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ROAD SAFETY — WHEATBELT REGION 
Motion 

HON MARTIN ALDRIDGE (Agricultural) [11.31 am] — without notice: I move — 
That this house — 

(a) notes that the wheatbelt region has the highest killed or seriously injured rate per capita of road 
traffic accidents in the state; and 

(b) proposes initiatives and strategies to government to improve road safety in the wheatbelt and 
in turn reduce the social and economic impacts of road trauma on our regional communities 
and the state. 

It is an extremely important matter that I bring to the attention of the house today. It is not a matter that members 
have not discussed in other forms previously. Last year during members’ statements, I spoke about the work the 
Cancer Council does in Western Australia. At that time I made the comment that cancer is something that 
probably touches all of us in this place in some shape or form and I think it is fair to say that the same can be 
said about serious road accidents, particularly in the state’s regional areas. I want to have a mature conversation 
today about the real and not perceived problems facing the wheatbelt and have a constructive debate about the 
strategies to mitigate road deaths and serious injuries in the regions. We tried to do that earlier in the year during 
debate on a motion moved by Hon Paul Brown on regional mobile communications but we soon dissolved into 
partisan politics. I hope we can see past that today. 

There are two parts to my motion. One talks about the problem before us. I do not want to spend too much time 
dwelling on that because I think that the real benefit will come from talking about some of the solutions that we 
can consider to meet some of the challenges. Initially, I refer to the Office of Road Safety’s 2013 “Preliminary 
Fatal and Critical Injuries on Western Australian Roads” report. The state averages in that report are promising. 
There has been a 15 per cent reduction in fatalities in the five years from 2008 to 2013. Although improvements 
are being made in the state as a whole, the number of road fatalities in Western Australia is still higher than the 
national average. In 2008 there were 205 road fatalities in WA, or 9.4 per 100 000 persons, and in 2013 there 
were 162 fatalities, or 6.4 per 100 000 persons—a significant improvement over that five-year period. In 2008 
there were 349 critical injuries, or 16.1 per 100 000 persons, and in 2013 there were 191 critical injuries, or 7.6 
per 100 000 persons—again, a significant improvement over that five-year period. Unfortunately, the same 
cannot be said for the wheatbelt when considered as a stand-alone region. In 2013 the wheatbelt district reported 
a road fatality rate of 28.8 fatalities per 100 000 persons. The wheatbelt was closely followed by the Kimberley, 
at 22.2 fatalities per 100 000 persons. The best performing region in Western Australia was the Pilbara, with 
7.8 fatalities per 100 000 persons. Those statistics should be compared with the average of all the metropolitan 
districts, at five fatalities per 100 000 persons. There is a big contrast between the average of the Perth 
metropolitan districts and the wheatbelt, at 28.8. 

The wheatbelt has a problem. According to the RAC’s crash statistics between 2007 and 2012, the deaths in the 
wheatbelt have the following characteristics: two-thirds were drivers from the local area and 60 per cent of 
fatalities happened on straight roads. More than 70 per cent of fatalities recorded involved only one vehicle. 
One-third of deaths of drivers or passengers involved someone not wearing a seatbelt. This is happening after 
40 years of having a national standard that requires people to wear a seatbelt—one-third of wheatbelt drivers die 
as a result of not wearing a seatbelt. Two-thirds of deaths happen on local roads, not on highways. Whilst young 
drivers remain a significant issue, the percentage of drivers aged between 30 and 50 being killed on wheatbelt 
roads are well above the results of both the state and nearby regions. At least 65 per cent of fatal crashes in the 
wheatbelt can be attributed to deliberate driver choices. I repeat that: at least 65 per cent of fatal crashes in the 
wheatbelt can be attributed to deliberate driver choices. Four out of five deaths in the wheatbelt occurred on 
roads with a 110-kilometre-an-hour speed limit and more than one in four deaths involved excessive speed. The 
percentage of deaths involving alcohol in the wheatbelt was well above the state and neighbouring regions’ 
results. According to the Office of Road Safety, fatigue is likely to be responsible for up to 30 per cent of 
fatalities and a greater proportion of serious injury in the wheatbelt. Apart from the utter devastation that road 
accidents cause families and the community, there is an economic cost. The RAC predicts that that economic 
cost to Western Australia is $6.6 billion every year. 

