why were they not on country roads?  What 
does that tell the community?  It states that the Government is more interested in revenue raising than it is in 
saving people’s lives.  It does not matter how the minister tries to dress up the situation, that is the statement 
made.  People are cynical about Governments when Multanovas are placed in that way.  Speed cameras should 
be highly visible.  Cameras have a place on our roads, but placing 13 on our freeway in one day is an absolute 
joke.  It is typical of the lip-service this Government pays to road safety.   

MR T.K. WALDRON (Wagin) [3.42 pm]:  I support this matter of public interest.  The public is greatly 
interested in this matter because road safety is an imperative for us all.  We sometimes forget that we are talking 
about real people and real lives that are sometimes shattered forever and sometimes lost - we are talking about 
mums and dads, our children and our grandparents.  I am fair dinkum about road safety.  I have a background in 
road safety through my association with the WA Football Commission, and I have worked closely with the Road 
Safety Council.  I am particularly concerned about the number of deaths and injuries occurring on country roads.  
I today put forward a couple of positive suggestions.   

During question time, the member for Roe asked the minister about country representation on the Road Safety 
Council.  We heard members speak about the high number, as a percentage of population, of deaths and injuries 
on country roads when compared with those on metropolitan roads.  My association with the Road Safety 
Council has indicated the importance of bringing issues relating to country WA to that body.  The answer 
provided to the question highlighted the importance of appointing an appropriate person from country Western 
Australia to the council.  I am happy to make suggestions in that regard.  That representation is very important.   

Prevention is far better than trying to cure problems after the event.  Correctly targeted programs can reduce 
accidents.  The wearing of seatbelts and drivers in the 17 to 25-year age group are huge issues in country WA.  I 
am happy to work with anyone to improve the situation.  Funding for the Road Safety Council is very important 
- it needs all the money it can get.  If we can reduce the road toll and the number of injuries, the cost to the State 
will be greatly reduced.   

I now refer to a point raised in question time today.  Did the minister say that more police cars are on country 
roads, or was that the case only during the long weekend?   
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Mrs M.H. Roberts:  There are an additional seven cars - that is, over and above the normal number.   

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  That is good.  Police numbers are noticed more on the weekend.  Double demerit points 
are a step in the right direction.  I say to the Leader of the Opposition that I drive on country roads a great deal, 
as do most National Party members, and police cars are rarely seen on those roads.  It would be a positive step to 
have police cars more visible on our roads.  At the same time, I realise that restraints apply.  I want greater police 
vehicle numbers, but not to the detriment of everyday country policing.  Surely some of the underspending in the 
police budget could be directed to the police vehicle visibility effort.  This relates to saving people’s lives and 
the ongoing cost to the State.   

I now briefly refer to the condition of roads, which has a direct correlation to road safety.  Approximately 65 of 
110 road projects listed in the budget have been left without funding.  Tragically, 56 of those 65 unfunded roads 
are in regional Western Australia.  Many of our roads are becoming extremely dangerous places.  I will not list 
them all, but I will refer to a few of the many roads that need attention; namely, the Corrigin to Hyden road, 
Muirs Highway and the Bridgetown to Donnybrook road.  These dangerous roads are major economic and 
tourist routes used by people of all ages.   

One of the greatest budget disappointments for the National Party is the slashing of funding for local roads 
through the local government road group scheme.  I refer to local roads shared by school buses, family cars, 
trucks and road trains.  The Government has taken more than $14.6 million from the grants program, which 
historically has been used by country shires for road maintenance and expansion and improvement projects.  It is 
a critical area.  The Government needs to refocus on those grants.  I refer to gravel roads used by kids.  It is 
extremely important.   

