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MINISTER FOR POLICE AND EMERGENCY SERVICES, LAW AND ORDER ELECTION 
COMMITMENTS 

Matter of Public Interest 

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

This Parliament condemns the Minister for Police for her complete failure to deliver on Labor’s key law 
and order election commitments. 

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 M.J. BIRNEY (Kalgoorlie) [2.50 pm]:  I move the motion.  

We are reaching the pointy end of the electoral cycle.  No doubt all political parties have bunkered down to start 
developing some policy to take to the next election, presumably with a view to gaining the favour of the wider 
electorate.  Of course, one of the problems with developing policy is that at some stage of the game one must 
stand accountable for that policy.  That time has come for the Labor Party.  We are now six months away from 
the next election and it is pertinent that we look at the promises the Labor Party made prior to the last election, 
presumably with a view to getting elected.  It is a difficult process to write policy.  I am doing it myself at the 
moment.  After watching the Minister for Police and the Labor Party over the past three years, I can assure 
members that everything I put on paper as the coalition’s policies on law and order will be achievable and 
attainable, because I do not want to be in the same position as the Minister for Police in about four years, having 
to explain why my law and order policy has collapsed or why it has not come about at all.   

I will read from the Labor Party’s pre-election policy headed “more police, better policing”.  This was the Holy 
Grail of the last election for the Australian Labor Party in Western Australia.  This was its so-called tough on 
crime policy.  This was the policy that the polls were telling the Labor Party would win it the election.  The 
Labor Party did win the election.  We should look at its policy and see how it has gone about implementing it.  I 
could go through just about every dot point of this policy and make a case that it has not been implemented.  I 
can say conclusively that 60 per cent of the dot points of this pre-election policy either have failed or have not 
been implemented by the Labor Party.  Today I wish to deal with just one; that is, the vexed issue of police 
numbers.  We all know that the Minister for Police, the Premier and other members of the Australian Labor Party 
in this State have been on the airwaves, have been quoted in print and have used whatever other format is 
available to tell people that this Government has increased police numbers in this State and that it is winning the 
fight against crime.  Today I will prove otherwise.  I want to deal with the third dot point from the Labor Party’s 
“more police, better policing” policy, which states that Labor would -  

ensure that all police stations are staffed to their authorised strengths;   

For the benefit of members who do not follow the police portfolio closely, I will explain that Western Australia 
is split into 14 separate policing districts.  Every square inch of Western Australia is covered by one of those 14 
policing districts.  Each district has what is known as an authorised strength of police officers necessary to 
uphold law and order in that district; that is, the number of police officers funded by the Government per district.  
Obviously, numbers chop and change according to the district’s size, crime level and population.  Also, every 
district has an actual strength of police numbers in the district.  I make that differentiation up front for members 
who may not be completely across the police portfolio.  The authorised strength is the number of police positions 
funded by the Government in each district, and the actual strength is the number of police physically walking the 
beat.  The Labor Party has failed on both counts across all 14 police districts in Western Australia.  I will prove it 
to you, Mr Speaker.   

I have with me two questions on notice I asked the Minister for Police - one from 31 August 2003 and the other 
from 31 March 2004.  On both occasions, I asked the minister for the authorised strength and the actual strength 
of each police district in Western Australia.  Every single policing district in Western Australia has received a 
cut in its authorised strength since August last year.  I refer to the minister’s answer in Parliament.  As of August 
last year, the central metropolitan region had an authorised strength of 501 police officers, and that number was 
down to 435 officers as at 31 March this year - a reduction of 66 officers.  The east metropolitan region had an 
authorised strength in August last year of 230 police officers, and the figure was 226 at March this year.  The 
north west metropolitan region, down from 264 to 259; the south east metropolitan district, down from 414 to 
410; the south metropolitan district, down from 386 to 380; the west metropolitan region, down from 297 to 294; 
the great southern district, down from 170 to 162; the Peel district, down from 122 to 118; the south west district, 
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down from 211 to 209; and the wheatbelt district, down from 149 to 144 - I know my friend from Merredin will 
be keen to pick up on the point.  The goldfields-Esperance district - my area - was down from an authorised 
strength of 201 police officers in August last year to 192 officers as of March this year.  The Kimberley district 
was down from 142 to 121; that is a reduction of 21 police officers in the Kimberley, which is arguably one of 
most crime racked areas of the State.  The mid west-Gascoyne district had an authorised strength in August last 
year of 204 police officers, which is now down to 186 officers.  The Pilbara district is down from 169 to 155 
officers.   

In the interests of clarity, I refer to only the authorised strength of police positions funded by the Government in 
each district.  A slash has occurred in every policing district in Western Australia.  This is not only one, two, half 
or three-quarters of the districts; every single police district in Western Australia has experienced a cut in police 
authorised strength.  That reflects very badly on the Labor Party, and particularly on dot point three of its “more 
police, better policing” policy, which reads - 

 . . . Labor will: 

 . . .  

•  ensure that all police stations are staffed to their authorised strengths; 

It should have said that Labor will reduce the authorised strength of every policing district in Western Australia.  
The two statements are poles apart, and one cannot fudge it or attempt to argue to the contrary.  The Labor Party 
has reduced front-line police numbers in this State in every single policing district.  Of course, the districts are 
the front-line: the districts house the police stations that house the police officers who respond to your and my 
concerns, Mr Speaker, when we become victims of crime.  The districts are the front-line in the fight against 
crime, and the number of officers in every one of them has been reduced.  It begs the question: has the Labor 
Party reduced the authorised strength of every district to meet a low base of police numbers instead of increasing 
that low base of police numbers to meet the authorised strength so that the Government can say at election time 
that it has complied with the policy that it released to the electorate prior to the last election and has ensured that 
all police stations are operating at full strength?  This is a sleight of hand at best and it is dishonest at worst.  I 
will table these documents shortly.  Notwithstanding the fact that the Government has reduced the authorised 
strength of every single police district, 12 of the 14 districts are still operating below that authorised strength.  
Notwithstanding that the authorised strength was reduced, there are still not enough police officers to meet those 
authorised strengths.  That is strike two.   