Having spent a few minutes talking about some of the challenges, outlining the serious issue that is in the 
wheatbelt and some of the unique characteristics that are not shared by many of its neighbouring regions, I want 
to talk about some of the solutions or strategies that government could consider in moving towards a solution to 
some of these challenges. Firstly, and most importantly, I think we need to educate wheatbelt drivers that they 
are absolutely part of the problem. For too long wheatbelt drivers have blamed the roads, the weather, the trucks, 
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cars not being good enough, inexperienced drivers and even city drivers—everyone and everything except them 
is to blame. We are absolutely a big part of this problem. We must engage local communities, local governments 
and residents with the challenges that we face and some of the things within our control to improve our safety 
and the safety of our families. According to the Australasian New Car Assessment Program, a person has twice 
the chance of being killed or seriously injured in an ANCAP one–star rated vehicle compared with a five–star 
rated vehicle. I find it interesting that there are national requirements that cover people so that when they walk 
into an electrical retailer to buy a washing machine today, the retailer is compelled to tell the customer the 
energy rating and water efficiency of that washing machine. Yet, if I were to walk into a dealership to make a big 
decision about the car I was buying for one of my children or my partner, there is no such compulsion to inform 
me about the safety rating of that vehicle. 

Hon Ken Travers interjected. 

Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Perhaps we need to start with an electric car. I think that is something that the 
federal government needs to consider. It also needs to consider national laws that prevent the importation or 
production of substandard motor vehicles, in relation to their safety rating. 

Enforcement is always going to be part of the road safety solution, and there are a few aspects to this that I want 
to talk about. The first is that the government is recruiting an additional 550 police officers over the next four 
years. We need to bolster the number of dedicated traffic officers in the wheatbelt. Far too often, wheatbelt 
residents think they can get away with drink-driving, drug-driving, not wearing a seatbelt, or simply speeding 
because either they will not get caught or, if they do get caught, they know the local copper. This might have 
been the case many years ago, but increasingly wheatbelt police are becoming frustrated by the fatalities and the 
serious injuries that they attend as a direct result of driver behaviour. 

Point-to-point speed cameras have a role to play in the wheatbelt. There are long distances to travel, and much of 
that travel occurs on long stretches of our main roads and highways. The Road Safety Council supports a trial of 
point-to-point speed cameras and recommended their implementation in 2012. If the minister and the 
government were to accept that recommendation, the wheatbelt would be a great place for that trial to 
commence. 

Roads should not be ignored in this debate. WA has the largest road network in the country, and the road 
network in the wheatbelt is extensive in its own right. That poses some significant challenges for us to consider, 
and I hope that the debate today does not get hung up on road improvement solutions alone, because simply 
spending more money on roads is not going to change the 65 per cent of people who are dying because of 
deliberate driver behaviour. Road safety treatments such as improved signage, improved intersection design, 
rumble strips, steel rope barriers and flashing speed signs—the list goes on—all have an impact on the safety of 
our roads. 

Driver distraction is also something that I want to talk about, and it is something that will become an increasing 
issue for road safety, not only for the wheatbelt but also across the state. The government recently increased to 
$400 the fine for people caught talking on their mobile phone while driving. I am not a strong believer that 
monetary penalties are an effective way of changing driver behaviour, and in fact I would question whether a 
fine would have any measurable impact on changing that driver behaviour. We could consider a different 
strategy in this space. If someone is caught using a mobile and is slapped with a $400 fine, as the law currently 
stands, they should have two options: pay the fine, or install an approved mobile phone car kit to facilitate the 
partial use of their phone whilst driving legally. People can install a full car kit in their motor vehicles for less 
than $400, so there is actually some financial incentive for drivers to do so. I acknowledge that this will address 
only a small number of people who talk on their phones whilst driving, but as technology progresses, there will 
be many more people using their phones to access social media apps, send emails or reply to text messages. To 
be quite frank, the sorts of drivers who engage in that sort of utterly dangerous behaviour are likely to meet their 
fate, and I hope in doing so that they do not take members of our families or communities with them. 

I am sure my colleagues will also address some of the other measures that could be considered, and I hope that 
all members in the chamber who speak on this matter today make a valuable contribution to some of the 
strategies we could consider. The point I want to make about using mobile phones while driving is that whether 
people are using legal car kits or not, it is still distracting to use a phone in any form while driving a motor 
vehicle—road safety research tells us that time and again. I do not think that any Australian state or territory will, 
in the near future, pass laws stopping conversations in motor vehicles, so I hope that what I am proposing today 
in relation to using mobile phones in motor vehicles goes some way towards improving road safety outcomes. 
Our starting point has to be in educating wheatbelt drivers that they are absolutely a significant part of the road 
safety problem. Secondly, we need to educate wheatbelt drivers about the things that they can do to reduce the 
risk of road death or serious injury. That is just as important. 
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I want to conclude my remarks today with a quote from an August 2012 media statement by the Road Safety 
Council, in reference to the introduction of point-to-point speed cameras. According to my notes, it reads — 

There is no one single solution to road trauma and best outcomes will be obtained from a safety system 
approach that aims to ensure safer drivers and safer speeds as well as safer roads and safer vehicles. 