I also urge the Road Safety Council and the Government to trial a demerit points buyback scheme.  The 
emphasis appears to have been placed on traffic enforcement by the police.  Almost $88 million has been 
dedicated to the cause - it is a sizeable amount.  The National Party believes that repeat offenders who have lost 
all their demerit points are a high-risk group.  I advocate a program to change their habits, not just by using the 
big stick but perhaps by using the carrot and the stick.  Currently, 1 808 drivers are under suspension in WA for 
having in excess of 12 demerit points, but the Government’s program does not educate those offenders.  The 
National Party’s point-redemption scheme would give repeat offenders the option of undertaking a government-
prescribed re-education program.  This would not apply to drink or drug-related offenders, who are subject to 
statutory penalties.  We must also teach young drivers that they are not invincible, and make them very much 
aware of dangers on our roads.  I believe the point-redemption plan was endorsed by the Road Safety Council 
prior to the last election, but it has since been shelved.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  That’s not correct.   

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  It is a good program and well worth looking at.  Drivers who lose 12 points have a 
problem.  We need to help and re-educate them.  If we can help 60 per cent of such drivers, maybe the road toll 
that we all hate will be reduced.  The plan represents a partnership between bad drivers and authority.  We must 
rehabilitate repeat offenders, not alienate them.   

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland - Minister for Police and Emergency Services) [3.48 pm]:  I am pleased to 
have the opportunity to talk about road safety in the House because it is an area of specific priority for me and 
the Government.  I will focus on speeding as today the arguments of people opposite have been more lacking in 
substance than any I have heard in this place before.  I was surprised that the Opposition raised this issue in a 
matter of public interest today, because this Government has done more in two years to improve road safety than 
the previous Government did in its entire eight years in office.   

Speeding is not simply something naughty to do: speeding kills about one-third of those killed on our roads 
every year; speeding is a significant factor on both city and country roads; and speeding is a factor in one-third 
of all road crashes.  Interestingly, people opposite say greater focus must be placed on country roads.  My 
remarks this afternoon will highlight how the Government is more strongly targeting country areas than was the 
case with the previous Government.  I note that fatalities in country areas comprise 60 per cent of the total 
number of fatalities.  That figure has remained fairly constant since those opposite were in government.   

Neither the Leader of the Opposition nor the member for Carine has done the necessary homework.  They 
presented very little evidence in the debate.  I will highlight some facts and figures that should be placed on the 
public record.  All we seem to hear from the member for Carine and the Leader of the Opposition is that they do 
not like Multanovas, and that they think people should have a fairer chance not to be caught by them.  They also 
suggested that they do not like Multanovas being black.  Maybe they should be multi-coloured, and people 
should be warned in advance; that is, people should be told when they are about to enter a speed-detection zone 
so that they slow down within that area.  What a nonsense!  The message would then be: “It’s okay to speed 
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everywhere else, just don’t speed in the speed-detection zones.”  It is quite a nonsense and undermines the 
Opposition’s argument on road safety.  The Opposition thinks that people should be able to get away with 
speeding and that they should know where the cameras are placed so they do not get caught.  The attitude of 
members opposite is that it is okay to speed and it is particularly okay to speed by a little bit, and people should 
not get caught or punished for it because members opposite do not like that.   

We have heard some nonsense from members opposite that the figures for fatalities, critical injuries and so forth 
this year are way up on those for previous years, when in fact they are not.  Our road safety record in terms of 
the raw statistics compares more than favourably with the record of the previous Government.   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas interjected.   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The member wants to interrupt because she does not want to hear the figures that will 
embarrass her and the Leader of the Opposition.  What a lot of rubbish from the member for Carine.  She had her 
chance in her speech.  She repeated the same things about 13 times and had no substance to her debate.  She 
presented no facts and repeated herself inanely.  She spoke slowly and rustled documents to find something to 
quote to fill in time.  She presented hopelessly this afternoon; she presented no argument, so how dare she 
interrupt me when I am about to put the facts on record.  The member for Carine presented no argument, no facts 
and no substance.  We have heard nothing of any consequence from her.  Here are the facts.  I know she does not 
like them because they show up the previous Government’s record very badly.  In 1998 there were 223 fatalities, 
in 1999 there were 217, in 2000 there were 212, in 2001 there were 165, and in 2002 there were 179.  The 165 
fatalities recorded in 2001 was the lowest number on record and 47 fewer than the previous year.  However, let 
us not go on the best year of this Government, let us go on the other years.  Let us look at the figures for 2002 - 

Several opposition members interjected. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Members opposite do not like me comparing the figures from 2001.  Let us have a look 
at the figures for 2002 and how the number of fatalities last year compares with the figures taken from when 
members opposite were in government.  In 2002 the figure was 33 down on 2000 - the last year of the previous 
Government.  It was 38 fewer fatalities than in 1999 and it was 44 fewer than in 1998 - members opposite were 
also in government in those years.  That alone is a saving of over 120 lives - 

Mr J.H.D. Day interjected. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  There is no general trend downwards if we consider the figures from the time of the 
previous Government.  During its eight years in government Western Australia went from being the State with 
the lowest fatality rate to the State with the highest fatality rate.   