I will now put that information on the public record.  According to a question answered by the minister on 31 
March 2004, the central metropolitan region now has a reduced authorised strength of 435 but has only 418 
police officers.  The east metropolitan region has a reduced authorised strength of 226 but has only 223 police 
officers.  The south east metropolitan region has a reduced authorised strength of 410 but has only 403 police 
officers.  The south metropolitan district has a reduced authorised strength of 380 but has only 375 police 
officers.  The great southern district has a reduced authorised strength of 162 but has only 158 police officers.  
The Peel region has a reduced authorised strength of 118 but has only 117 police officers.  The south west has a 
reduced authorised strength of 209 but has only 204 police officers.  The wheatbelt has a reduced authorised 
strength of 144 but has only 139 police officers.  The goldfields-Esperance region has a reduced authorised 
strength of 192 but has only 184 police officers.  The Kimberley region has a reduced authorised strength of 121 
but has only 115 police officers.  The mid west-Gascoyne region has a reduced authorised strength of 186 but 
has only 175 police officers.  The Pilbara region has a reduced authorised strength of 155 but has only 149 police 
officers.  It does not matter which way one looks at these figures or what one’s political persuasion may be, the 
conclusion must be that these figures are disastrous.  Not only has the authorised strength of every police district 
been reduced but also those authorised strengths are not being met in 12 of the 14 districts.  In the interest of 
fairness and honesty I will tell members the two districts that are performing not too badly.  The first is the west 
metropolitan region.  The good people of Cottesloe, Nedlands and Dalkeith are going okay.  Their reduced 
authorised strength is 294 police officers and in fact they have 294 police officers.  The north west metropolitan 
region has a reduced authorised strength of 259 police officers and it has 264 police officers.  In the interests of 
openness and honesty I am happy to put on record that two of the 14 districts are operating at or above the 
authorised strength.  However, 12 police districts are operating below the authorised strength, notwithstanding 
that the authorised strength has been reduced.  It is a diabolical mess despite the fact that in her tricky fashion the 
Minister for Police has been on the airwaves telling anybody who will listen that she is increasing police 
numbers.  We now know that in the front-line areas, the fight against crime is suffering because the reduced 
authorised strength is not even being met.   

I will table the answers to the two questions that I have just referred to, just in case members of Parliament or 
people in the community are interested in them. 
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The SPEAKER:  The papers can lie on the table for the balance of this day’s sitting.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The Minister for Police says that the Government has increased authorised strengths and 
other things.  However, the minister’s own figures show in black and white what is the situation.  It may well be 
that the Government has set up a forensic squad or it has police officers employed in lost property or in firearms 
or who have been squirreled away at the head office.  It may be true that the Government has implemented a 
$1.5 million redundancy program for civil servants working at police stations.  However, when that is done, the 
net result is that uniformed officers are pulled off the street and instead of driving patrol cars they are now 
driving desks.  They are not even in the districts.  They have been pulled out of the districts.  Goodness only 
knows where those officers have gone.  It might be that the minister has set up a couple of squads here and there, 
but that has been to the detriment of the front-line fight against crime in the 14 police districts.  The minister 
certainly will not tell people that.  Let us look at why that might be.  The Government keeps telling us it has 
increased police numbers by 250.  According to the Labor Party’s pre-election policy “more police, better 
policing”, the first dot point states - 

Labor will: 

•  boost police numbers by 250 officers over four years, to be deployed throughout the State, . . . 

If the Government has boosted police numbers, why has the Government seen it necessary to take police officers 
out of the districts, which are the front line in the fight against crime, and to squirrel them away into goodness 
only knows what squads the Government has come up with?  If the Government had adhered to its election 
promise of increasing police numbers by 250 or any part thereof, this would not be an issue today.  It is an 
absolute failure.   

I will look at some of the flow-on effects of having a police state that is understaffed and the reduction in the 
number of police staff deployed in the front line.  Western Australia is the home burglary capital of Australia.  
Western Australia’s home burglary rate is 48.5 per cent higher than the national average, 32 per cent higher than 
the rate in New South Wales and 109 per cent higher than in Victoria.  The home invasion rate in Western 
Australia is 104 per cent higher than the national average, 113 per cent higher than in New South Wales and 
216 per cent higher than in Victoria.  The response times of police in Western Australia are an absolute joke.  
Half of all priority 1 calls in the metropolitan area were not responded to within the targeted time in 2002-03.  
That includes life-threatening incidents such as armed hold-ups and the like.  We all know about them as a result 
of recent events.  More than one-third of all priority 2 calls in the metropolitan area were not responded to in the 
targeted time and there was a problem with the priority 3 calls because police took up to 40 minutes to respond 
to them.   

The list goes on and on.  This minister has been an abject failure in the justice portfolio.  She presided over the 
preventable great escape.  She has been an absolute failure in the police portfolio also.  She has failed to 
implement the written pre-election policies of the Western Australian Labor Party that were put before the 
people.  That is now having a very serious and measurable effect on the fight against crime in Western Australia.  
Is it not interesting that the minister says that it is not her fault?  She says that she wrote a cheque to the 
Commissioner of Police but that he has not put any more police in the front line.  I am getting sick of hearing the 
Minister for Police say that it is not her fault.  She is responsible for the Police Department of Western Australia.  
Why can she not ask the commissioner why there has been a cut in the authorised strength in each policing 
district in Western Australia?  Why can she not demand that the front-line fight against crime be boosted rather 
than reduced?  That is what she would do if she were truly in charge of her own department.  She is a failure and 
if ever there were a case for a minister to be sacked, this is it today.   

