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Division 48:  Police Service, $515 828 000 - 
Mr McRae, Chairman. 

Mrs Roberts, Minister for Police and Emergency Services. 

Mr B. E. Matthews, Commissioner. 

Mr B.J. Brennan, Deputy Commissioner, Operations. 

Mr K.J. Porter, Deputy Commissioner, Administration. 

Dr K. O’Callaghan, Assistant Commissioner, Strategic and Corporate Development. 

Mr R.J. Butcher, Acting Director, Finance. 

Mr M. Webster, Acting Director, Asset Management. 

Mr J.P. Frame, Director, Human Resources. 

Dr CONSTABLE:  I refer to output 2 on page 775, which relates to my question in the previous division, 
emergency and management coordination.  I notice that there is, perhaps fortuitously, an increase in the budget 
of almost $2 million.  I would like a breakdown of the thinking behind that increase.  Obviously, that was 
included before the terrorist attacks in the United States.  I would also like the minister to relate her answer to the 
major initiatives for 2001-02, which appear on page 776.  Is the minister satisfied that this output will provide 
the necessary training for police officers for any major emergency of the new type that we have witnessed in 
other parts of the world?  Does the minister see a need to review and perhaps increase this aspect of the budget in 
the light of what happened in the United States? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  The events in the United States have certainly caused people to look at these areas afresh.  
Clearly, that budget increase is not a result of the events in the United States.  I will seek advice on that specific 
increase.  I was asked whether I am satisfied with our preparedness at this time.  The commissioner has advised 
me that we are well prepared and that there is certainly no immediate risk or any high order risk for anyone in 
Western Australia.  I know that the commissioner has been liaising with people from the Commonwealth.  
Perhaps he would like to comment. 

Dr CONSTABLE:  I would like the minister to address one other part before she gets others to comment.  On 
page 776, the first dot point under the major initiatives for 2001-02 states that there will be a continued focus on 
providing emergency management training to Police Service personnel.  Does the minister think that there is a 
need to increase that in this output, given the events in the United States?  Are enough funds available for 
training people for these sorts of occurrences?  

Mrs ROBERTS:  Probably little else is more important than training.  It is important that all our officers have not 
only initial training but also the opportunity to continue to be trained and to learn throughout their life. 

Dr CONSTABLE:  That is why I am asking the question. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  It is clearly an important area.  I understand that the funding level is adequate for our needs.  
However, I am happy to let the commissioner comment on that. 

Mr MATTHEWS:  Obviously, one must take note of what occurred overseas.  However, irrespective of that, we 
have been increasing the amount of emergency management training across all levels.  Events such as those in 
New York and Washington can arise unexpectedly.  We must be prepared and have a contingency plan to roll in 
and provide whatever response is necessary.  There has been a focus on emergency management during the time 
that I have been commissioner, and probably before that. 

Dr CONSTABLE:  Minister, we were to be given an explanation of the increase in the budget that is shown 
there. 

Dr O’CALLAGHAN:  I understand that the estimated actuals for last year were unusually low because there was 
not any major emergency management as a result of cyclone activity.  Going back to the year before when there 
was a major cyclone at Exmouth, a lot of hours were expended there.  This is an aggregation of how the previous 
years looked.  Last year’s figure was unusually low.  The next figure covers events that we suppose will happen 
this year, given that we might experience one or two cyclones. 

Dr CONSTABLE:  If there is no cyclone or any other sort of disaster, this amount of money will not be spent. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  As no doubt happened in previous years, money can be transferred from elsewhere within the 
budget.  We believe this is a reasonable allocation in the circumstances.  If, for example, the need was greater, 
our first recourse would be to look for other areas in the budget where perhaps money is unexpended, and move 
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that money to this area.  If that was not available to us, we would need to go back to Cabinet for supplementary 
funding. 

