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POLICE — WAGES POLICY 

479. Mr D.R. MICHAEL to the Minister for Police: 

I refer to the recent industrial action by the WA Police Union, which instructed officers to respond only to 
emergencies. Can the minister explain to the house why this action was irresponsible; and is the minister aware of 
anyone who encouraged this reckless action? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 

I thank the member for Balcatta for the question, and for his strong stance on community safety, and his support 
of men and women police officers in this state, like mine. Police officers do a difficult and dangerous job, and they 
continue to have our government’s full support. Unfortunately, their union took an unprecedented action just 
a couple of weeks ago, on 26 September. The union instructed officers, via a broadcast and also by sending 
members of the union board to district command centres, not to respond to any but emergency situations. The 
union said to respond only to priority 1 and 2 calls, and not to respond to priority 3 call-outs. Some members may 
not know what priority 3 call-outs are, but they include domestic violence incidents, responses to traffic crashes, 
checks on a person’s welfare behind closed doors, and so forth. There are a lot of priority 3 incidents in WA. In 
the 2015–16 financial year, there were over 200 000 priority 3 incidents. They include offences in progress. Many 
of these priority 3 incidents escalate to priority 1 or 2. 

The Commissioner of Police halted that action fairly promptly, the same evening. He got the support of our Premier, 
our government and me. Did he get the support of those opposite? No, he did not. We had some very irresponsible 
comments from the member for Hillarys and the member for Scarborough, who did not offer that support. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Hillarys! 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: When I said that it was irresponsible, and that not responding to priority 3 call-outs 
actually put the public at risk, the member for Hillarys accused me and the government of scaremongering. There 
is no scaremongering in that, because not responding to priority 3 call-outs does put the public at risk. That is the 
kind of reckless thing that the member was actually supporting. Shame on the member for Hillarys. He did not 
support the commissioner in directing officers back to work, and he accused me of scaremongering when I said 
that priority 3 incidents needed to be responded to, and that they could escalate to priority 1 or 2. He said that that 
is scaremongering. It happens all the time. There were over 200 000 priority 3 incidents in Western Australia in 
2015–16; that is about 600 a day. In the month of September, 1 109 police calls were upgraded from priority 3 to 
priority 2, due to an escalation in the seriousness and the urgency of the response. That is about three in every 
24 hours that escalate up to priority 1 or priority 2. 

The member for Geraldton might be interested in this one, because I will give one very clear example of an 
escalation. At Sunset Beach in Geraldton on 25 December 2007, the first call was about children throwing rocks. 
The incident escalated to one death and one serious injury. If police had not attended to that priority 3 incident, 
and just waited for the escalation, how many more people could have been potentially killed or injured at a scene 
like that? It is a serious matter. Unfortunately, the opposition spokesman for police is more interested in a cheap 
political shot than he is in public safety. Shame on the member for Hillarys. It is an absolute disgrace. Either he 
does not know what a priority 3 incident is, or he is a total and complete disgrace in supporting such irresponsible 
action by the police union. 

The SPEAKER: That is the end of question time. 
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