Talk about people jumping in early and making fools of themselves.  Earlier this year members opposite said that 
after three months the road toll was up by 15 deaths and if that figure were extrapolated over the whole year we 
would have 60 more deaths and so forth.  I always caution people to be careful with statistics because the figures 
from a few weeks or a month here or there can make a significant difference to the outcome.  We now know that 
as of yesterday we were two deaths up on last year’s figure, which is not good enough.  I want to get the road toll 
figure down to less than that of last year.  Being up on last year’s figure is not a good thing.  However, there are 
fluctuations.  I am very pleased that although we are two fatalities up on last year, there have been 60 fewer 
critical injuries than at the same time last year.  In 2002 the number of critical injuries up to Monday, 3 June 
2002 was 183.  This year the figure up to Monday, 2 June is 123, which is a significant decrease - 60 critical 
injuries fewer than at the same time last year.  That is a success.  It is obviously not as successful as I would like 
it to be.  I would like there to be no critical injuries and no fatalities, but the fact of the matter is that there has 
been a huge decrease in the number of critical injuries over the last year; that is, 123 compared with 183.  The 
figure of fatalities at this stage could best be described as relatively static compared with last year, something 
about which I am not happy.  Therefore, we are continuing to put in place more and more strategies to reduce 
those critical injuries and fatalities.   

Members opposite have tried to focus on a number of things.  They have made allegations in the House that are 
not true.  They have suggested that a million dollars has been underspent in that area from the police budget.  
They have also suggested that there has been an underspending in a range of other areas of the police budget.  
However, I have again spoken to the Commissioner of Police about it today and his clear advice is that there is 
no underspending in those areas.  In fact, the budget papers do not reveal what members opposite are saying they 
reveal.  It is quite a nonsense.  The Commissioner of Police advises that the budget papers reflect a transfer of 
$7.4 million from the current funds to capital for the purchase rather than lease of equipment for the computer-
aided dispatch and related communications system 1A and 1B.  The budget figures reveal that there is no 
underspending.  I caution people opposite to not take any notice of what the member for Kalgoorlie says about 
the police budget.  If they want a briefing from the Commissioner of Police or the finance people from the Police 
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Service, I am more than happy for that to be arranged.  However, the member for Kalgoorlie cannot be trusted 
with budget figures or to represent them fairly.   

I commend the member for Wagin on his constructive comments about country roads this afternoon.  We are 
now focusing more and more on country deaths.  Many people will have seen on the news and, hopefully, many 
more will have seen on the highways last long weekend the specially marked highway patrol vehicles.  They 
were over and above the regular presence that we would normally have on the roads over a long weekend.  
People know that a certain number of police cars are routinely deployed on country roads from weekend to 
weekend.  On a long weekend we deploy more vehicles over and above that regularly high number.  We have 
now put in place seven highway patrol vehicles that have been specially painted and signed and are an additional 
resource to what has existed in country areas previously.  As I highlighted in question time, there have been, in 
my view - I think is it becoming increasingly the view of others - some difficulties with the way the Delta 
communications and information technology program was implemented in the Police Service and the whole 
concept of devolution to the local district level in which district superintendents determine their priorities.  When 
I was in opposition I thought it was a nonsense that a district superintendent could determine whether he would 
have a traffic unit operating out of his district.  Some districts had and maintained dedicated traffic units and 
others did not.  That was a choice made at that level.  As a consequence, in at least some of the districts a lesser 
priority was given to road safety.  My view is that we are better off with people dedicated to that task because 
otherwise we run the risk of officers’ time being consumed by other policing duties. 