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Following on from that, the minister indicated that some money is in the budget, 
and it could go into this area, if need be.  I do not know whether the member was driving at this, but I would 
certainly like to know whether, since 11 September, the minister has sat down with her senior officers and said, 
“We need a team, a specific budget allocation and a specific number of full-time equivalents to set up new plans 
and new procedures.”  Australia is one of the firmest allies of the United States.  A 10-year campaign against 
terrorism throughout the world is being talked about.  We will not be immune to that campaign.  In the United 
States, crop-dusters are being grounded because they could be used to put chemicals into water supplies.  Perth’s 
water comes from one water supply.  That is how vulnerable we are.  At Perth Airport, Swiss knives and so on 
are searched for.  However, that does not happen at other airports around Western Australia.  There are 
immediate threats to our security.  What is being done to develop new plans and new procedures, to provide a 
specific budget allocation, and to get a team together to work with the federal authorities and monitor overseas 
events to make sure that over the next five to 10 years we will not be vulnerable to these sorts of terrorist attacks; 
or, if we are vulnerable to them, what is being done to ensure that the effects are ameliorated?  In the United 
Kingdom, one army surplus store sold 1 000 gasmasks yesterday.  Are we prepared?  If there were a gas attack in 
the metropolitan area, what preparation has been made?  Is a team in place?  If not, will a budget allocation be 
provided?  If a budget allocation is provided, will it be new money, or will it be pulled away from somewhere 
else? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  The clear advice is that there is no immediate threat to the community of Western Australia. 

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Good grief, minister! 

Dr CONSTABLE:  We all thought that on 10 September too. 

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Therefore, the Government is paying no attention to this; it is not making this a 
priority? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  Does the member think we are under immediate threat of having our water supply 
contaminated? 

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  It is a matter that should be taken into account.  In the United States, crop-dusters 
are being grounded. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  Rather than the member being his normal, aggressive self, it might be helpful if he lets me 
complete the answer to the question. 

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  The minister asked me a question. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  Then things that the Police Service in this State is involved in on a daily basis, of which the 
member is not aware, will be explained to him.  I ask the deputy commissioner, Mr Bruce Brennan, to outline 
those strategies to the member. 

Mr BRENNAN:  By way of general comment, I indicate that prior to the 11 September disaster, we had a 
dedicated team in training to look after all those sorts of emergencies on a national basis.  I represent this State 
on what is known as SAC-PAV; that is, the Standing Advisory Committee on Commonwealth/State Co-
operation for Protection Against Violence.  Following the bombing, it was in immediate contact with us.  
Continual contact with the committee has been maintained.  We have received intelligence reports twice daily.  I 
am in regular contact with my counterparts in the other States and in Canberra.   

I will comment in general terms on the water supply and other vital installations.  Plenty of work has been done 
in that area, building on existing plans.  All steps that are reasonably necessary to cover likely eventualities have 
been taken.  As members can imagine, it is a huge process.  We deal on the level of assessment that is provided 
to us by our own people and also by others in the intelligence areas.  We are treating those in order of importance 
and necessity.  Heaps is being done behind the scenes on specific and general issues. 

[10.00 am] 

Mr QUIGLEY:  I refer the minister to page 784 of the Budget Statements and to the major initiatives for 2001-
02.  There is an item for enhancing policy initiatives targeting the activities of outlaw motorcycle gangs.  There 
has been a lot of publicity about the recent bombing in Lathlain which resulted in the heinous murder of former 
police officer Don Hancock and his friend Lawrence Lewis.  My constituents have contacted me to say that they 
never thought such a brutal attack would occur in Perth and have asked what steps the Government will take to 
catch the perpetrators of that crime.  The Deputy Premier said that Perth was not Beirut or Belfast and that a 
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bombing in Perth’s suburban streets was not something one would expect to happen and, as such, caused great 
concern.  I note that reference was made in the Budget Statements to the continuing concerns of the police about 
the activities of outlaw motorcycle gangs.  On page 784, a major initiative for the forthcoming year will be to 
enhance police activities that target outlaw motorcycle gangs.  Can the minister provide more detail about what 
the initiatives will involve and whether any extra support, including funding, will be provided for police 
activities that target outlaw motorcycle gangs? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  The explosion in Lathlain at 6.30 pm on Saturday, 1 September is of grave concern to 
everyone.  It has indelibly changed the nature of life in Perth.  It certainly shattered the Hancock and Lewis 
families.  It was an affront to our community and to our system of justice in this State.  We believe that a 
Government must decisively respond to acts of that kind.  I believe the Government has been doing that.  Until 
South Australia recently set up its task force, Western Australia was the only State in Australia to have a 
permanent group of officers dedicated to monitoring the activities of outlaw motorcycle gangs.  Immediately 
following the bombing, Cabinet decided to post a half million dollar reward.  That is an unprecedented reward in 
the history of this State.  I am told that it is pretty much unprecedented around Australia - the same figure was 
provided for the murders carried out by Ivan Milat in New South Wales.   

