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ROYAL COMMISSION INTO POLICE CORRUPTION 

949. Mr BIRNEY to the Attorney General:  
I refer to the Government’s royal commission into police corruption and ask - 

(1) Can the Attorney General advise whether the royal commission has exceeded its budget of $5 million 
for this financial year, despite the fact that hearings have not even begun?  

(2) Can the Attorney General confirm that the royal commission has requested additional funds this 
financial year, totalling many millions of dollars?  

(3) Can the Attorney General also confirm that the royal commission budget allocation for the next 
financial year will exceed the $10 million outlined in the forward estimates from the last budget?  

Mr McGINTY replied: 
(1)-(3) I cannot confirm most of the details asked for by the member for Kalgoorlie.  It is not my understanding 

that the budget for the current financial year has been exceeded to the extent indicated.  I will answer in 
a more general sense, rather than address the specific questions asked by the member.  When the Labor 
Party was in opposition, it estimated that a 12-month royal commission would cost about $15 million. 

When the present Government came to power it set up the royal commission last December, and 
appointed Mr Geoffrey Kennedy, QC as the royal commissioner.  The royal commission senior staff 
were appointed in the few months following that.  The royal commission staff reported to the 
Government that, because the original period of 12 months had been extended to 18 months and the 
royal commission was to report in August 2003, there would be obvious budgetary implications, since 
the term was now 50 per cent longer than had been indicated in the indicative budget.  The Government 
then told the royal commission staff to develop a full budget containing all the costs of the staffing, 
including different levels of staffing for different levels of the royal commission.  The royal 
commission staff presented the expenditure review committee with a budget in excess of the 
$15 million, which was what the Government expected. 

The full extent of the increased budget - this is from memory, so the member should not hold me to 
these figures - is about proportionate to the increased time involved.  An additional amount, on top of 
the $15 million, will be provided for in next week’s state budget.  To the best of my understanding, 
there has been no blow-out in the current year of operation, but an additional amount will be allocated 
to the overall operation of the royal commission, which will continue throughout next financial year and 
into the financial year beyond that.   

 