As I said at the outset, the Government has given a clear priority to road safety.  During question time today I 
had the opportunity to outline a number of things this Government has done since attaining office.  I will take 
this opportunity to outline more things the Government has done to improve road safety in the State.  This is the 
first Government in Western Australia to be totally accountable for road safety spending.  I tabled a document in 
this House last month.  When I did so I indicated that the Government intends to spend approximately 
$76 million in 2002-03 on road safety.  That is almost double the revenue received from speed and red-light 
cameras.  Funding for the State’s black spots has been increased by $8 million, bringing it to a total of 
$60 million over four years.  It is designed to reduce fatalities and serious injuries at the worst parts of the State’s 
road network.  This is the type of strategy that will help us further reduce critical injuries and fatalities.  A new 
$2 million community grants program has been introduced for community-based road safety projects in local and 
regional communities.  It will be spread over four years. 

Mr T.K. Waldron interjected. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Yes.  The Government has implemented a road awareness program, which is a 
$1.4 million comprehensive statewide road safety program for children, young people and their parents as an 
investment in the future of road safety.  It is designed to complement the introduction of the graduated driver 
training and education system for learner drivers.  The Government has introduced a pre-driver training course in 
high schools to improve the cognitive skills of young people before they seek learners permits.  This change, 
coupled with the new hazard perception test, is the most comprehensive change to driver training undertaken in 
the past 20 years.  I am sure most members of this House had a probationary period of one year when they first 
obtained their licences.  They were not required to keep a logbook of supervised driver training, which is now a 
requirement for young drivers.  The best research available to the Government indicates that longer periods of 
supervised training in the early years pays dividends in reducing the number of fatalities among that cohort of 
young people.  The Government introduced the urban speed limit of 50 kilometres an hour towards the end of 
2001.  It is designed to reduce the number of fatalities and serious injuries on the State’s roads.  When in 
government, the Liberal Party stalled on this initiative for a number of years.  It was introduced in part, if not 
wholly, in other States.   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  The Government has simply taken over our initiatives. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The member for Carine has not been in Parliament as long as some other members and I.  
Towards the end of the previous Labor Government, the member for Nollamara chaired a committee that 
recommended lowering speed limits in suburban areas.  The previous Government spent eight years talking 
about it.  Even then, it was looking at introducing it on a piecemeal basis.  It was prepared to let various local 
government authorities across the State opt in or out depending on whether they liked it.  I was advised that 
would incur approximately $6 million in costs for additional signage across the State in zones with a speed limit 
of 50 kilometres an hour.  Upon my recommendation, this Government decided to set a default speed limit of 50 
kilometres an hour.  It provides for a clear system across the State, not a piecemeal one in which the speed limit 
would apply in certain urban areas and country towns and not others. 

A trial of flashing lights at school crossings has also been introduced to try to improve road safety near schools.  
The double demerit point program has been introduced during holidays and long weekends to curb the road toll 
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at those times.  We know those are the times that people who do not normally undertake long country journeys 
are on the roads.  They are at some degree of risk.  The Government has also banned the use of hand-held mobile 
phones while driving in order to improve road safety.  I raised that as an issue on the basis of a petition I 
received from students at Aranmore Catholic Primary School in 1995.  I raised it in debate in this House a 
number of times.  Again, the previous Government did nothing to implement the initiative.  It was implemented 
in this Government’s first year.  Western Australia was the last State to do so.  Why?  Because the coalition 
parties had not introduced it. 

I have also advocated support for the banning of vehicle advertising that depicts dangerous and illegal acts that 
may be counterproductive to the State’s road safety messages.  Although the State spends a significant amount 
on road safety advertising, a significantly greater sum is spent by the manufacturers of motor vehicles in 
promoting their various products.  It is important to counter their advertising.  I am glad that the Leader of the 
Opposition is back in the House because he said he did not know anything about not endorsing the road safety 
strategy when his party was in government.  He screwed up his face as if to ask what it had to do with him.  He 
acted as if he was not the minister responsible for road safety.  He was a member of the Ministerial Council on 
Road Safety.  As Minister for Education, he had a role to play.  He did nothing at all to advance any strategy for 
road safety. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  On what basis do you say that? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  It is fact.  Did the Leader of the Opposition not attend any meetings; did he not know 
what was going on? 