DR G.I. GALLOP (Victoria Park - Premier) [3.09 pm]:  I rise to support the Minister for Police and Emergency 
Services in the work she is doing on behalf of the people of Western Australia.  I will refer to the Labor Party’s 
platform that was presented to the people at the last election.  The Government is very proud of that platform 
because it was the most comprehensive law and order platform ever put before the people of Western Australia.  
It was very well researched and focused and I think it was very well received.  There are three central elements 
in Labor’s approach to tackling law and order issues in our community.  First, we made a commitment to employ 
more police officers and provide a better Police Service.  We believe that policing can make a difference in the 
community, and that is why we want to empower police officers to do a good job.  Secondly, the system of law 
and justice should provide for a proper deterrent and it should also be a system that tackles recidivism in our 
community.  Thirdly, we want a law and order strategy that deals with crime prevention; in other words, to make 
sure that government agencies - not only the police but also other government agencies - work in cooperation 
with the community to deal with the causes of crime.  They are the three main elements: more and better 
policing, a proper system of law and justice, and a crime prevention strategy.  As I said, a very comprehensive 
and well-researched platform was put to the people of Western Australia during the election campaign. 
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The Minister for Police might not want to say this, but I can say it.  I think she can be very proud of the work 
that she has put in to carry out our platform.  This motion is totally wide of the mark in its criticism of the way in 
which the Minister for Police is operating. 

I will commence by referring, first, to the key plank of our platform of more police and better policing.  We are 
on track to deliver the extra police promised.  Currently - the minister can correct this if I am wrong - we have 
recruited 175 of the 250 police, and 30 of the 40 Aboriginal police liaison officers that we promised. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Can you demonstrate that? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Not only can we produce figures, but also we can produce the advice of the Commissioner of 
Police, who has indicated not only to us, but also to the people of Western Australia through the media, that we 
are on track with that promise.  That means that the Police Service is in a much better position to allocate police 
throughout the State to deal with problem areas.  We are delivering on that promise. 

Secondly, we have supported our Police Service with an extra allocation of $173 million, which is an increase of 
39.3 per cent on the budget of the previous coalition.  That has happened because the Minister for Police has 
been on the job looking at what we, as a Government, can do and making sure that we deliver on our budgets.  I 
will give members a couple of examples.  We have put real resources into the new DNA technologies.  I think 
we are leading the way in empowering our Police Service in this area.  We have created new units, such as the 
online covert unit, which I mentioned today, and which is already in operation.  We have the flying squads that 
are capable of being mobilised to deal with crime hot spots.  Importantly, our police officers also have better 
wages and conditions - not just wages, but also conditions.  I often think about these issues, and when the 
Minister for Police goes along to Police Service functions she can hold her head up proudly because she was the 
one who took occupational health and safety legislation through this Parliament for the Police Service of 
Western Australia.  That was done by this minister as part of this Government.  The Government allocated 
$8 million to improve the wages and conditions for police officers serving in rural and regional Western 
Australia, and that was very well received.  There is now a real incentive for people to join the Police Service in 
Western Australia.  We have delivered on those promises.  Another promise we made was to establish the Royal 
Commission Into Whether There Has Been Any Corrupt or Criminal Conduct by Western Australian Police 
Officers, and we have delivered on that.  That was important because many questions were left hanging over the 
Police Service that had not been properly answered by the pathetic Anti-Corruption Commission that was set up 
by the former Government.  It lacked the powers and the authority to do the job it was set up to do.  We have 
answered the historic questions that needed to be answered through the royal commission.  What is more, we 
have charted a reform path for the future Police Service.  The new commissioner will come in and carry through 
on that.  Our promises for the Police Service, including more police and better policing, are being delivered by 
this Government. 

Thirdly, I refer to the system of law and justice.  A lot of law and justice initiatives have been taken by the 
Attorney General in this Government, particularly those that toughen up the law to make sure that it is relevant 
to the circumstances in our community.  We have done that for organised crime and for a whole range of other 
offences that needed to be tackled to create a proper deterrent.  This minister has also been responsible for 
improving the laws of Western Australia.  The hoon laws make it clear to those young people in our community 
who think that the streets of Western Australia can be used for their own Jack Brabham fantasies that the full 
force of the law will come down upon them.  That was an initiative of this Minister for Police.  I announced 
today that we will be bringing in legislation to tackle the issue of Internet-organised paedophilia in Western 
Australia, which is another initiative of this Minister for Police. 

Finally, I refer to the question of crime prevention.  Again, that is the responsibility not just of the Minister for 
Police, but as a result of a portfolio change she now has responsibility for that area.  We are delivering on our 
platform, which is to establish an Office of Crime Prevention.  We are allocating resources that can be utilised by 
communities throughout Western Australia to deal with the causes of crime.  We now have a professional 
approach for dealing with crime prevention in Western Australia.  We will have real partnerships with local 
government that will deliver on real crime prevention strategies. 

They are the processes, the expenditures and the programs that we have initiated since we have been in 
government - all based upon our election platform.  I will now turn to the crime statistics.  A comparison of the 
financial year to date in 2003-04 with 2002-03 reveals a 9.2 per cent reduction in reported offences in Western 
Australia.  We are turning the corner on crime statistics.  There has been a significant decrease in reported home 
burglaries.  The initiatives that have been taken by the minister, the work of the Police Service of Western 
Australia and the work of other government agencies are leading to a reduction in crime.  However, we are not 
complacent; we have more work to do, but we have the will, the capacity and the intelligence to deliver on 
reductions of crime. 
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Mr C.J. Barnett:  You’re deluding yourself.  Have you had a break-in in the last year? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The level of home burglaries in Western Australia is too high, and that is why it is the focus 
of a lot of the work we do.  That is why we are putting special effort into it, and that is why the crime rates for 
burglary are starting to go down.  The motion moved by the Opposition today does not measure up against the 
facts.  We are delivering on what we said we would do as part of our election platform.  The consequences of 
what we said we would do are starting to flow through and reduce the level crime, but we are not complacent.  
We are not saying to the people of Western Australia that there is not a lot of work to be done.  We are not 
saying that the current crime rates are adequate.  There is still a challenge and a job to be done, and we want to 
get on with the job of doing it.  The people of Western Australia will make their own judgment about the 
approach of the shadow Minister for Police and the approach of the Minister for Police.  On the one side, empty 
rhetoric, badly researched; on our side, a proper strategy and a commitment to deliver on the results that we 
want.  Yet again, the Opposition has failed to deliver in parliamentary debate.  We stand on our record and 
acknowledge that we have a lot more to do, but we have the capacity to deliver in the future. 

