COUNCIL BRIEFING AGENDA 03 FEBRUARY 2026

6.3 RESPONSE TO PETITION - SAFETY CONTROL MEASURES - BRENTHAM STREET
Attachments: 1. Petition - Brentham Street Crossing - Road Safety Concerns - Confidential
RECOMMENDATION:

That in response to a petition received on 9 December 2025 in relation to Road Safety issues on
Brentham Street, Council:

1. NOTES the request for safety control measures in relation to pedestrians crossing Brentham
Street and the outcomes of the formal traffic assessement Administration completed;

2. REQUESTS Administration to apply to Main Roads Western Australia to slow the speed on
Brentham Street, from Britannia Road to Bourke Street from 50km/h to 40km/h as part of the
Perth Inner City Group slower speeds project; and

3. SUPPORTS Administration on continuing to monitor the area as part of its broader traffic
management program and reassess the location should conditions materially change in the
future.

PURPOSE OF REPORT:

To provide Council with a response to a petition received on 9 December 2025 in relation to Road Safety
Issues related to pedestrians crossing Brentham Street.

DELEGATION:

Council resolved that a further report be submitted to Council. Consequently, this matter is not subject to
delegated determination.

BACKGROUND:

On the 11 November 2025, Council received a petition from Lara Cent of Leederville, as detailed within
Confidential Attachment 1, containing 9 signatures. An additional 200 names were also provided in support
however these were submitted outside the formal petition process. The petition raises concerns regarding
pedestrians crossing Bentham Street, requesting the City of Vincent implement safety control measures in
relation to the concern.

In response, Administration has reviewed the preliminary traffic investigation undertaken in September 2024,
in accordance with its Local Area Traffic Management (LATM) framework, which is guided by Austroads
Guide to Traffic Management — Part 8: Local Area Traffic Management.

DETAILS:

Traffic Assessment Process

Administration applies a consistent, evidence-based assessment process to all traffic concerns raised by the
community. This process considers:

Road classification and function.

Traffic volumes and operating speeds.

Crash history and reported incidents through the Main Roads Western Australia crash map system.
Road geometry, sight distance, and width.

Pedestrian and cyclist activity.

Network impacts and displacement risk.

Alignment with Austroads LATM principles.

Each location assessed is assigned a LATM warrant score, which is used to prioritise locations across the
City of Vincent where traffic management interventions may be warranted.

This approach ensures fairness, transparency, and appropriate allocation of limited resources across the
entire road network.
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Traffic Data and Warrant Assessment

Key findings from the traffic assessment completed in September 2024 are as follows:

Road hierarchy: Local Distributor

Posted speed limit: 50 km/h

85th percentile speed: 45.2 km/h

Average weekday traffic volume: 1049 vehicles per day
Crash history (2019-2024):

o Fatal crashes: 0
o Injury crashes: 0
o Non-injury crashes: 1

The recorded operating speed is below the posted speed limit, indicating that, on average, vehicle speeds
are compliant and do not demonstrate a systemic speeding issue at this location.

The assessment resulted in a total LATM warrant score of 25, derived primarily from:

Non-injury crashes (2 points)

Restricted sight distance due to road geometry (2 points)

Major bicycle or pedestrian crossing point (2 points)

Presence of an educational institution in the broader area (4 points)
Presence of retail outlets in the broader area (2 points)

Rat-running traffic during peak periods (10 points)

Percentage of heavy vehicles (3 points)

No points were allocated for speed exceedance or traffic volume, as these parameters did not meet the
thresholds for scoring under the LATM.

Interpretation of Warrant Score

Under the City’s LATM warrant criteria:

e Scores greater than 50 are classified as Technical Problem Sites.
o Scores between 30 and 50 are classified as Minor Technical Problem Sites.
o Scores below 30 are classified as Sites with low safety and amenity concerns.

With a total score of 25, Brentham Street is classified as a site with low safety and amenity concerns, for
which no further action is required at this time under the adopted framework.

City-Wide Prioritisation Context

When assessed against all current traffic investigations across the City:

o The Brentham Street location between Britannia Road and Namatjira Place is ranked 223 out of 638
assessed locations.
e This places the site in the lower priority range for further investigation or treatment.

As higher-priority locations typically involve a combination of elevated speeds, higher crash rates, or
network-wide safety risks, Administration focuses its resources on these areas first.

Based on current workloads and prioritisation, it is unlikely that this location would be investigated further
within the next 2 to 3 years, unless there is a material change in conditions (such as a significant crash
history or altered traffic environment).

Administration is working with the Perth Inner City group to slow all Local Distributor road and there are plans
already in place for the Perth Inner City Group to apply to Main Roads WA to reduce the posted speed from
50km/h to 40k/h on Brentham Street from Britannia Road to Bourke Street within the next 12 months,
improving pedestrian safety on Brentham Street.
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Developed by Anne Pattilio, Amanda Newbery, and Michese Feenan (2014) for IAP2 Australasia

Community Advocacy

A community leads to identify, highlight and propose the action required to solve a problem or take an
opportunity.

Tension: Gap between what’'s wanted and what you can do or influence.
Mitigation: Showing you're willing to be their decision-makers’ advocate.

The community has identified problems, opportunities or outcomes which could realistically (legally,
financially, ethically and sustainably) be implemented

Proactively communicate with advocates to understand their positions and processes
LEGAL/POLICY:

e Road Traffic Code 2000

¢ Main Roads Act 1930

e Local Government Act 1995

RISK MANAGEMENT IMPLICATIONS

Low: Itis low risk for Council to receive a petition from the local community that requests/supports
administration to investigate/implement road safety improvements.
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STRATEGIC IMPLICATIONS:

This is in keeping with the City’s Strategic Community Plan 2022-2032:

Accessible City

We have better integrated all modes of transport and increased services through the City.

Connected and Healthy Community

We are an inclusive, accessible and equitable City for all.

Thriving Places

Our town centres and gathering spaces are safe, easy to use and attractive places where pedestrians have
priority.

Sensitive Design

More people living in and working in or enjoying our town centres.

Innovative and Accountable

We engage with our community so they are involved in what we are doing and how we are meeting our
goals.

SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS:

This does not contribute to any environmental sustainability outcomes. This action/activity is environmentally
neutral, it relates to road safety.

PUBLIC HEALTH IMPLICATIONS:

This is in keeping with the following priority health outcomes of the City’s Public Health Plan 2020-2025:
Reduced injuries and a safer community

FINANCIAL/BUDGET IMPLICATIONS:

Nil

COMMENTS:

While Administration acknowledges the concerns and the perceived safety issues at this location, the traffic
data and warrant assessment indicate that:

e The location already has traffic calming measures in place (speed humps) and does not meet the
threshold for further traffic calming interventions under Administration’s LATM framework.

e The location ranks relatively low when compared to other investigated sites across the City of
Vincent.

e There have been low crash numbers (1 non-injury).

o Resources must continue to be directed toward higher-priority locations to achieve the greatest
overall safety benefit for the community.

Administration will work with the Perth Inner City Group in applying to Main Roads WA to slow the posted
speed from 50km/h to 40km/h and continue to monitor the area as part of its broader traffic management
program.
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