That is a really important message that I want to conclude my remarks on today. Any solution that focuses too 
heavily on any one aspect of our road transport system is likely to fail, and it needs to be a multi-tiered response. 
There needs to be joint responsibility taken in addressing this problem, firstly by drivers, and also by 
governments at all levels, industry and the community. I intend to play my part working with the relevant 
ministers to obtain a good outcome and I intend to continue to work with the Minister for Regional Development 
and the Minister for Road Safety to help the government target initiatives, potentially using royalties for regions 
and road trauma trust account funds, to deal with the serious situation we are facing in the wheatbelt. 

HON ROBIN CHAPPLE (Mining and Pastoral) [11.46 pm]: I rise to commend Hon Martin Aldridge for 
moving this motion. Although my electorate is not the Agricultural Region, I do travel through that region quite 
regularly, backwards and forwards from my own electorate. I have taken particular interest in a number of deaths 
that have occurred in my electorate that were associated with animal strikes. I recently returned from the 
Kimberley and while travelling between Derby and Perth I saw 27 dead stock, including five at one location, 
three of which were the result of vehicle accidents. Recently, a family struck a bull only a few kilometres outside 
Derby. The driver was seriously injured and a 13-year-old female passenger was killed. When one drives down 
that road it is mortifying to see the number of shrines to vehicle accident deaths, and it is something that we 
really have to deal with.  

There is some degree of ambiguity; we have the Highways (Liability for Straying Animals) Act 1983, which 
actually puts responsibility, to a large degree, back upon the pastoral industry. We now also have a committee 
that has been established to look at the issues of straying animals and their impact on people’s lives on the roads. 
The committee was set up on 24 September 2012 and has subsequently met three times, once in September 2012, 
once in January 2013 and once on 22 August. Part of its problem in being set up is that it has to look at the 
responsibility of the maintenance of existing farm fences and road reserves in the pastoral industry region, and 
the impact on who is responsible, either the pastoralists or Main Roads WA. In both cases there is always a fifty–
fifty cost share for a fence, so if someone puts up a fence on their property 50 per cent of the cost comes from 
Main Roads and fifty per cent comes from the pastoralists. One of the problems identified is the size of the 
strand of wire that is invariably used and I will talk a bit about the size of the strands of wire that Main Roads is 
now looking to increase to stop stock movement. 

There is a national view, and it is maintained through Queensland and Western Australia, that there should be 
uniform signage in those areas of particularly high impact where there is no fencing available. Interestingly 
enough, in the 230-odd kilometres between Derby and Broome, there are only two signs warning of stock on the 
road and there is actually supposed to be one every 20 kilometres. I certainly agree with the member, but a lot of 
those accidents that the member referred to — 

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Liz Behjat): Order! To the people in the public gallery, who I believe are 
from the Bethanie Fields Lifestyle Village, you are very welcome here in the chamber today, but could I ask that 
you actually not lean over the balustrades, just for your own safety. You are very welcome to sit and listen to the 
debate. 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: I would like to ask the member whether in the research he has done he could identify 
wherever possible the number of deaths caused by either a kangaroo strike, stock strike, sheep strike or 
whatever. I think that might be quite useful in that debate, too. Certainly, there is a committee up and running 
and I am waiting, I hope with as much bated breath as members on the other side, to hear what it has come out 
with. However, I have some of its interim recommendations and I will just turn to those now. As I say, there is 
some ambiguity about liability. If we go back to the straying stock act—there was also a local government 
straying stock bill, that never got gazetted—the committee has determined that it believes that warning signage 
should be increased, but unfortunately, the Pastoralists and Graziers Association is opposing that on the basis of 
liability, because the straying stock act says that if someone identifies they have straying stock, they are 
automatically liable. Therefore, there is this whole issue between what we should have and what we should be 
doing to care for our roads users, and, indeed, what could then impact on the pastoralists.  

The Customer Service Advisory Council, which is the group set up by Main Roads Western Australia to work on 
this, believes that increased signage would be a better idea and it also thinks that the signage needs to be 
different from the standard road signs. We all get accustomed to seeing yellow signs as we drive down the 
highway in the country and after a while there are massive yellow signs and we really do not specifically take 
heed. There is talk about increasing the visibility of these signs. There is also the suggestion of rumble strips 
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approaching the signs to focus people’s minds on the sign coming up. High-visibility tape and those sorts of 
things are also being looked at. The committee has also been looking at making it statutory for road hazard signs 
to be 20 kilometres apart, as opposed to almost this national voluntary code at the moment. I support the 
member’s concerns. One thing that I use, and that truckies use, is a CB radio. If we see stock while travelling 
along, we just let whoever is around us know in that immediate four or five-kilometre area, whether travelling 
south or north. We let the trucks behind us know that stock are on the road. That has proved to be quite valuable 
amongst trucking and long-distance drivers. Quite often there are problems with tourists, who have no 
comprehension of what the impact of hitting a cow or a bull can be, or even a camel for that matter. I think we 
need certainly to have more education in that area, but also I hope the committee will finalise some of its 
recommendations in the not-toodistant future and put forward some genuine recommendations to the government 
so that we can deal with some of these issues. 