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Merredin) [3.18 pm]:  Madam Deputy Speaker, the good news Premier makes an 
appearance in the debate!  Obviously some polling has been done over the past week and the Premier thinks that, 
because of the community concern about law and order issues and the inaction of this Labor Government, he 
must get to his feet and make a contribution.  I am afraid there is no good news.  We are 169 front-line officers 
down on authorised strength, and we are 159 officers down in actual strength.  In the wheatbelt - my region - in 
August the authorised strength was 149 officers.  In March the authorised strength was reduced to 144 officers.  
However, the actual number of officers on the ground in the wheatbelt was 139.  Ten officers who could make a 
valuable contribution to policing in the wheatbelt are not on the ground in the wheatbelt.  That is why this 
motion will be supported by my National Party colleagues and the coalition at large.  The motion condemns the 
Minister for Police for her complete failure to deliver on Labor’s key law and order election commitments.  The 
election commitment from the Labor Party states that the Labor Party will “ensure that all police stations are 
staffed to their authorised strengths”.  The minister said during question time that she has no power to ensure that 
police stations are staffed to their authorised strength; she leaves that to the Commissioner of Police.  That 
comment is very interesting.  The minister has admitted today that she has no hope of having any control over 
that election promise.  She has passed it over to the Commissioner for Police.  From my conversations with the 
police officers who are on the ground in the wheatbelt - I am sure this will apply equally to every member on this 
side of the Parliament who represents regional Western Australia - I understand that they are facing increasing 
pressure and difficulty in achieving their goal of front-line policing in Western Australia.  Ten extra officers in 
the wheatbelt could make a lot of difference in helping them achieve that goal.  Not only is the number of front-
line police officers below the authorised levels, but also there is a large number of unfilled vacancies in regional 
Western Australia.  When we consider the time it takes to fill a vacancy in regional Western Australia, that 
further reduces the front-line police presence in the regions.  I suggest that today in the wheatbelt the number of 
police officers on the ground is substantially less than 139, just because of the large number of vacancies.   

Another problem is that the police stations in regional Western Australia are in an absolutely dilapidated state.  
When the police officers in regional Western Australia do manage to catch a criminal - and they do a very good 
job, considering their reduced numbers - the police stations that those criminals need to be housed in are not up 
to scratch.  As other members have outlined, most of the cells do not meet the occupational health and safety 
standards that are required, so the criminals cannot even be put into the cells.  That is the situation in regional 
Western Australia today.  Country officers are finding it increasingly difficult to hold and transfer prisoners 
because of the unsafe conditions that they are required to work under.  Although the mind of the public was 
focused on the break-out from the Supreme Court on 10 June, every week in country Western Australia police 
officers are put in the position of having to transfer dangerous criminals, a lot of the time by themselves, with 
inadequate backup and an inadequate cell system to allow them to do their job safely.  That means that police 
officers and the community face the risk that exactly the same thing that happened in the Supreme Court will 
happen in regional Western Australia.  That is another reason that we have moved this motion condemning the 
Minister for Police.   

The member for Kalgoorlie clearly put on the record that every police district in Western Australia is under its 
authorised strength.  That means that police officers are not out on the beat.  It does not matter that the minister 
is putting on more police officers.  We welcome that.  However, if they are not out on the beat and doing front-
line policing in the community, what will be the benefit of those extra police officers?  The minister has said that 
even though the authorised strengths have been reduced, she has put on the flying squads.  The flying squads 
have never been to Merredin or Mullewa.  They do not go out past the metropolitan region. Therefore, the fact 
that police stations in regional Western Australia are under their authorised strengths creates further problems, 
because the flying squads that the minister said could take up the slack do not go to regional Western Australia.  
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That is why my community of Merredin, and I am sure other regional communities, are very dissatisfied with the 
current policing situation in Western Australia.  It is very disappointing that between August and March the 
authorised strengths have been reduced even further.  This might be a prerequisite for a leadership position in the 
Labor Party.  During the energy debate, the Minister for Energy floated the idea that because Western Power 
could not the meet requirements of the Energy Safety Directorate to prevent power outages and blackouts, the 
easiest way to fix that problem was not to put money into the system, but to lower the standards so that it could 
meet the targets.  That is exactly what is happening in policing.  If the minister cannot meet the authorised 
strength targets, she lowers them a little.  However, in the past six months, even though the targets have been 
lowered, the authorised strengths still have not been met.   

Another issue that must be raised is country postings.  Police officers find country postings unattractive.  During 
the budget debate last week I said that the lack of quality housing for police officers acts as a disincentive for 
police officers to go to the regions.  Single police officer stations, and the safety concerns that that raises, also 
make it difficult to fill police vacancies in the regions.  The transportation of prisoners is another problem.  
Given what happened in the Supreme Court last week, no police officer in his right mind would want to be out in 
the regions to face the issues by himself, with no backup from the next nearest town for probably half an hour at 
least.  The state of our police stations is another important issue.  I was at Moora Police Station only a month or 
so ago.  One can still see the high waterline from the Moora floods on the wall of the police station.  That is what 
the police officers have to contend with.  The movement that the floods caused to the foundations of Moora 
Police Station have resulted in cracks in the wall so large that people can put their hands in them.   

