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ROAD SAFETY SYSTEM - INDEPENDENT REVIEW 
Motion 

MR J.E. McGRATH (South Perth) [6.40 pm]:  I move - 

That this house acknowledges the loss of 64 lives on Western Australian roads this year, nine in the 
weekend just gone, and calls on the government to undertake a comprehensive and independent review 
of the road safety system. 

This is like coming on after the main act!  Just like the situation in Esperance, road safety is a very important 
issue and it is on the mind of everybody in the community at the moment.  I remind the house that on 16 August 
last year I introduced a motion to this house on road safety.  That motion called on the government to undertake 
a thorough and comprehensive review of the road safety system to develop an integrated and evidence-based 
approach to road safety.  Members who were in the chamber might recall that the minister did not agree to the 
motion being passed.  It is still on the books.  My very good friend the member for Murray had the floor when 
the debate was last adjourned, which was just before last Christmas.  The situation has arisen on our roads in the 
first three months of this year in which there have been 64 fatalities.  Only last weekend there were nine 
fatalities.  As such, we thought that we would bring forward a new motion which, very simply, calls for similar 
action by the government.  I do not expect the minister to support this motion because we have been down this 
track before.  The opposition asked the Premier a question yesterday and I was disappointed that the Premier said 
that the opposition was trying to politicise road safety.  That is certainly not the case. 

Something needs to be done about road safety.  I have a suggestion that I will make to the minister later on in the 
debate.  We might be able to come up with a formula in which we can get people together as a community in 
some form of a summit rather than having an independent review.  I had a meeting today with the Executive 
Director of the Office of Road Safety, Iain Cameron.  I thank the minister for facilitating that meeting.  I have 
got the feeling that the more I spoke to Mr Cameron the more I realised that he has a message to tell the people.  
Unfortunately, that message is not getting through because all that the Office of Road Safety does, does not get 
into the newspapers.  All that the minister says about the Office of Road Safety in this house does not get into the 
newspapers.  As much as we might try to get that message across it is clear that the message is not getting 
through to the public of Western Australia.  I was very pleased to hear from Mr Cameron that the Office of Road 
Safety will be holding more community meetings.  The community meetings will be held around the state.  I 
believe one will be held in Albany.  I spoke to the member for Albany about it the other day.  There will be one 
in Geraldton and one in Collie.  The member for Avon is organising one in Northam.  The problem with the 
meetings is that although they are very good they do not get to the community as a whole.  The meetings will be 
publicised by local papers, which is good.  It is great that the Office of Road Safety is getting out there.  Maybe 
we need some type of a forum.  We can call a summit and we can do it on a bipartisan basis.  Summits have been 
held in this chamber.  There was a summit on water when the Gallop government came to power.  There was 
also a summit on drugs.  Road safety is a very important issue and we want to work in a bipartisan way with the 
government on this.  Maybe a summit will be the answer.  People such as Iain Cameron from the Office of Road 
Safety, the minister, the medical profession, the police and people from Monash University will be able to give 
evidence.  Monash University does a lot of research on road safety.   

Some of the suggestions we hear from the community could be relayed at the summit.  The problem with a lot of 
the research on road safety is that it is evidence-based and it is very difficult for a lot of people to grasp.  If we 
can simplify the message for the many thousands of motorists on the roads, we can take the community with us 
on this.  That is the message we are getting from the community.  The big stick approach does not always work.  
I have heard the minister talk about this.  Road safety is an area in which people have to take responsibility for 
their actions. 

I will talk about why people are concerned about road safety.  For a start, too many people are being killed on 
our roads.  It is shocking.  Sixty-four people have been killed so far this year; nine only last weekend.  As 
someone said to me the other day - I have said this in the house before - if we lost nine Western Australians in a 
combat zone, there would be uproar.  We lose lives on the roads.  It is needless and senseless.  Members from 
both sides of the house have spoken about this. 