Earlier this week, the Government announced its commitment to provide legislative reform to assist the police in 
dealing with not only outlaw motorcycle gangs, but also organised crime in general.  The components of that 
package include the power to compel uncooperative witnesses to answer questions on oath; the power to require 
people to produce documents; wider powers of entry, search and securing of premises; wider powers to use 
surveillance devices; new penalties for refusing to answer questions in the Coroner’s Court; new powers to allow 
the police to dismantle fortified premises; the fast-tracking of DNA legislation; and a strengthening of the 
powers of the National Crime Authority.  I also note that I received agreement for an NCA reference in record 
time, so that the NCA could assist us with the Lathlain bombing and related matters.  I note that my counterpart 
in South Australia had been trying to get a reference signed off for about 18 months.  His was signed off last 
week on the same day as ours.  Operation Zircon is in place to investigate the murders of Don Hancock and Lou 
Lewis.  The National Crime Authority has provided assistance to us.  The Government has also made a 
commitment to provide the Police Service with all necessary resources to undertake the investigation and to 
bring the perpetrators of that crime before our justice system.  The details of expenditure of the $8 million boost 
to the police operations budget is still being finalised.  Some of that funding will no doubt go towards an 
operational focus on outlaw motorcycle gangs.  Mr Brennan might like to comment on that. 
Mr BRENNAN:  The Police Service will continue its focus on outlaw motorcycle groups.  The idea is to disrupt 
their activities.  We have adopted a no-tolerance policy to the illegal activities of those gangs.  We know that the 
gangs are involved in general violence, drug distribution, the sex and security industries and other matters.  We 
have upgraded the outlaw motorcycle gang task force to an outlaw motorcycle gang response group.  A set 
number of people - greater than the number involved in the task force - will be dedicated to that response group.  
Investigations of crimes of the nature of the murders committed in Lathlain involve a lot of people.  They are 
resource intensive in human and financial terms.  More than 100 people have been involved in that inquiry at 
various stages.  The number of people involved in the investigation drifts.  It has been a very expensive exercise 
to date. 
Mr QUIGLEY:  I have a supplementary question. 
Mr OMODEI:  I ask for a point of order.  We have been on this division for 35 minutes.  I am the official 
opposition spokesman on police and I still have not been given the call to ask one question. 

The CHAIRMAN:  You are next on the call. 

Mr OMODEI:  We have had contrived questions and answers.  This division has gone for 35 minutes and I still 
have not been given the call to ask a question. 

The CHAIRMAN:  At the outset of this division, I asked for an indication of questions. 

Mr OMODEI:  I was the first to put up my hand. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I am sorry, but you were not.   

Mr OMODEI:  Ask the member for Churchlands. 

Dr CONSTABLE:  I thought he was the first. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Other hands were up at the same time. 

Mr OMODEI:  The whole budget has involved smoke and mirrors.  This is an absolute joke.  We are wasting the 
time of the commissioner and of his officers.   
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The CHAIRMAN:  I am interested in the information that they are providing.  Other members are entitled to ask 
as many questions as the member for Warren-Blackwood, whether he is the opposition spokesperson on this 
matter or not. 

Mr OMODEI:  Is that correct?  Have you checked that? 

The CHAIRMAN:  That is what I understand the case to be.  The member for Innaloo has a supplementary 
question. 

Mr OMODEI:  Is that the normal convention? 

The CHAIRMAN:  You know that this is my first year in Parliament. 

Mr OMODEI:  Perhaps you should have checked. 

The CHAIRMAN:  If the member wants to take this matter up, it was discussed during a bipartisan meeting last 
week.   

Mr OMODEI:  I understand that the Chairs were briefed on the conventions yesterday. 

Mr QUIGLEY:  This is the first question asked by a member of the government in this division.  The opposition 
police spokesman does not have a point to make.  

Mr OMODEI:  That is not correct; you are the third. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I am proposing to move on, unless the minister has something to say on the point of order.  I 
note that members on my immediate left have asked four questions and that this is the first question asked by a 
government member, to which I am allowing a supplementary question.   