The centralisation of police services is already taking place.  The detective who was located at Moora Police 
Station, who was willing to contribute to the Moora community and to put up with the substandard housing, the 
substandard police station and the cells that do not meet occupational health and safety standards, has been 
transferred to Northam.  Therefore, even when we do manage to get a police officer to come to the regions, the 
minister is happy for the centralised system to drag that police officer back to Northam.   

There has been an increase in crime rates in regional Western Australia.  The number of assaults in Esperance 
has increased over the last monitoring period.  The number of burglaries in Carnarvon has increased.  The 
increase in crime rates led me to introduce a Bill into this House last year to provide for mandatory sentencing of 
people who commit burglaries on commercial properties.  The reason that many criminals are targeting 
commercial premises is that if they are convicted of burglary offences on those premises they are not subject to 
mandatory sentencing.  If we add what I have said to what the member for Kalgoorlie has outlined about the 
problems being faced in regional Western Australia, there should be widespread support for the motion.   

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland - Minister for Police and Emergency Services) [3.28 pm]:  The Opposition 
continues to make these inaccurate remarks about police numbers.  I have suggested to opposition members 
previously that if they will not stand corrected by me, they should stand corrected by the Commissioner of 
Police.  I will quote what former Commissioner of Police Barry Matthews said on 3 May this year on 720 ABC 
Perth News.  The transcript from the Government Media Monitoring Unit states that the newsreader said -  

The Police Commissioner Barry Matthews says that a reported Government plan to increase the number 
of police recruits next year by 75 is nothing new.  Mr Matthews says the figure is part of the 250 extra 
police promised by the State Government before the last election.   

The Opposition leader, Colin Barnett, says even with the increase next financial year, the service will be 
understaffed, with 35 fewer officers in the service this year than there were in 2001. 

But Mr Matthews maintains the target will be met.   

Commissioner Matthews said -  

There’s a lot of misrepresentation or just misunderstanding about what’s been happening.  We have 
been recruiting to replace the ones that have left, plus we’ve also recruited numbers to make up the 250. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order! 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  They do not want to hear it.  This is from the Commissioner of Police who established a 
reputation.  As he said last week, he is not a friend of mine; he does not regard me as a friend.  However, he 
firmly accused those opposite of either misunderstanding or misrepresentation.  They were Barry Matthews’ 
words about the Leader of the Opposition and his police spokesperson: either misunderstanding - because he was 
being kind - or just plain misrepresentation.  On this side of the House, we all know what it is.  It is 
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misrepresentation.  The member for Kalgoorlie does not like to hear it, but he can hear it again.  Commissioner 
Matthews said -  

There’s a lot of misrepresentation or just misunderstanding about what’s been happening.  We have 
been recruiting to replace the ones that have left, plus we’ve also recruited numbers to make up the 250. 

Commissioner Matthews went on to say -  

By the time the Government goes to the election, we’ll have 250 extra police over and above those that 
have left and we’re on target to achieve that. 

They are the facts - not from someone in the Labor Party or in the Government, but from a very firm and 
independent Commissioner of Police; yet people who sit opposite dispute what he said and dispute the facts.  
Basically, they have not only accused me of misleading them, but also accused the Commissioner of Police of 
lying, because what they say is in direct contradiction of what the Commissioner of Police has said. 

Mr M.J. Birney:  We know who’s telling the porky pies. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The member for Kalgoorlie said, “We know who’s telling the porky pies.”  He is 
obviously accusing the former Commissioner of Police of telling porky pies, because the member for Kalgoorlie 
- 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  It is just disgraceful that the Minister for Police would accuse me of accusing a former 
Commissioner of Police of lying.  Quite clearly, my comment was aimed at the Minister for Police, and not the 
Commissioner of Police. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  There is no point of order. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  In which case that would be unparliamentary, and the member should withdraw. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  I am sorry, minister. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I have said that he is saying that the Commissioner of Police was lying.  The member 
used the words “porky pies”.  I said that if he is saying that, he is accusing the Commissioner of Police of telling 
porky pies.  The member for Kalgoorlie has stood in his own defence and said that he is not accusing the 
Commissioner of Police of telling porky pies; he is accusing the minister of that.  That is game, set and match; it 
is absolutely unparliamentary to stand in this place and make that accusation about me. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Minister, I did not hear you.  Was that a point of order?  I am sorry; I thought it was 
a response to the member for Kalgoorlie.  Did you actually raise a point of order? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  We have had rulings before on the use of the term “porky pies”, as in lies.  I suggested 
that the member was accusing the Commissioner of Police of lying.  He clarified the point by saying that I was 
lying; that I had told porky pies.  That is clearly unparliamentary and out of order. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Porky pies, as I understand it, are things that people eat, and they are full of pork.  I do not 
know whether the minister has a guilty conscience, but if it helps proceedings, I am happy to withdraw it. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  The member for Kalgoorlie has withdrawn his comments. 

Debate Resumed 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  As he should, because it is here in black and white.  The Commissioner of Police has said 
it plainly.  It is simple.  Those opposite refuse to accept that we are on target to deliver the 250 additional police.  
They refuse to accept the word of Commissioner Matthews.  That is the fact.  They have refused to accept what 
he said on ABC Radio 720  that day and what he has said two years in a row in parliamentary estimates 
committee hearings.  Madam Deputy Speaker, I am finding it difficult to speak above the wall of noise from the 
member for Merredin.  I would ask you to call him to order if he persists. 