People are sick and tired of seeing aggressive, reckless, impatient and inconsiderate drivers on our roads.  The 
Premier talked about driving from Bunbury to Mandurah and other vehicles were whizzing past him on the road.  
I recently drove down to Pinjarra.  I set my car’s cruise control when I was on the freeway and other cars were 
whizzing past me.  My cruise control was set at just over 100 kilometres an hour, as most people do. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  I am sure it was right on the limit! 
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Mr J.E. McGRATH:  People were whizzing past me.  We all know that people speed.  We also see people 
being very aggressive on the roads.  I have lived in Melbourne, which is a busy city.  I think our drivers are more 
aggressive and more inconsiderate than drivers in some bigger cities.  Drivers over here will not let other drivers 
into a spot in a lane; they will speed up to keep others out of a lane of traffic.  Some will not let other drivers 
onto a busy road if they are coming from a side street.  Why are people so inconsiderate?  It is something I 
cannot get my mind around.  People see other drivers whiz past them and cut in and out of traffic and clearly 
break the law and get away with it yet they may go through a Multanova and get a fine.  That makes a lot of 
people feel a bit sick.  They may think to themselves that they know that they did the wrong thing and got pinged 
because they were speeding and now they will have to pay a fine.  They may go out in their cars again the same 
day and see others driving irresponsibly and dangerously and risking their own lives and those of other people.  
That is the sort of thing that makes people sceptical about driving on the roads.  People may get caught but they 
know that they are not dangerous drivers.  However, they must pay the price. 
We have spoken in this house many times about the scepticism people hold about Multanovas and the fact that 
the Office of Road Safety is funded by traffic fines.  I accept that we must have Multanovas; we must have speed 
limits.  The Premier accused me yesterday of supporting people driving fast.  I have never done that.  However, I 
did not support dropping the speed limit to 40 kilometres an hour in all suburbs.  The next thing we know we 
will have people with flags walking in front of cars!  We have to let the traffic keep flowing but I have never 
condoned people breaking the law.  People are also a bit sick of Grant Dorrington.  I know Grant Dorrington 
well. 
Mr M.P. Whitely:  You just contradicted yourself by saying that people who drive over the speed limit aren’t 
dangerous drivers. 
Mr J.E. McGRATH:  No, I did not.  I said that people who are caught by a Multanova driving five or six 
kilometres an hour over the limit in a 50-kilometre zone are not the people who are dangerous on our roads.   
Mr M.P. Whitely:  What about the ones doing 115 or 120? 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  I have no problem with that.  I say that people who are speeding well over the limit must 
pay the price, and they should not be on the roads.  I had a meeting the other day with the police at Joondalup 
and they told me that a woman was driving at 180 kilometres an hour in an 80 kilometres-an-hour zone.  
Mr P.B. Watson:  What about someone doing 93 in an 80 zone? 
Mr J.E. McGRATH:  I do not condone that.  What I am saying is that most people who get caught for speeding 
only a few kilometres an hour over the limit in what might be a safe street with no-one else on the road still have 
to pay the fine because they were speeding.  However, what annoys them is when they go out on the road and 
someone whizzes past them doing 40 kilometres an hour over the limit, but that person does not get caught. 
Mr P.B. Watson:  But where do you draw the line? 
Mr J.E. McGRATH:  I am talking about what people are telling me; this is the scepticism that is out there in the 
community.  If it is preferable, have no tolerance at all for speed or for alcohol.  People are saying it is very easy 
to get caught going through a Multanova.  They do not go out deliberately to do it. 

Mr P.B. Watson:  We have a standard with alcohol when we drive.  Why don’t we have it with speed?  If 
people go over the alcohol limit, they’re gone. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  We do have that.  

Mr M.J. Cowper:  It is completely different.  The situation is that a police officer has a laser speed gun by the 
side of the road, and he usually gives nine kilometres an hour tolerance in a 110 zone.  That is just the rule of 
thumb that police will use.  Under that speed, they used to give a caution; they’d chat to the person and speak to 
him about his driving behaviour. 

Mr M.P. Whitely:  You are talking sense, but you are arguing against your own spokesman.  

Mr M.J. Cowper:  No I am not; I am reinforcing what he said.  A Multanova has a tolerance of only four 
kilometres an hour, and I know people who have been done for five kilometres an hour over the limit.  

Ms J.A. Radisich:  I’ve been done for 62. 

Mr M.J. Cowper:  There’s my point.  The key plank of this issue is that the whole strategy for safety in this 
state is based around Multanovas and speed, not about all the other issues that attend the road safety message. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  The point I am making is that a lot of the drivers who get caught by Multanovas are not 
the drivers who are the big risk factor on our roads - the people who go speeding past us on the road.  I wonder 
how people can drive at those speeds in built-up areas.  They are the dangers on the road.  I see them and 
sometimes I think I would like to get their numbers and just put them in.   
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A statistic that came to my attention the other day is that Western Australia has a greater proportion of fatalities 
than New South Wales.  I could not believe that statistic, because I have driven in Sydney.  I have driven on the 
freeways in New South Wales, and they are very hairy places to drive.  These are the figures that have been 
produced by the Road Traffic Authority in New South Wales.  In New South Wales in 1978 there were 27.4 road 
fatalities per 100 000 people.  Last year this figure had fallen to less than 7.5 fatalities per 100 000 people.  In 
Western Australia last year the rate was 9.1 per 100 000 people.  I would never have credited that that would be 
the case.  