HON PAUL BROWN (Agricultural) [11.56 am]: I would like to add to the debate at this point. I thought there 
might be some further debate from the other side of the house, given that it is its time. 

Hon Sue Ellery: We tried. 

Hon PAUL BROWN: I got up a bit quick. I thought — 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon PAUL BROWN: That is okay. 

Hon Ken Travers interjected. 

Hon PAUL BROWN: Just relax. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Paul Brown, it is private members’ business at the moment and just 
for your clarification, what happens in this instance is that we try to go from one side of the chamber to the other 
to give everybody a fair go. You have got the call at the moment and the opposition will get the call next. 

Hon PAUL BROWN: One of the things I wanted to touch on in relation to road usage in the wheatbelt over the 
last 20 years was the fact that there has been a considerable amount of additional road traffic, not just in 
passenger traffic and small vehicle traffic, but in heavy vehicle traffic in the central wheatbelt. We have seen a 
very large increase in the amount of agricultural lime being brought back into regional Western Australia—the 
Agricultural Region. At last report a survey done in 2008–09 by the Department of Agriculture and Food 
suggested that some 800 000 metric tonnes of agricultural lime was delivered into the grain-producing area to 
increase productivity in the grain industry. Of that, some 430 000 metric tonnes come out of the Gingin and 
Dandaragan shires, most of that predominantly going into the central wheatbelt area. Therefore, we have quite a 
bit of additional road traffic just from that one commodity. Obviously, there is additional general freight going 
back into regional WA, as well as other intra-region transport by a lot of the transport companies from major 
regional centres out to the corresponding satellite towns. A couple of other commodities that have been very 
much increasingly transported by road into regional WA, and certainly the central wheatbelt, are fertiliser and 
fuel. Back in the early 1990s I believe Hon Pam Beggs was transport minister. I believe it was in 1991 that she 
made the decision to abolish the system by which fertiliser was to be delivered into regional and wheatbelt WA. 
At that time, most of that fertiliser was delivered by rail. I have had the figures provided to me. At that time, 
1.4 million metric tonnes of fertiliser was delivered into the wheatbelt and major grain-growing areas. However, 
not all of that was delivered by rail. That is because some areas, such as Geraldton and Esperance, did not have 
the capacity to use rail as their delivery mode. However, about half of that 1.4 million metric tonnes was 
delivered into the central wheatbelt and greater wheatbelt area by rail. That decision made in 1991 was for the 
purpose of “increasing competitiveness and productivity within the land freight industry”. That quote is taken 
from a press release from Hon Pam Beggs at the time. That was for the transport of fertiliser. At the same time, a 
decision was made by the same transport minister, Hon Pam Beggs, with regard to the government’s new 
transport policy on country area fuel distribution, that fuel that previously had been distributed by rail into 
regional and wheatbelt Western Australia would be taken off rail and put onto the road system. That placed an 
additional burden on the traffic system. 

Not only was additional fertiliser and fuel being transported by road, but additional lime was being transported 
by road out of the Gingin and Dandaragan shires. The survey done by the Department of Agriculture and Food 
WA highlighted the 800 000-plus tonnes of lime that would go back into regional and wheatbelt Western 
Australia, predominantly the central wheatbelt and greater wheatbelt area. The comment is made in that survey 
that that is under 50 per cent of the amount of agricultural lime that actually needs to be applied into the greater 
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wheatbelt area. Therefore, if DAFWA is to be believed, the amount of agricultural lime that is needed in the 
greater wheatbelt area is about 1.6 million tonnes. 