Mr OMODEI:  That is not correct.  It is the third one. 

The CHAIRMAN:  The members for Warren-Blackwood and Darling Range are the next to be called.  If 
members allow the process to work -  

Mr OMODEI:  The process is a joke. 

The CHAIRMAN:  That is the member’s opinion.  There is no point of order.  Order, members!  I call the 
member for Innaloo to ask his supplementary question. 

Mr QUIGLEY:  I refer to the anti-fortification laws.  From the reading I have done, the introduction of similar 
legislation in New Zealand and Canada has resulted in an excessive legal process, which has inhibited swift 
police action.  There was a case in New Zealand in which the police went to a court of petty sessions to get an 
anti-fortification order.  That decision was appealed to a county court and then to the High Court.  The police 
eventually got an anti-fortification declaration and tore down the front doors of the building, only to find that a 
second entrance had been built behind the one for which there had been a destruction order during the nine 
months of the appeal process.  Outlaw motorcycle gang premises are well publicised.  Can the minister indicate 
whether the anti-fortification orders will be obtained by way of regulation or through a long legal process? 

[10.10 am] 

Mrs ROBERTS:  The member has raised some excellent points.  We are well aware of the difficulties that have 
been experienced with anti-fortification and anti-consorting laws.  We do not believe we are able to come up 
with sufficient anti-consorting laws in a short time frame, which is why they are not included in this package.  
However, we believe we will be able to come up with some workable anti-fortification laws.  The people who 
are drafting the legislation are aware of what happened in New Zealand, but I will canvass it with the Attorney 
General and make sure it is taken into account.  The member is right: there is no point in anti-fortification laws if 
they do not work.  If people were able to subvert such laws through lengthy legal processes or by contriving 
things in the manner suggested by the member, they would not be worth the paper on which they were written.  
We have some confidence that we will be able to draft some workable anti-fortification laws.  I again thank the 
member for alerting us to the difficulties experienced in New Zealand.  

Mr OMODEI:  I refer to page 784 and the major initiative for 2001-02 of enhancing policing initiatives targeting 
the activities of outlaw motorcycle gangs.  Has the Government considered introducing the Swedish model for 
anti-consorting and fortress legislation?  Would it rule them out?  Would it consider introducing anti-consorting 
laws for criminal organisations that prohibit even certain colours on uniforms or jackets?  I think the 
Government’s approach to these issues is limp-wristed.  Four bombings have occurred in Western Australia in 
the past 12 months.  That is a serious matter.  The former head of the criminal investigation branch has been 
killed, along with one of his friends.  With due deference to the commissioner and the Police Service, I do not 
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think enough is being done.  There has been an argument about driving these organisations underground.  I 
suggest they already are underground.  We should adopt a stronger approach. 

Mr QUIGLEY:  That is exactly the same question I asked, but mine was better.  

Mr OMODEI:  You are a smart-arse.  

The CHAIRMAN:  Order! 

Mrs ROBERTS:  My perception is that bikies in this State have not been driven underground.  We have seen 
many examples of them flouting the law.  I deal with the more general points.  It is important to have a strong 
response, which we have.  As I said earlier, there is no point in putting in place laws that are not effective.  In 
developing this legislative package, which I am advised will be the toughest of its type in Australia, just as our 
proceeds of crime legislation is the toughest legislation of its type in Australia - 

Mr OMODEI:  Will it be as tough as the Swedish model? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  The legislation we put in place will be by far the toughest.  The member may be aware that 
immediately following the latest bombing, we set up a ministerial task force comprising the Deputy Premier - 
who was at that time the Acting Premier - Eric Ripper, the Attorney General, Jim McGinty, and me.  We met on 
a number of occasions and considered these alternatives.  I was on every occasion accompanied by the 
Commissioner of Police and Assistant Commissioner Tim Atherton, who, as the head of the crime investigation 
support portfolio, was the appropriate person to attend.  Persons from within the Attorney General’s and Deputy 
Premier’s portfolios also attended those meetings.  The options in the package were considered.  The Attorney 
General has responsibility for taking that package of measures to Cabinet once it has been drafted.  He is 
following that process a little more closely than I am.   

Mr OMODEI:  I referred to the Swedish model.  Would somebody comment on that? 