Mr A.P. O’Gorman:  There are so many variables in your statistics.  We have more vehicles per head of 
population.  

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  Does the member think that we have more cars in Western Australia than they have New 
South Wales? 

Ms J.A. Radisich:  Per capita, we do.  

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  The member should provide evidence of that.  It is still a statistic that has to be looked at.  
We do not have the best drivers in Australia.  We have terrible drivers compared with some other states.   

Another matter that I have raised this week, and on which I have had some reasonable feedback, is that we do 
not reward people for driving well.  A person can drive all his life and never get one demerit point, and what 
does he get for that?  Nothing.  It is likely he will stay alive on the road, and will not be hit at an intersection by 
some crazy driver. 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman:  There are benefits in the area of insurance.  If you’re a regular speeder, and you’re caught 
and you’re honest on your insurance application, you’ll have increased insurance premiums. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  Insurance companies give away homing pigeons and boomerangs.  They do not give 
away much; the member knows that.  I asked why we do not have a reward system in the form of a discount on 
the driver’s licence. 

Ms J.A. Radisich:  We’re rewarding P-plate drivers. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  We should be rewarding all good drivers.  I asked the member for Moore the other day 
whether he had ever had a demerit point, and he said never.  I have had a few, though I have never lost my 
licence, but he said he had never lost a demerit point in his whole life.  I thought it was fantastic that there are 
people out there like that, but they get nothing for it.  That is one thing we should look at.   

Another thing I have often thought about is that once a person gets a licence, he or she is never retested.  We 
retest them when they are at 80 years of age to ascertain whether they can still see. 

Mr M.J. Cowper:  Seventy-five.  
Mr J.E. McGRATH:  Whatever the age is, for all those years a person holding a licence is never retested.  For 
instance, how many people know the rules of the road?  How many people know the rules for going through 
roundabouts?  We see people indicating before they even get to the roundabout.  People do not know the rules.  
It is the same with amber lights.  How many drivers know what the rule is with amber lights?  I guarantee that a 
lot do not.  They get to an amber light and think they are taking a risk going through it, and then five or six cars 
will follow them through.  What is wrong with having some sort of random testing of drivers, say, after 10 
years?  It could be a theory and practical test; who knows? 

Ms J.A. Radisich:  What good is random testing of drivers?  We should be focusing our efforts on the hoon 
drivers.  

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  If it were not done randomly, the department might not be able to handle the workload.  
However, if people know that there is a likelihood that they will be required to be retested after 10 years, they 
may keep their knowledge up. 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman:  If you’re a good driver and you haven’t had any demerit points in 10 years, should you be 
randomly retested? 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  Maybe that would not happen.  These are just things we are tossing up, because we are 
saying that we should consider everything.  These are options.  I am not saying that they are the answers and we 
should do all of them, but these are things that I think about and that people talk to me about.  The minister 
would have people telephoning him about these things, as would the Office of Road Safety.  Having a licence to 
drive a car is a great privilege.  We get it at the age of 17 or 18, and then we never have to prove our expertise or 
knowledge of the road from then on.  Someone telephoned me the other day and asked what the law was at a 
Give Way sign.  Is it necessary to stop?  I said I would check, so I asked a police officer.  It is not necessary to 
stop at a give way sign; it is legal to drive through it, but the driver must give way to all vehicles.  We are trying 
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to find out why people are having collisions on the road, when the Office of Road Safety is doing its best to 
prevent collisions. 

Ms J.A. Radisich:  Don’t you accept the proposition that we will always have collisions and road deaths? 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  The Office of Road Safety says that we should not accept that.  It is like going to war and 
saying we are going to have casualties.  We do not want to lose one soldier in Iraq.  We do not say that we are 
going into Iraq and that we will probably lose 500 soldiers.  We must try to keep the figure as low as we can, but 
this is about responsibility.  

Ms J.A. Radisich:  You’re actually saying that the government needs to be responsible for the number of road 
deaths, most of which are caused by reckless or irresponsible individuals.  

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  I am not saying that.  I am saying that the government must respond to the community 
feeling that the message is not being heeded.  The minister would have to agree with that.  Grant Dorrington 
himself said one day that he did not know what was going on.  We had a great year in 2005.  All the figures were 
coming down; it was a terrific year.  Strategies were working, and then all of a sudden the figures started to go 
up.  We must be aware of that.  There is no magic bullet that will fix everything, but we must discuss these 
things.  That is why I am saying that maybe there should be some sort of a summit.  The Office of Road Safety 
has realised that the public wants some openness, consultation and transparency.  That is perhaps what we can do 
as a Parliament.  We can let people know that this Parliament is concerned.  We want to have a summit and we 
should bring together all the best expertise. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders.  
 