I now want to refer to some of the road safety audits that have been done. Over the 10 years from 2004 to 2013, 
there were 352 crashes on the roads predicted to receive additional heavy traffic. Fourteen of these crashes, or 
four percent, involved heavy vehicles. Only one of those crashes was on a local road. The 13 heavy vehicle 
crashes on state roads were mainly on Brookton Highway, York–Merredin Road, Northam–Cranbrook Road and 
Narrogin–Kondinin Road. Only five of the 13 heavy vehicle crashes involved collision with another vehicle. 
That reinforces what Hon Martin Aldridge said in his comments; namely, that the large increase in the number of 
heavy vehicles has not contributed to the serious injury and mortality rate in the central wheatbelt. By 
comparison, over the same 10-year period there were 2 395 crashes on all roads in that area, with 98 crashes, or 
4.1 per cent, involving heavy vehicles. Those figures back up what Hon Martin Aldridge said in his speech; 
namely, that single vehicle crashes involving poor driver attention, not wearing a seatbelt, alcohol in some 
circumstances, and speed, are the things that we as a Parliament, as a state government and as a society, need to 
look at. We need to look at the way in which we engage with our young drivers, who make up the vast majority, 
or certainly the major component, of the statistics that have been presented. We need to do a lot better with our 
non-government organisations, such as the RAC, Constable Care and others, to engage with our country road 
users, particularly those in the 19 to 34 age bracket, so that we can reduce the road carnage that is inflicted upon 
our regional communities. With only a small amount of time remaining, I will leave it at that and I am happy to 
hear the contributions made by other members in the house. 

HON DARREN WEST (Agricultural) [12.05 pm]: May I open my remarks by showing my appreciation for 
the opportunity that the shadow Minister for Transport has given me to lead the opposition debate on this very 
important issue to the wheatbelt, the region that I represent, but also to me on a personal level. I am sure 
members are familiar with the fact that my wife and I have three children. Two of our children are still living at 
home, and both those children are P-plate drivers at the present time. As a father I am very concerned that both 
those children are driving in the wheatbelt, which has seven times the road risk as is the case in metropolitan 
Perth. Clearly, this is a very important issue to me and my family. 
I thank Hon Martin Aldridge for bringing this motion forward, and I concur with him that we need to have a 
policy-based and mature debate on this very important issue. I will stick to that. I am not going to quote statistics 
from 23 years ago that point to I do not know what. I am going to focus on the motion at hand, which states, in 
part — 

That this house notes — 
(a) that the wheatbelt region has the highest killed or seriously injured rate per capita of road traffic 

accidents in the state; … 

I have said in this place previously that there have been times when the statistics were at 49.5 per cent. I am 
pleased to see from the latest statistics that the number has decreased. But at the time I was using that statistic as 
a comparison to show that that rate was over twice the rate per 100 000 people in Western Australia. I have a lot 
of statistics that will back that up. An enormous amount of research has been done by the federal Department of 
Infrastructure and Regional Development, as well as organisations like the RAC in Western Australia and the 
Office of Road Safety, to try to work out what it is about the wheatbelt that is causing us to be a leader in this 
field, in which of course we do not want to be a leader. 

As a long-term resident of the wheatbelt, a lot of the people reflected in these crash statistics are personally 
known to me and my family. Therefore, this is a very important and heart-tugging issue that should be devoid of 
politics. We should focus on having a mature debate on how we can keep people of all ages in the wheatbelt with 
us—it is not just young people who are involved in these statistics. I therefore thank Hon Martin Aldridge for 
bringing this motion forward. 

I want to focus on the first part of the motion. There are a lot of statistics, as I have said. I have here two charts 
that I have procured from Main Roads. Members may not be able to make them out from the other side of the 
house, but these charts are the serious crash statistics for the wheatbelt north and the wheatbelt south, and they 
are a snapshot of where in the wheatbelt the greatest number of accidents occur. As we would expect, the 
majority of these accidents happen in the wheatbelt north, especially the major transport links, with a scattering 
of data showing accidents across the smaller back roads and major state roads. However, in the wheatbelt south, 
we see a slightly different trend whereby there is a concentration in the Narrogin–Williams area. There are 
several accidents along the major road links, but a more even distribution across the region of both fatal and 
non–fatal crashes. It is because of this that I believe that the wheatbelt south, if we want to isolate things even 
more, has the highest road per capita fatality rate in Western Australia. It is the one region in WA that I am sure 
rates fairly highly across Australia. 
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Hon Martin Aldridge touched on some very good points as to why this may be the case. Many fatalities are 
caused—not so much accidents caused—by the non-use of a seatbelt. I think putting on a seatbelt is the single 
most important thing we can do to make our ride safer in a motor vehicle; but the accident is usually caused 
before that inaction comes into play. Certainly, drink-driving is a contributor to a lot of accidents in the 
wheatbelt. There are fatigue issues with long distances travelled and, as I pointed out, there are certain times on 
the road that increases the risk. But I do not and will not accept that all the bad drivers who do all these things—
such as being inattentive, fatigued, drunk or not wearing seatbelts—all live in wheatbelt south. I do not accept 
that the drivers in wheatbelt south are any worse or better than drivers anywhere else in Western Australia. 