Mr MATTHEWS:  The package is a mix of legislative items developed after an examination of legislation across 
the world, including Sweden.  We think that the package contains elements that are consistent with the issue we 
are confronting, the nature of the outlaw motorcycle gangs and the nature of the Western Australian community, 
and the measures we think would be effective.  We did not include in the package a number of things that on the 
face of it appear effective but are not.  I think that the package as presented, assuming it achieves legislative 
enactment, will be effective and achieve what the Police Service has asked for.  

Mr DAY:  When will this legislation be introduced? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  Cabinet signed off on it on Monday.  

Mr DAY:  Was that for drafting?  

Mrs ROBERTS:  Yes.  Some considerable work has already been done by Mr George Tannin in conjunction 
with the Attorney General.  They are giving it the highest possible drafting priority.  I hope it will go back to 
Cabinet within a couple of weeks.  The Government intends to introduce that legislation - I imagine it will come 
under the Attorney General’s portfolio - on a timetable that will allow it to pass through the Parliament this year.  

Mr DAY:  Are you serious?  Do you think it will pass through both Houses of Parliament by the end of this 
year? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  Yes; if we get bipartisan support.   

Mr OMODEI:  You certainly will. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  The indication from the opposition police spokesman is that, if anything, he would like tougher 
legislation.  The Leader of the Opposition has also indicated in-principle support.  I hope this is something to 
which we can give priority and that we can iron out any points of difference between our sides of politics and not 
delay the package for the sake of a couple of points of disagreement.  

Mr DAY:  If you get it drafted, we will deal with it. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I call on the member for Warren-Blackwood to ask his third question in row.  

Mr OMODEI:  I refer the minister to the appropriation and forward estimates on page 767.  The budget estimate 
for this year is $515.828 million.  That is smaller than the 2000-01 budget.  I refer also to the capital works 
budget.  There is a significant reduction in the budget for the 2003-04 out-year compared with the previous 
Government’s budgets of between $17 million and $30 million.  Has this budget been affected by the 
Government’s decision to withdraw the metropolitan region scheme amendment for the redevelopment of the 
Maylands academy site?   
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I ask the minister to refer to the current budget as compared with the 2000-01 actual budget, and to the Maylands 
site and the Government’s decision to withdraw the MRS amendment.  

Mrs ROBERTS:  Last year’s estimated budget was for $490.275 million, and this budget is for $515.828 million.  
That amount increases also in each of the out-years.  The member made some comparisons about that budget, 
and asked also about the Maylands site.  Last year’s capital works budget was grossly inflated because of 
expected property sales that did not occur.  During the past couple of estimates hearings, I asked the then 
Government how it would realise that money from the Maylands site and the old Perth Girls School site within 
its proposed budget timetable.  I was told by the then Government that that would occur and would not be a 
problem.  One of the reasons that the estimated actual was higher last year is that I sought $14 million in 
supplementary funding for the police budget because of our not realising the money from the sale of the 
Maylands police academy site, upon which the former Government’s last budget had been predicated.   

[10.20 am] 

Mr DAY:  The member for Maylands opposed the sale.  That certainly did not help the process.   

Mrs ROBERTS:  She is not opposed to the sale of the Maylands site. 

Mr DAY:  She did everything she could to obstruct.   

Mr OMODEI:  Has the removal of the MRS amendment impacted on the police budget and the forward 
estimates? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  I will ask someone to clarify that fully, but my understanding is that we have been forwarded 
the money from Treasury to make up that difference, and Treasury will get back that money from the sale 
proceeds; so it has not impacted on the police budget as such.   

Mr OMODEI:  In order to allow for the development of that land, has the MRS amendment been withdrawn by 
the Government? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  I have mainly policemen with me, not planners, and they are not as familiar as perhaps are 
some members opposite with the requirements of the metropolitan region scheme and whether the MRS needs to 
be changed.  The sale of that site has been delayed, and the previous year’s budget was predicated on that sale.  
Earlier this year, I went to the Treasurer about that matter, and we were advanced $14 million at that time.  The 
position of government is that the police budget will not be penalised because of the failure to sell that land.  The 
sale of that land has not been within the control of the Police Service, and because it has not been able to sell that 
land it is been advanced money from Treasury to ensure that it is not disadvantaged.  