The fact is that we are well and truly on target to deliver 250 additional police officers and 40 Aboriginal police 
liaison officers.  This month, the authorised strength of the Western Australia Police Service is 4 873; the actual 
strength is 4 894.  The service is operating at 21 officers over and above the authorised strength.  Western 
Australia currently enjoys the highest police-to-population ratio of any State, with 249 officers per 100 000 
people.  By comparison, Victoria has a ratio of 211 to 100 000; New South Wales, 212 to 100 000; and 
Queensland, 220 to 100 000.  Our Government is on track to deliver an extra 250 police officers.  To date, 175 of 
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those additional police officers, catering for attrition, have been recruited.  The remaining 75 will be engaged by 
the Police Service by December this year. 

Mr M.J. Birney:  How many were there when you started? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  By the end of 2004 we will have increased the Police Service’s authorised strength by 
250.  Just to be clear, that is 250 extra permanent and funded police officers, with the authorised strength 
increased from 4 698, which was the number in the previous Government’s last four years in office.  For every 
year in its last four-year term, the authorised strength was 4 698.  We will deliver to an authorised strength of 
4 948.  That is an additional 250 police officers.  Therefore, the Opposition cannot say that our Government has 
cut the authorised strength, because, quite clearly, we have increased it. 

We have already recruited an additional 30 Aboriginal police liaison officers, and we will deliver on our 
commitment to recruit an additional 40 by the end of this year.  As the people opposite know, with that 
significantly increased authorised strength with which we have provided the commissioner, and with actual 
numbers currently exceeding the authorised strength, the commissioner makes choices about where best to 
deploy officers.  That is the way it has always been. 

I will deal with how this Government has delivered for the Police Service.  We have increased just about all 
aspects of the police budget.  Since we have come to government we have injected an additional $173 million, or 
a 39.3 per cent increase, over and above the amount in the Court Government’s last budget in 2000-01.  Its 
budget in 2000-01 was set at $442.1 million.  When that is compared with our current budget of $615.9 million, 
it can be seen that our recurrent funding has increased by $173 million.  The budget increase this year alone is 
$64.2 million, or the equivalent of an 11.6 per cent increase when compared with last year’s budget estimate.   

These budget increases have been able to provide significant new initiatives, such as the new police assistance 
centre, which operates 24 hours a day, seven days a week.  We have funded the regional operations group.  For 
the first time we now have a dedicated flying squad, essentially a group of officers who can be deployed at short 
notice to areas of need. 

Mr B.J. Grylls:  Have they ever been deployed? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I will get to the member’s point.  I fully expect them to be deployed to country areas as 
well.  

Mr B.J. Grylls:  Have they ever been before?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  We will get to that.  
I can provide Parliament with information about how that budget is flowed out to the regions.  The member for 
Kalgoorlie produced some information today, and I am prepared to produce some more.  In terms of managed 
and non-managed expenses by portfolio and district, in 2000-01 the metropolitan district had a budget of 
$104.6 million and in 2003-04 it increased to $150.9 million, a 44 per cent increase; in 2000-01 the north eastern 
district had a budget of $48 million and in 2003-04 it increased to $62.9 million, a 31 per cent increase; in 2000-
01 the southern district had a budget of 35.8 million and in 2003-04 it increased to $50.7 million, a 41 per cent 
increase.  There are increases district by district.   
I turn now to the metropolitan region.  In 2000-01, the north west metropolitan district had a budget of 
$15.2 million and in 2003-04 it increased to $19.9 million, a 31 per cent increase.  The increase over the same 
period in the east metropolitan district was from $12.1 million to $16.2 million, a 35 per cent increase; in the 
south east metropolitan district the budget went from $18.5 million to 28.6 million, a 55 per cent increase; the 
budget of the central district went from $21.6 million to $29.8 million, a 38 per cent increase; the budget in the 
west metropolitan district went from $14.1 million in 2000-01 to $20.6 million in 2003-04, a 46 per cent 
increase; in the south metropolitan district, the budget increased from $20 million in 2000-01 to $26.5 million in 
2003-04, a 33 per cent increase; and the metropolitan support budget has increased from $3.3 million in 2000-01 
to $9.4 million in 2003-04.  That is a 188 per cent increase in the metropolitan support budget.  In the country 
regions, the great southern budget has gone up by 38 per cent, the Peel budget by 78 per cent, the south west 
budget by 40 per cent, the wheatbelt budget by 27 per cent, the goldfields-Esperance budget by 44 per cent, the 
Kimberley budget by 30 per cent, the mid west-Gascoyne budget by 31 per cent and the Pilbara budget by 20 per 
cent.   

On top of that operating budget, we have provided significant increases in capital works, including the 
construction of 14 police stations at Wanneroo, Vincent, Canning Vale, Newman, Laverton, Warburton, Balgo, 
Kalumburu, Bidyadanga, Dampier Peninsula, Jigalong, Warakurna, Warmun and Carnarvon.  There will also be 
two police districts facilities in Albany and the Kimberley.  There has been significant investment in the Delta 
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communications and information technology project.  We have also purchased new communications systems and 
we will commence the construction of new forensic and traffic operation facilities.   

As the Premier has already highlighted, we have also put significant investment into occupational health and 
safety issues and DNA.  In my view, the Government’s DNA legislation is the best in Australia and the number 
of DNA samples we have collected in Western Australia more than favourably compares with the more populous 
States.  As at 1 December 2003, Western Australia collected 28 497 samples, compared with 6 627 in Victoria 
and 20 000 in New South Wales.  As at 1 December 2003, we had 26 008 profiles on the database and Victoria 
had 5 673.  The average number of samples we collect in Western Australia each week is 385.  That compares 
with the average number of samples collected in Victoria, for example, of just 51.  It has been a huge investment 
for us.  The former Government had $1 million in its forward estimates to deal with DNA.  In our very first 
budget, we earmarked $20 million for the same purpose and with the money on budget this financial year, 
approximately 38 000 DNA samples will be able to be contained on the database.  In the 2002-03 financial year, 
there were 518 DNA database matches.  Many of those were for crimes that would not have been solved 
otherwise.   