Clearly, there are environmental factors involved in these crash statistics. I will just briefly run through a few of 
them in the time that I have left. I have statistics here from the police showing the crash–fatality rates over the 
last three years. I have added a bit of data in, but the crash and fatality rates in 2010 show that from 104 crashes 
in regional Western Australia there were 116 fatalities; in 2011, there were 92 crashes for 100 fatalities; in 2012, 
there were 88 crashes for 96 fatalities; and in the first half of 2013, some 35 crashes accounted for 31 fatalities. 
We certainly had an increase, but in the first half of 2014 we are back up again to 40 crashes accounting for 44 
fatalities in that time. 

I have some other information that I have found in the figures for total crashes. I will start with 2010, but I 
cannot go through them all. Out of the accidents that occurred in that year, some 116 were from the country and 
77 were from the city. I am pleased to say that over the next three years we see those rates coming closer 
together, but still far too many people are killed on our country roads. Of all people killed in 2010, 130 were 
male and 63 were female; so there is another piece of data that we can now throw into the debate. The age group 
with the highest numbers of death is not the 20 to 24-year-olds, as we might suspect, but in the first half of 2014 
the data shows that 40 to 49-year-olds were the most represented in all crashes across Western Australia. That is 
followed by the 30 to 39 and 25 to 29-year-old age groups. Then the age groups that follow—quite well back—
are the 24, and 17 to 19-year-olds. There is much more data and statistics I could reel off should I have more 
time. 

But what do we do? That is a great question and notion, and everybody is racking their brains as to what we can 
do. I have got an idea; however, I will get to perhaps what we might describe as the elephant in the room in this 
debate. It is something I have talked about a lot; namely, the first thing we can do is keep as much heavy haulage 
off our wheatbelt roads as we possibly can. That would be a solution. The statistics I have here show there are a 
certain number of accidents involving trucks, but most accidents are single-vehicle accidents. That is as a result, 
in my view, of the deterioration of road conditions because we have established that it is not just the drivers who 
are responsible; there must be some environmental impacts as well. It is not just the drivers but the road 
conditions that cause these accidents. Many of these accidents happen in the daytime, and so it is the road 
conditions that are a clear factor in why the wheatbelt south and the general wheatbelt have the highest accident 
rates. 

I am of the view that if I were in government, like the National and Liberal Party members are, one thing I would 
certainly be 100 per cent behind is the retention of our wheatbelt rail networks to keep as much heavy haulage—
85 000 trucks a year, we estimate—off the roads. I have some infographics here from the Wheatbelt Rail 
Retention Alliance, which agrees with me on this issue. If we look at the wheatbelt south region, where are all 
the tier 3 railway lines? I think that the closure of these lines will make the statistics in the wheatbelt south even 
worse. Another infographic I will show members was furnished by the people from the Wheatbelt Rail Retention 
Alliance and shows the number of fatalities on rail in WA versus the number of fatalities on roads in WA, and 
there is more information I can throw in. Can I suggest that along with all the other measures that are important; 
namely, an increased police presence on the roads, safer cars and driver interlock devices—that would be good 
idea for those people who have repeat driving offences—there is also the seatbelt message. We see that WA 
campaigns such as Belt Up, through footy clubs and the like, are working, but such programs need to be 
enhanced. However, I would think that one of the premium ways we can help as a government is to get some 
money back into the tier 3 railway, reopen it, and tell the people from Brookfield and CBH to sort it out so that 
they put what we need into the lines. This should make a significant contribution towards reducing the number of 
trucks on our roads, which will reduce the deterioration of our roads in the wheatbelt. 

HON JIM CHOWN (Agricultural — Parliamentary Secretary) [12.15 pm]: I thank Hon Martin Aldridge for 
bringing this particular motion to the house on an issue that is so serious in the wheatbelt area and has been 
ongoing for many, many years. I have probably driven on every highway and byway in the wheatbelt over at 
least 40 years of my life, and I have certainly lived for a great deal of time in the wheatbelt community. This is 
one of the greatest issues that we face on a daily basis. In fact, I can remember that in the late 1980s, we were 
losing so many people to single run-off-road crashes that the community at large was wondering when it would 
ever stop, and it did. There was a pause and then it started again. 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Thursday, 14 August 2014] 

 p5265b-5273a 
Hon Martin Aldridge; Hon Robin Chapple; Hon Paul Brown; Hon Darren West; Hon James Chown; Hon Ken 

Travers 

 [7] 

As this discussion today has indicated, in reality, the people who drive on wheatbelt roads, and they are mainly 
the residents who are the victims of what happens out there, are responsible for their own actions. I can stand 
here and testify that the roads have improved dramatically since I commenced driving on these particular roads. 
Most of them are sealed, most of them are well-sign posted, and most of them have very light traffic on them. I 
am starting to wonder if there is an acceptance within these communities that these accidents will happen. I think 
communities need to take control of this problem themselves. We have all been involved in the football clubs, 
the cricket clubs, the tennis clubs, the evenings out et cetera, and we all know young people in that particular age 
group at the time who have lost their lives on these roads. I will just say to everybody out there within the 
wheatbelt, “If you think somebody’s incapable of driving for whatever reason, whether it is fatigue, alcohol or 
drugs, take their keys off them.” Do the right thing by them. Tell them not to go home. Tell them to stay in their 
car or take them home yourself or deliver them home the next day. Be responsible for our community because 
that is the only solution. 