Mr DAY: I refer to the issues and trends influencing our approach to professionalism, listed at pages 769 and 
770, which make positive comments - I think appropriately - about improvements in professionalism, increases 
in the degree of accountability within the Police Service, and increases in the amount of scrutiny.  I am aware 
from my experience that a great deal of progress has been made in that area in the past seven years through the 
Delta program and the establishment of a professional standards portfolio within the organisation etc.  In view of 
the comments that appear on pages 769 and 770, I ask: why does the minister still consider that a royal 
commission into the Police Service is necessary?  If a royal commission is necessary, why have the minister and 
the Government waited so long to get it under way?  When is the royal commission expected to commence?  
What work has been done on the terms of reference of the royal commission, because presumably if the minister 
were serious about establishing a royal commission, the terms of reference would by now have been pretty well 
worked out?  Does the minister agree that a royal commission will have a deleterious impact on the productivity 
and effectiveness of the Police Service?  What does the minister expect will be achieved by a royal commission?   

Mrs ROBERTS:  As members will be aware, we made a commitment, in the context of the election campaign, to 
hold a royal commission into the Western Australia Police Service.  That commitment was given at least a year 
before the election.  We have had many debates in this House about that matter, including with the member for 
Darling Range, over the past couple of years.  I do not expect that members will want me to waste the time of the 
Estimates Committee by going over the arguments that I have used in the Parliament over and over again about 
the reasons that we need a royal commission.  The usual argument is that I start with the Tomlinson report, and I 
work my way through.  I do not propose to do that now, unless the member specifically wants me to.   

Mr DAY:  My first question was if a royal commission is so necessary, why has the minister waited so long? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  There are a number of reasons.  The member may note also that the police budget will not be 
affected by the royal commission, because the police portfolio will not be responsible for the royal commission, 
nor will the funds to run that royal commission come out of the budget of the Police Service.  Responsibility for 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 26 September 2001] 

 p202b-227a 
Mr Tony McRae; Mrs Michelle Roberts; Dr Elizabeth Constable; Mr Dan Barron-Sullivan; Mr John Quigley; Mr 

Paul Omodei; Chairman; Mr John Day; Mr Colin Barnett; Ms Margaret Quirk; Mr Shane Hill 

 [7] 

the royal commission has been given to the Attorney General, and when the royal commission is run, the 
allocation of funds will come out of his budget.   

Mr DAY:  The $15 million that has been allocated is only a starting point, is it not? 

The CHAIRMAN:  Where is that in the budget papers?  We are on division 48.  Is it within division 48?   

Mr DAY:  A royal commission on the Police Service will affect the Police Service that is covered by division 48.  
We are having a fairly sensible and rational discussion about the concept of a royal commission, and I think 
there is room for a bit of latitude and commonsense.   

The CHAIRMAN:  I agree.  I am just reminding the member that we need to keep the debate within some 
bounds.   

Mrs ROBERTS:  We remain committed to a royal commission.  The terms of reference and the commencement 
date for the royal commission will be announced by the Attorney General, I expect before the end of this year.  
As the member is aware, a number of other high profile inquiries are being conducted, such as the royal 
commission into the finance broking industry, and there is some difficulty in holding a number of major 
inquiries at the same time.  The finance brokers inquiry has involved a lot of police work and a large number of 
police officers.  The member asked also whether I thought a royal commission would have a detrimental effect 
on the morale of the Police Service.  It will certainly have that capacity, and that has probably been the 
experience in other places that have had royal commissions into the police service. 

Mr DAY:  Not only morale but also productivity and effectiveness. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  That is also a possibility.  We will need to work very hard.  I have canvassed this issue with the 
Commissioner of Police, who is well aware of these concerns, and he and I will do everything we possibly can to 
ensure that productivity is not diminished during that time.  We realise that may not be easy, but the 
commissioner intends to put in place measures to keep up morale and productivity during the time of the royal 
commission.  Ultimately, it comes down to a balance between whether we perceive the need for a royal 
commission to be greater than the potential negative impact of lower morale and professionalism for a time.  We 
have given a commitment, and we intend to stick by it.  We will put in place measures to ensure that we 
minimise the impact on the productivity of police officers and on the services that the community receives from 
the Police Service.  