In the time available to me, I want to touch on country incentives.  Today a member of the National Party talked 
about country areas.  This Government provided $8 million worth of country incentives to put police officers in 
hard-to-fill locations.  We also introduced the 44-hour week which, in some country centres, has had a bigger 
impact than just about anything else.  I know the member for Eyre certainly welcomed that support.  The fact of 
the matter is that the former Government did not deliver in eight years what we have delivered in just three 
years.   

My focus is on results.  Recent crimes statistics reveal that our latest results have been excellent.  I tabled 
recently the 2004 March quarter statistics and compared them with the 2003 March quarter statistics.  Overall, 
there was a decrease in the number of reported offences of 12.4 per cent.  Most pleasingly, on a quarter-to-
quarter comparison, burglary is down by 22.5 per cent.  In particular regions there have been significant 
decreases in crime.  This is progress in the right direction like we never, ever saw during the eight years of the 
former Government.  Every year under the former Government not only were we the worst State in the nation, 
but also our figures continued to soar.  Our rate of armed robbery is about half of what it was when it peaked 
during the Opposition’s term in government.  Further, armed robbery rates are about half what they were in the 
year in which there was the highest armed robbery rate during the Opposition’s term in government.   

Several opposition members interjected.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Opposition members sniff and carry on about a 22 per cent decrease in quarter-to-quarter 
home burglary rates, but never once in eight years were they able to provide one set of quarterly statistics that 
showed such remarkable progress in bringing the rate of crime down.  We are making much better progress than 
the Opposition ever did and we will go even further.  The new police commissioner, Mr Karl O’Callaghan, has 
said he will put the emphasis on front-line policing, and I am looking forward to him doing that.   

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [3.48 pm]:  I support this motion, which should read, “This Parliament 
condemns the Government for its failure to deliver on Labor’s key law and order election commitments”.  There 
has been a lot of debate today about the Labor Party’s commitment before the last election to increase police 
numbers and about where those police are.  This Government promised the community that it would fix the 
problems in law and order, and increasing the number of police officers was seen as a way of fixing those 
problems.  However, the increase in police numbers has not resulted in an improvement because crime rates are 
still high.  I cannot talk about other member’s areas; however, my electorate falls under the Fremantle region.  
There are two police stations in my electorate, which cover many suburbs east of Fremantle down to Canning 
Vale.  One has to ask: what are the police doing?  The police officers I know are doing a good job; however, if 
there has been an increase in police numbers, what duties have those officers been given that are preventing them 
from being seen on the streets and in the community?  Is it the paperwork that they are doing?  Is it because they 
are not being supported at the police stations?  There must be a reason that we are not seeing any improvement in 
law and order in the community.   

In my local newspaper last week, the Minister for Education and Training was reported as saying that his 
electorate would be getting a new police station because he had been doing a wonderful job and had been 
working for his area.  I would like a police station at Canning Bridge.  I would like the old Brentwood police 
station reopened because we have lots of problems in that area.  A lot of main roads come into our area, allowing 
crooks to come in and out very easily.  Unfortunately, I am not a member of the Government so I am not able to 
ask it to reopen that police station.   
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Mrs M.H. Roberts:  It was the Opposition when in government that closed Brentwood.  It was the Liberal and 
National Parties that closed it.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Let me be the first to congratulate the minister when she reopens that police station and 
helps fix the crime problems in the area.  People constantly come into my office and tell me that not only have 
their homes been burgled but also they have been brutally attacked during the invasion of their property.  People 
do not feel safe in their homes.   

It is all very well for the Commissioner of Police to state that the Police Service is aiming for a further 75 police 
officers a year.  Who is looking at the population?  What was the population of the Fremantle district 20 years 
ago?  What population does the Fremantle district police station now cover?  I am not a gambling person, but I 
would bet on the fact that the numbers of police have not increased in line with the increase in population.  There 
is a problem in my area.  If the minister speaks to the police at my local police stations - the number fluctuates 
from month to month according to the types of criminal events that occur - they will tell her that the community 
does not feel safe.  What can the minister do to get more police into the community?  Some people wait two or 
four hours, and sometimes even 24 hours, for a police officer because they are low on the list of priorities.  The 
police do not have the resources to send someone to see people.  When a person phones the police after a 
burglary, even if the offender has left the home, it is very distressing for that person to wait four hours for a 
police officer to arrive.   

MR N.R. MARLBOROUGH (Peel - Parliamentary Secretary) [3.51 pm]:  There is always something fairly 
consistent when members of Parliament rise to their feet and speak about police numbers and law and order.  
The fairly consistent points are that we all agree that there are never enough police in our area and that we 
always want more officers.  What we do not agree on is the process by which that is brought about.  The facts are 
as indicated by the minister.  In the last four years of the previous Government, when I rose to my feet as a 
member of the then Opposition and spoke about the increased crime in my electorate - under the previous 
Government we had some of the highest levels of crime in Australia - what I was faced with all the time was that 
I could not get any change.  In the last four years of the previous Government 4 698 officers were consistently 
available to my electorate.  I could not get any extra police officers, unless I could convince the Commissioner of 
Police, who was then in charge of how police were allocated - just as he is now - to agree to reallocate officers to 
my electorate.  The member for Rockingham and I have been through the same exercise in the time that we have 
been in government.  I had a meeting with Commissioner Matthews in January.  I did not go to the minister to 
ask for increased numbers.  The member for Rockingham and I went to Commissioner Matthews.  We put to 
Commissioner Matthews, who was responsible for the allocation of police officers to each district, the argument 
that there had been a massive increase in the population of our electorates.  Some 20 houses a day were being 
built, and that is still going on today.  For that reason alone we believed that crime rates needed to be kept under 
control and that we needed more police officers to do it.  Commissioner Matthews told the member for 
Rockingham and me at that meeting that, according to the statistics he had before him and his formula - I will 
come to the formula - we were overserviced by police officers and he wanted to take away nine officers.  As a 
result of those discussions, he did not do that, but that is what he confronted us with.  He was going to take away 
nine police officers!  There was no thought in my mind of running off and trying to convince the Minister for 
Police that she should intervene through her ministerial role and tell the police commissioner where he should 
allocate police officers.  We had a meeting with the Commissioner of Police, just as we did under the previous 
Government, and the Commissioner of Police determined the outcome.   

