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SPEED LIMITS — ARMADALE ROAD 

Grievance 

MS A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (Armadale) [9.35 am]: I am directing this grievance to the Minister for Road 
Safety, in part because I think it is an opportunity to draw his attention to this road safety problem that we are 
experiencing with Main Roads and, in part, in recognition of the realities of grievances. If I directed a grievance 
to a minister who was not here, we would get a briefing through the departmental reports very similar to the ones 
I have been getting in my correspondence with the department on precisely the issue I want to contest. It goes to 
the attitude towards speed limits and the preparedness of Main Roads to move away from some very strict 
orthodoxies in assessing what is an appropriate speed limit for a road with a particular status within the road 
hierarchy.  

I must say that one of my concerns is that there is a great deal of inconsistency about the way in which Main 
Roads approaches this. We are having difficulty in our community now getting some adjustments made—
adjustments that I note are being made in other communities. One of the most pressing is the speed limit on 
Armadale Road as it goes through the Armadale town centre. It currently bears a speed limit of 70 kilometres an 
hour. I have been corresponding with Main Roads about this. It is an issue that has become of concern over the 
past two years because, as part of the revitalisation of the Armadale town centre, new roads have been created 
and traffic patterns have changed. Also, in the past year a major new shopping complex has been built, Armadale 
Central shopping complex, which opens on to Armadale Road. Armadale Road is now very much the northern 
boundary of the Armadale town centre. The opening of this very substantial new shopping complex has seen a 
great increase in pedestrian traffic across Armadale Road as people access the residential communities to the 
north to and from this new shopping centre. The increase in pedestrian traffic has emerged as a result of the 
changed configuration of the town centre.  

We have contacted Main Roads and said that lots of people have been contacting us; there has been an increase 
in pedestrian traffic there, therefore, we would like the speed limit on this road through our town centre to be 
reduced from 70 to at least 60 kilometres an hour. We are not asking for anything extraordinary. It is in an area 
that is quite neatly confined by the railway on one side—even a little further west, some people would like to see 
the speed limits lowered—and Albany Highway on the eastern side. We are talking about a stretch of road that 
goes through a town centre.  

Having made our request to Main Roads, we got information back with comments such as, “It is a primary 
distributor road,” which it is. We do not have a problem with that; it is a very long road. But we are talking about 
only the one section that passes through the town centre. Main Roads indicates, “We can’t reduce its speed from 
70 to 60 kilometres notwithstanding all the pedestrian traffic going to and fro.” We know this is not an adequate 
explanation. We know that the speed limit on Albany Highway itself—which has at least the same if not a higher 
rating in the road hierarchy—changes frequently from 70 to 60 kilometres an hour through the various town 
centres in my electorate. The speed limit is 60 kilometres an hour at the Armadale end, then it goes to 
70 kilometres an hour. When it gets into Kelmscott town centre—I hope the minister is listening to this—it 
reduces to 60 kilometres an hour. Logic says that it can be done on Albany Highway if it has been done on other 
roads like Guildford Road, which surely is of the same status and which has parts where the speed limit has been 
reduced to 60 kilometres an hour and in some parts 50 kilometres an hour, and on Beaufort Street, where the 
speed limit has been reduced to 40 kilometres an hour through the shopping precinct. However, we are not 
asking for a reduction to 40 kilometres an hour. We are asking for a bit of consistency and intellectual grunt to 
be put into this process so that where a primary distributor road goes through a town centre, Main Roads will be 
prepared to look at a reduction in speed. We see very much the same thing at Byford town centre on South 
Western Highway. The community there has long wanted a whole townscape redevelopment. The Labor Party 
was able to start that process when we were in government by putting in some lights at Abernethy Road, and 
now it is part of a much larger project as part of which the community members would like to see speed limited 
through the town centre. They have not been successful to date, but I am optimistic that that will be 
reconsidered. Again, the same logic must be applied as has been applied to other towns along that highway in 
allowing speed reductions through those towns. We have to ask Main Roads to be a bit more consistent when it 
responds. Main Roads cannot just say that it is a primary distributor road and therefore the speed limit must be 
70 kilometres an hour, because clearly that is not the case in all circumstances. We have to differentiate on a 
long road between its functionality and its role in that local community.  

Another example I can offer about which we have had some correspondence is Westfield Road. Again, that is a 
long road but not as long as the previous example. It is lower in status than a primary distributor or a district 
distributor. Some segments of that road near the railway have an increased volume of pedestrian traffic and 
residents have asked for the speed limit to be reduced to a 50-kilometre-an-hour zone. Again, the hierarchy says 
no. We need the hierarchy, and it is a sensible way of organising this, but it needs to be consistent.  
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MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys — Minister for Road Safety) [9.43 am]: I thank the member for Armadale for 
her grievance. I did not receive notice of the grievance until fairly late yesterday, and I questioned whether it 
should be addressed to me or to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Transport, who is 
responsible for Main Roads. I was told, no; that this was a road safety issue and the member wanted me to 
respond to it. I am always up for a challenge but, being a bit of a cynic, I wondered if there was an ulterior 
motive. I looked at the roads—Armadale Road in Armadale town centre, and Westfield Road between Cammillo 
Road and Railway Avenue, and Streich Avenue at the Kelmscott railway station. Then I saw South Western 
Highway through Byford town centre, which is in the electorate of my colleague the member for Darling Range. 
I wondered why the member for Armadale would be interested in that particular road. I realised why! The other 
three roads are in the member for Armadale’s state electorate, but the last one is where she is doorknocking at 
the moment. There had to be some reason for that road to be included in the grievance. The member has been so 
critical —  

Mr M.P. Whitely: She has always been interested in that area. She has been a great asset to that electorate. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Really! The member for Armadale has done nothing but criticise —  

The SPEAKER: Member for Bassendean, it is not your grievance; it is the grievance of the member for 
Armadale.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member for Armadale did nothing but criticise Main Roads all the way through her 
grievance. Main Roads came under the member’s jurisdiction for seven and a half years. We have been in 
government for only 20 months, but now the member has suddenly seen the light and there are problems in these 
areas! The member did nothing for seven and a half years. 