The House has heard a lot of nonsense today from members opposite who have tried to portray a situation that 
we are at crisis point on road safety.  I have been able to illustrate that this Government’s figures for the number 
of fatalities and critical injuries compare more than favourably with the figures of the previous Government.  
The figures are significantly better.  I am not talking just about one, two or half a dozen fewer fatalities a year.  I 
am talking about dozens of fewer fatalities a year for the two completed years of this Government.  Critical 
injuries are down by 60 incidents this year when compared with the same period last year.  I have cited the 
figures: 123 compared with 183.  It indicates to me that we are going in the right direction.  I also outlined to the 
House this afternoon the huge number of road safety initiatives that this Government has put in place.  I am 
hopeful they will have a continuing benefit, particularly some of the education and training programs for learner 
drivers.  I anticipate that we will see dividends from those initiatives for many years to come.  It appears that we 
are having this debate because the Opposition was offended by Assistant Commissioner John Standing’s 
decision to place all Multanovas on the freeway last week.  The Opposition does not like that strategy.  The only 
sensible thing I heard the member for Carine say in Parliament this afternoon was when she quoted John 
Standing.  Members have raised the issue of country involvement in the Road Safety Council and John 
Standing’s experience.  No-one in the Road Safety Council has more experience than John Standing.  He has 
over 30 years experience in policing.  Members opposite will know that he has spent a significant number of 
those years in country areas.  His most recent country appointment was as commander of the northern region.  
Under the previous Commissioner of Police, he was based in the north of the State and had command 
responsibility for that area for a number of years.  As I said during question time today, he has a very honest 
approach to his job and to policing.  The approach is best described as firm but fair.  I do not doubt for a moment 
that John Standing was totally genuine about increasing the awareness of road safety, reducing the road toll and 
reducing critical injuries when he embarked upon that program last week.  The program was not done in 
isolation; it was complemented by the new squad of highway patrol cars.  It was also complemented by a 
“gauntlet” approach, as it has been called colloquially by John Standing.  It involves a combination of police 
officers and Multanovas targeting drivers along the same stretch of road so that if offenders are not picked up the 
first time, they are picked up a bit further along.  People who have been through a Multanova think that they can 
then speed to their hearts’ content because there will not be another one for a long distance, but under this 
approach there is another one just a short distance along the road.  That gauntlet strategy has been employed 
previously with some success on other roads.  The freeway exercise was a new initiative, and I congratulate John 
Standing for trying something new, and for increasing people’s awareness of road safety.  As I said in question 
time, one thing we know about last weekend’s road toll is that neither of the two deaths that occurred was 
attributed to speeding.  That is a very positive outcome.  I am disappointed that members opposite berate the 
program and say that it was just revenue raising when we can point to such a positive outcome of there not being 
a single death due to speeding over the past long weekend.  About 99 per cent of the motorists on the freeway 
did not have an issue, because they were not exceeding the speed limit by more than a couple of kilometres an 
hour, and therefore did not receive a speeding fine.  Our commitment to road safety is further underlined by the 
fact that we double only the demerit points, not the fines, for those offences that are killers on our roads - drink-
driving, speeding and failure to wear seatbelts. 
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The member for Wagin raised the issue of seatbelts in country areas.  During the Estimates Committee, his 
colleague the member for Roe represented the National Party on road safety issues.  I highlighted to him the 
“belt-up” campaign that is being run in country areas.  My commitment to road safety is such that I am more 
than happy to travel to regional areas regularly to promote that message.  Only a fortnight ago I was in Geraldton 
promoting the campaign at a local football match.  It is a country campaign, with advertising on television and 
radio that goes only to the country, and advertising in The West Australian that went only into the country 
editions.  In country areas up to 30 per cent of people involved in serious crashes have not been wearing 
seatbelts, whereas more than 95 per cent of people in the city areas wear seatbelts.  We have work to do in 
country areas.  The chances of survival for people involved in crashes who are not wearing seatbelts are reduced 
by about 90 per cent.  There is a significant advantage to wearing a seatbelt, and that is the focus of our current 
country campaign.  