I am concerned about how we meet the demands of the community.  I am not convinced that Commissioner 
Matthews had a formula that anybody but he and a few officers in the Police Service could understand.  The 
Queen Mary could have been steered through Commissioner Matthews’ formula.  He put together figures on 
crime, age, numbers, district and square kilometres.  At the end of the day he could come up with any outcome 
he wanted.  I call on the Minister for Police to look at that part of the Police Service.  As local members of 
Parliament, we need to be able to sit down with the Commissioner of Police - I do not mind negotiating with him 
- with an absolutely open formula by which resources are allocated.  In fact, I go so far as to say that there should 
be a process of independent accreditation - just as there is in the health system - of police outcomes from district 
to district.  That is what Royal Perth Hospital does.  Royal Perth Hospital cannot get a licence without going 
through an authorised federal-state accreditation process.  The police management of day-to-day services should 
be put under the microscope of an accreditation process.  That would then take it out of the hands of politicians, 
who start with vested interests anyway, and put it in the hands of somebody who knows how the formula should 
be measured.   

I am satisfied that the Government has increased the police budget significantly - by some 39 per cent.  It has 
increased police numbers significantly.  What I do not see is the swinging into my electorate of the sorts of 
numbers of police officers that I want to see.  When I went to the Commissioner of Police, I was bamboozled by 
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a formula that only the commissioner and one or two of his officers could understand.  I did not understand it 
and the community certainly would not understand it.  We need to see real outcomes with a district-by-district 
accreditation process, which is independent of the Police Service itself and which determines the sorts of 
measures we need for proper law and order.   

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the Opposition) [3.57 pm]:  The performance of the Minister for 
Police and for Justice has been absolutely inept.  As an absolutely hapless performance by a minister, it would be 
rivalled only by the performance of the Minister for Energy.  Given the events following the great escape, this 
minister deserved every bit of bad publicity she received, but with one exception.  I do not think she deserved the 
cartoon in the Sunday Times, simply because I think that cartoon was in poor taste.  However, she deserved the 
rest; she deserved everything.  She has been totally preoccupied with her role as President of the State Labor 
Party and has neglected her job as minister.   

Much of the debate this afternoon has been about police numbers.  The minister can pick whatever number she 
wants for police numbers, authorised strengths, full-time equivalents or graduates of the police academy.  All the 
Opposition can do is rely on the information the minister provides, and the information she provides is 
notoriously inconsistent.  She chooses to alternate between districts, authorised strengths, FTEs and positions 
funded.  The people want to see coppers; they want men and women in a uniform - sworn officers - doing their 
job.  I do not think the minister is capable of answering the question, but if she were to supply to this Parliament 
on a monthly or quarterly basis the number of sworn officers for the past five or six years, she might have some 
chance of regaining credibility.  However, she has not done it, and that is why she has been caught out 
consistently.  She has failed to provide a clear line of statistics.  Her one claim is that burglary rates are down.  I 
hope they are down.  I know the police have mounted a burglary campaign.  I put it to the minister that there is 
probably another phenomenon at work.  I do not know how many members of Parliament have been the subject 
of a burglary.  I have been the subject of two in the past six months.  That is probably not untypical.  In fact, I 
have been the subject of three crime events, two of which were burglaries.  I have learnt something from that 
personal experience and from talking to other people who have experienced the same thing.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  How fast was the police attendance?   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  It was very quick when I told the police that I was the Leader of the Opposition.  They 
were not coming until I told them that.  On the other occasion there was no police attendance at all.   

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I have two minutes left.  I hope that the true burglary rate has fallen, but I will tell members 
what is happening in the community.  People are scared for their safety and about losing their property and 
household effects.  I will tell members what is happening with crime.  More people are not reporting crime for 
three reasons.  First, the police will not come; second, if they do come, they will not do much about the crime; 
and third, insurance companies have started refusing to insure property following burglaries.  People are not 
reporting crime because they do not expect a response from the police or they have lost their household contents 
insurance.  That is the reality.  The minister should not be too glib and boastful about figures on burglary.  If she 
talks to people in the community, she will find that burglary has not diminished but is absolutely rampant right 
throughout the State.   

The minister talks about producing officers through the Police Academy.  The Police Academy was built by the 
previous Government and is a fantastic training institution for police.  Those officers are pouring through now, 
so the Government will try to achieve its target of 250 extra police officers right at the death knock.  For three 
and a half years the Government has made no inroads at all and now, in a rush, it is pouring graduate after 
graduate out of the academy and saying that it has met its target.  What sort of genuine commitment is that?  The 
public will not be fooled by that, either in Bunbury or anywhere else. 

Question put and a division taken with the following result - 

Ayes (22) 

Mr R.A. Ainsworth Mr J.H.D. Day Mr W.J. McNee Mr M.W. Trenorden 
Mr C.J. Barnett Mrs C.L. Edwardes Mr A.D. Marshall Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mr J.P.D. Edwards Mr B.K. Masters Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr B.J. Grylls Mr P.D. Omodei Mr J.L. Bradshaw (Teller) 
Mr M.F. Board Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr P.G. Pendal  
Dr E. Constable Mr M.G. House Mr R.N. Sweetman  
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Noes (28) 

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

            

Pairs 

 Mr T.K. Waldron Mr A.J. Carpenter 
 Mr R.F. Johnson Mr F.M. Logan 

Question thus negatived. 
 