We have heard a lot of statistics here this morning, and they are absolutely chilling. Between 2009 and 2013, the 
number of people killed or seriously injured within the wheatbelt south and wheatbelt north had doubled from 
the state’s average. Wheatbelt south had 284.5 per 100 000 people killed or seriously injured and wheatbelt north 
had 284.3 per 100 000 people, noting that the state average was 111.8 per 100 000 people; so more than double. 
This is in quite a small area with a population of around 65 000 or 70 000 people. The interesting fact is that last 
year, we had the lowest killed or seriously injured rate experienced over those last five years; that is, some 241.5 
per 100 000 in the wheatbelt south and 239.3 per 100 000 in the wheatbelt north. We see that some of the safety 
strategies are actually working but it is still double the state’s average. Safety strategies, road improvements and 
money spent by governments will only go so far in these sorts of situations. People need to be responsible for 
themselves; people need to drive to the road conditions, that is, to the type of road they are on and to the sort of 
traffic they are facing on the road. Just because a person lives in an area where the local constabulary may be 50 
kilometres away, it does not give them the right to speed or behave irresponsibly on the roads. If wheatbelt 
drivers do not care about themselves, they should at least think about the people who love them, or the people in 
their community who respect them. One of the great tragedies about this accident rate in the wheatbelt is that all 
the people involved come from small communities in which everyone knows each other. We have all 
experienced this living in the wheatbelt where we have spoken to a person one day, and the next day or the day 
after we find out that they are no longer with us. This happens to people of all ages and it really affects these 
small communities. I cannot say it often enough that as members of Parliament we must, every time we speak to 
people in our electorate, regardless of their age group, tell them to take care on our roads and drive responsibly. 

Some of the money spent by this government to address this problem has had a small effect with a decline in the 
rate of people killed and seriously injured in the wheatbelt north and wheatbelt south. Over the past two years, 
the road trauma trust fund has spent some $70 million on road safety. A lot of the money has been spent on 
audible edging, which some of us would have experienced, in areas deemed by Main Roads Western Australia to 
be a risk for drivers and on corners or long, straight stretches where driver fatigue can occur. This government 
has provided $35 million in funding to the safer roads and bridges program, which includes the rectification of a 
number of narrow bridges, especially in the south west. I remember driving back from Katanning one day and 
seeing a road truck that had somehow run off a bridge, on a straight stretch of road, taking out the railing, and 
ending up with two trailers upside down in the creek. In my opinion there is only one reason for that accident: 
the driver had fallen asleep. If a bus or a string of traffic had been coming along the road from the other way, it 
would have been an absolute tragedy. A new phenomenon happening on our roads is drivers who text or receive 
phone calls while driving. The police have run a very good campaign in the metropolitan area, but in regional 
Western Australia we do not have the policeman on the motorbike at the lights looking at us and wearing a head 
camera. I am sure members will have seen people driving along at 110 kilometres an hour and fumbling around 
while trying to answer a mobile phone, which happens with truck drivers, too. It is totally irresponsible. A motor 
vehicle is there to get a person from A to B, and today they are very safe as long as the driver does the right thing 
by that motor vehicle and remains in control of it. If a driver texts while driving at 110 kilometres an hour, or 
receives a phone call, they are doing the equivalent of stepping in front of a bullet and hoping that it misses 
them. We have all seen tree impacts and wondered: how did the driver hit that tree on that straight stretch of 
road? We find out that it is a local or somebody visiting who has been seriously injured, or is now dead, because 
they could not stop themselves from ignoring the text message or the phone call, or just pulling off the road and 
answering it. How simple is it to do that? With regard to drugs, alcohol and driver fatigue, there are ongoing 
campaigns to educate our youth, which I hope are also enforced throughout the education system, especially in 
the wheatbelt, by the relevant school principals and staff because educating our young will be the answer to what 
is happening out there. There is a certain age group older than 30 years that ignores all the advice because they 
think they know best. I would target any campaign about safety for drivers on roads, on the youth, young drivers 
and the demographic aged below 35 years, because at least they will be receptive. 
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With regard to Hon Robin Chapple’s comments, I have been dealing with stock in the Kimberley and the Pilbara 
regions since before Christmas. I have written to the Attorney General, the Minister for Regional Development 
and the Minister for Transport on this matter. It is of great concern to me that with the increased traffic and 
heavy-haulage traffic in that area, straying pastoral leasehold stock will create an enormous problem in the near 
future and kill people unless something is done about pastoralists being responsible for the maintenance of the 
fences put up, in conjunction with the government and leaseholders. It is an ongoing issue and I am more than 
happy to speak to Hon Robin Chapple about it. Those three ministers must address this issue from a legislative 
perspective. I was recently in the Pilbara, south of Fitzroy Crossing, and witnessed a road train—I have the 
photographs to prove it—come to a screeching halt to avoid impact with a large bull. I was travelling in the 
opposite direction and saw the bull or the beast that stood on the road causing the road train to drive onto my 
side of the road to get around it. If I had not stopped or seen what was happening, I may not be here today. I did 
the right thing and let the truck go through, and then I pushed the animal off the road as far as possible. 