Point of Order 
Mr B.S. WYATT: The minister has spent a significant amount of time attacking the member for Armadale for 
raising a legitimate issue and by referring to the time of the previous government. The minister may not like the 
fact that he is the minister, but surely, Mr Speaker, you would appreciate that a grievance requires the relevant 
minister with the relevant jurisdiction to respond to the issues of concern that are raised.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Further to the point of order, Mr Speaker. Let me assure the member that I am delighted to 
be a minister and to be in government.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Answer the question then.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The grievance was put to me and I will answer the grievance in the way that I see fit. 
Quite frankly, I am responding to the criticism of one of our agencies that the member for Armadale has made 
throughout the whole of her speech.  

The SPEAKER: I am not going to make a ruling on the point or order. I want to hear from the minister and I 
hope, as is the case in this house, that we hear a response to the grievance that the member for Armadale has 
made. 

Grievance Resumed 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I will be delighted to respond. I am trying to respond. I did point out in my very first 
words that this grievance should have been addressed properly to the Minister for Transport through my 
colleague the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Transport in this house. We are talking about 
speed limits here. I know that the member for Armadale knows a lot about speeds and speeding—she is an 
absolute expert at that. The member for Armadale was a minister for seven and a half years and she did nothing. 
Now the member is bringing to me a grievance on road safety.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Let me tell the member for Armadale that I take road safety very, very seriously. I do.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Well answer the question and stop playing the buffoon.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I gee them up, don’t I? 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: You’re being a buffoon, minister; answer the grievance.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: You are a buffoon, my friend! 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members, this is grievance time. The member for Armadale has made the grievance. 

Minister, I would like to hear some reference to some of the questions raised by the member for Armadale. 
Might I also say to other members in this place that it is the member for Armadale’s opportunity and the 
minister’s opportunity—not other members’ opportunity.  
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am part of the Ministerial Council on Road Safety that looks at speed limits, obviously. 
However, this is the province of the Minister for Transport, and of Main Roads: they dictate what speed limits 
will be. I know for a fact that they take very seriously road safety when it comes to setting speed limits.  

I will refer to some examples, and the member for Armadale referred to one of them, certainly. Speed limits are 
one of the four planks that come within the Towards Zero road safety strategy. We take speed limits and road 
safety very, very seriously. In the 20 months we have been in government we have done more on road safety 
than members opposite ever did.  

Several members interjected.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Members opposite cannot stand it, can they? They hate the truth.  

Mr M.P. Whitely interjected.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member for Bassendean is one of the rudest people I have ever come across. I have 
got to say that. There are a few rude people on the other side but the member for Bassendean takes the crown!  

I will respond to the grievance of the member for Armadale. Main Roads is the agency with the legislative 
authority to set speed limits in our state. Main Roads works with local government and other government 
agencies such as the Department of Planning, the Department of Transport and the Office of Road Safety to 
review speed limits, particularly in areas of high pedestrian activity such as strip shopping centres with conflict 
between pedestrians and vehicles. In fact, Main Roads has progressed this in the form of demonstration projects 
in strip shopping areas. The member for Armadale gave the example of Beaufort Street, Mt Lawley, where the 
speed limit is 40 kilometres an hour during peak periods, and that limit is shown on electronic signs. The speed 
limit in Oxford Street, Leederville, is 30 kilometres an hour, and on Albany Highway through Victoria Park the 
speed limit is 40 kilometres an hour. Each demonstration project will include a before and after study to 
determine the effectiveness in reducing operating speeds and crashes, particularly those involving vulnerable 
pedestrians and cyclists—the most vulnerable in those areas. The government accepts that. We might have been 
in government for only 20 months but we have taken this so seriously that we will continue to progress this 
aspect of speed limits and signage to ensure the safety of pedestrians and other vulnerable people such as 
cyclists, of whom there are many on our streets now. In fact, we have seen that the reduction of speed limits has 
made significant differences in the past; for example, this occurred with the reduction of urban default from 
60 kilometres an hour to 50 kilometres an hour. Members might be surprised to know that that led to a 20 per 
cent reduction in crashes. Once again, the major beneficiaries of this were vulnerable road users, such as 
pedestrians, cyclists and, indeed, motorcyclists. These categories of road users are deemed to be the most 
vulnerable on our roads because they do not have the protection of a motor vehicle. That is the reason for the 
need to reduce speed limits in areas that the research identifies as problem areas.  

I have every confidence in my ministerial colleague the Minister for Transport in completing those sorts of 
studies. I will certainly pass on the examples that the member for Armadale has provided today. I assume—I 
could almost take it for granted—that he will, through Main Roads, investigate those issues, if they are not 
already being investigated. The member complained that if she had made this grievance through the 
parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Transport, all she would have received would have been an 
agency response from Main Roads. It probably would have been the case, because that is the way things work. It 
is how it worked when the member was the minister with responsibility for Main Roads. The member had seven 
and a half years to do something about this, but she did nothing about it. All of a sudden, she has seen the light. 
There must be an election in the air, because now the member is talking about areas other than areas in her 
electorate. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: This was an issue that I dealt with constantly.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Not in the member’s electorate.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: Constantly we were dealing with these issues. I pointed out to the minister that in 
Armadale Road — 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, minister; thank you, member. Further grievances. Member for West Swan.  
 