MS A.J. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [4.13 pm]:  To set the record 
absolutely straight, I will add a few points to the comments made by the Minister for Police and Emergency 
Services.  It is true that we have seen a cut in the road budget.  The Government has been very up-front and open 
about that.  The budget papers stated that over the next four years some $200 million will be removed from that 
budget.  However, it is important to understand that this cut has been confined to the road expansion program.  
Because of the Government’s concerns about safety, it has quarantined two major programs from any 
expenditure cut.  The first of those programs is maintenance.  The Leader of the Opposition claimed that 
maintenance of roads was going backwards, roads were not being maintained and were falling away at the edges.  
The Government has increased the amount allocated for road maintenance.  I will provide some of the key 
figures.  In 2001-02 $378.5 million was allocated to road maintenance.  Last year that was increased to 
$405 million, and in the current budget, it is increased further to $432 million.  The second area quarantined 
against cuts was funding for black spots.  As the Minister for Police said, the Government has contributed an 
extra $8 million to that program, which is targeted specifically to safety issues. 

I also want to address the notion of the country versus the city, and make it very clear that an increasing 
proportion of the road budget is being spent in rural Western Australia.  The performance of the present 
Government is much better than that of the previous Government, which was obsessed with the Graham Farmer 
Freeway and the duplication of the Narrows Bridge.  In 2001-02, 48.6 per cent of the budget was spent in the 
metropolitan area, and 51.4 per cent in rural areas.  Last year 48.4 per cent was spent in the metropolitan area 
and 51.6 per cent in rural areas.  In the budget for 2003-04, 46.8 per cent will be spent in the metropolitan area 
and 53.2 per cent in rural areas.  The issues being raised by the Opposition are therefore furphies.  The 
Government in fact is increasing the amount of money being spent on road maintenance and on black spot 
funding.  An increasing proportion of the budget is being spent in country areas.   

One other step the Government is taking is the accreditation of heavy haulage drivers.  Western Australia is the 
first State in this county to introduce mandatory accreditation for heavy haulage operators, where long vehicles 
and road trains are mixing with other vehicles.  We have introduced higher standards for those drivers.  In 
another first for Australia, we have begun a campaign to increase driver awareness of the needs of heavy haulage 
operators.  We are dealing with both sides of the equation - ensuring that heavy haulage operators have higher 
standards, and that motorists have increased awareness.  In addition, the Government has doubled the amount of 
money it is spending on enforcement of heavy haulage operations.  Combining all these things shows that the 
Government’s focus on road safety has been smarter and bigger than that of the previous Government.  

Question put and a division taken with the following result - 
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Ayes (19) 

Mr R.A. Ainsworth Mrs C.L. Edwardes Mr B.K. Masters Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.P.D. Edwards Mr P.D. Omodei Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr B.J. Grylls Mr P.G. Pendal Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr M.F. Board Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr R.N. Sweetman Mr J.L. Bradshaw (Teller) 
Mr J.H.D. Day Mr A.D. Marshall Mr M.W. Trenorden  

Noes (26) 

Mr C.M. Brown Mr R.C. Kucera Mr N.R. Marlborough Mrs M.H. Roberts 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr F.M. Logan Mrs C.A. Martin Mr D.A. Templeman 
Mr A.J. Dean Ms A.J. MacTiernan Mr M.P. Murray Mr P.B. Watson 
Dr J.M. Edwards Mr J.A. McGinty Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr M.P. Whitely 
Dr G.I. Gallop Mr M. McGowan Mr J.R. Quigley Ms M.M. Quirk (Teller) 
Mr J.N. Hyde Ms S.M. McHale Ms J.A. Radisich  
Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr A.D. McRae Mr E.S. Ripper  

            

Pairs 

 Mr R.F. Johnson Mrs D.J. Guise 
 Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mr S.R. Hill 
 Mr M.G. House Mr J.B. D'Orazio 

Independent Pair 

Dr E. Constable 

Question thus negatived. 
 