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan) [12.26 pm]: I join with members today to acknowledge that this 
is a very important and serious issue. Road deaths across the state are an important issue, but I also acknowledge 
and understand the particular interest in the wheatbelt area because of its high number of fatalities. It is also 
worth noting in this debate that groups such as the RAC acknowledge that and have put in a lot of effort to 
engage and work with the wheatbelt community on these matters. I agree that part of the solution is to engage 
with the community so it can understand and take responsibility in terms of finding the solution, and know that 
driver behaviour and the other issues talked about are also an important part of that solution. However, I do not 
accept that it is the only part of the solution. 

As members of Parliament, and of the current government or future governments, we have an obligation and an 
important role to play to ensure that our roads are of a standard that is up to the task, and not a contributing 
factor in road accidents. This is why people want to see money spent on safety mechanisms such as the audible 
strips and wire barriers to reduce the number of single-vehicle run-off crashes at certain locations for when there 
is that failure by the driver to maintain control of his vehicle. We must ensure that our roads are maintained to a 
level that will protect drivers. I also accept that heavy vehicles on their own are not a significant contributor to 
road deaths in places like the wheatbelt, but the damage that they do to the roads is often a contributor. One of 
the biggest issues for single-vehicle run-off crashes is when people run off the roads and hit a big lip on the edge 
of the road caused by those heavy vehicles. Drivers, particularly inexperienced ones, can lose control and that is 
when we get a single-vehicle run-off accident. We must ensure that we maintain and upgrade those roads to 
prevent that damage. 
Hon Darren West is absolutely right when he says that one of the ways we can reduce that damage is to keep as 
much of the grain rail task on rail and off the roads, but we have had the debate about tier 3 and I just hope that 
one day the current government will fix that issue. However, I will talk about funding for regional roads, not 
because I want to score a political point but because I do not know that people understand the level at which road 
funding for regional roads in Western Australia has been cut. Part of that was a deliberate strategy by the current 
government. It may not be to the attention of backbenchers but if members ever used to listen to the former 
Leader of the National Party, Brendon Grylls, he would often say quite publicly that he had never met anyone 
who had left a country town because of the condition of the roads. My response to that is that often it was 
because they were in the back of an ambulance. That is the simple fact of the matter. It is an important issue. 
There was no will in the early years of the Barnett government to put money into fixing the roads. I encourage 
members to go back and look at some of the budgets from 10 years ago, and look at the number of regional roads 
that have been built. People can be excited about the total amount of money that is being spent on Western 
Australian roads, but the vast majority of that is going into those really big projects that are predominantly 
funded by the commonwealth. It is fantastic that that is occurring, but what about the small roads? Members 
earlier talked about the shift from rail to road for moving fertiliser and the like. Lime sands is another product 
that gets shifted by road. Money was spent on fixing the lime sands roads. Members might remember the 
projects that were instituted to try to upgrade the roads that took lime sands into the wheatbelt. We have not seen 
those sorts of projects occurring on a regular basis, because the funding for roads has been cut. 
I want to give members a very telling statistic. I genuinely mean this; this is about trying to give backbenchers, 
particularly of the Liberal Party, some information they can take back to their ministers to make them 
understand. There are three sources of road funding. Commonwealth funding has gone through the roof. The 
money from the Road Traffic Act and the road trauma trust fund has increased. One area in road funding—the 
money that used to go into those local and regional projects that we do not see occurring anymore in regional 
Western Australia—is money from the consolidated account for capital appropriations. In this year only 
$127 million has been budgeted, under item 149, capital appropriations for main roads. Next year, this figure 
drops to $2.6 million. In 2004–5—a decade ago—that capital appropriation was $141.5 million. A decade later, 
we are spending less on roads from the consolidated account. The area that has missed out the greatest in that 
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regard is those small projects on regional roads in the wheatbelt electorates. I urge members to encourage the 
government to correct that problem. 
Motion lapsed, pursuant to standing orders. 
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