Mr DAY:  When does the minister expect the royal commission to commence?  

Mrs ROBERTS:  I expect that the Attorney General will make an announcement before the end of this year.   

Mr DAY:  An announcement about the terms of reference? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  The terms of reference, and the commissioner.  I understand from the Attorney General that in 
developing the royal commission into the finance broking industry, one of the things he sought to do was involve 
the royal commissioner.  The Attorney General had some preliminary terms of reference, and in discussions with 
the commissioner, Mr Ian Temby, QC, they finetuned and might even have added one or two terms of reference.  
The Attorney General has told me that he found it very helpful to work with the royal commissioner in 
developing those terms of reference and so forth.  

[10.30 am] 

Mr DAY:  Has a royal commissioner been identified?   

Mrs ROBERTS:  One of the difficulties has been identifying someone to conduct the royal commission.  I 
understand that the Attorney General has spoken to a number of people.  However, I am not aware of his being 
able to secure someone to undertake that task.  Although he has an advanced draft of the terms of reference, I do 
not think he has singled out a royal commissioner as yet.   

Mr DAY:  Has the minister been involved in the development of the terms of reference?   

Mrs ROBERTS:  Yes I have, and so has the Commissioner of Police. 

Mr DAY:  What does the Government expect to be achieved as a result of this royal commission, over and above 
what has already been achieved within the Police Service in recent years and given that the Anti-Corruption 
Commission has also undertaken work in this area?   

Mrs ROBERTS:  This could be a very long answer.  I am sure that members would be disappointed - 

Mr DAY:  The minister could be succinct but still convey her message.   
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Mrs ROBERTS:  Many concerns have been raised in recent years and the Tomlinson inquiry highlighted a 
number of incidents.  Many of the people involved in those incidents still are not satisfied with the conduct of the 
investigations.  I have also raised a number of incidents in Parliament, including that involving the armed 
robbery squad.  In addition, it appears that the ACC has not operated effectively in this State.  The outcomes 
should include restoring the morale of police officers in this State so that they can go around with their head held 
high.   

Mr DAY:  Most people believe that they can do that now and that they should.  

Mrs ROBERTS:  Many people think there is a cloud hanging over some police officers because of the number of 
inquiries that have been undertaken.  A royal commission might also be able to rid the service of any bad apples.  
Every service has those officers; it is simply a matter of determining the extent of the problem.  We have never 
had a royal commission into the Police Service -  

Mr BARNETT:  That is a good reason to have one! 

Mrs ROBERTS:  Is the Leader of the Opposition a member of this committee?   

Mr BARNETT:  Yep! 

The CHAIRMAN:  Any member of the Legislative Assembly is a member of the committee.   

Mr BARNETT:  All members can speak; so I am pleased to join you.   

Mrs ROBERTS:  Excellent! 

Mr DAY:  Does the minister agree that the memory of potential witnesses must get dimmer as time passes?  The 
fact that this royal commission will not be under way for at least 12 months after the election could impact 
negatively on any potential benefits.   

Mrs ROBERTS:  The great shame is that, following the Tomlinson report in 1996 or whenever, the coalition 
Government failed to put in place a body more suitably equipped than the ACC.  Further, it failed to establish a 
royal commission.  Most of these issues should have been put to bed five years ago.  The total lack of response 
by the previous Government is the reason we are in this position.   

Mr DAY:  If the minister accepts that assumption - I do not - the situation will be made even worse by another 
delay.  One cannot argue about that.   

Mrs ROBERTS:  It is important to do these things properly.  It is also important that the terms of reference are 
right and that we have a royal commissioner who is equipped to do the job.   

Mr DAY:  The minister has avoided my question, which I expected.  However, I think I have made my point. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  I would get back to the point if the member were to stop interrupting.  The delay is a concern, 
and I am well aware of it.  That will need to be taken into account in the drafting of the terms of reference for the 
royal commission.  I see little point in re-examining the events of 1975 and the Shirley Finn debacle.  That 
matter was swept under the carpet many years ago.  I also cannot see any point in reopening a case that occurred 
26 years ago, when I was still at school.  There should be a greater focus on more recent events.  If we go back 
too far, people’s memories may not be useful.   

Mr DAY:  What should be the cut-off point?   

Mrs ROBERTS:  I am not prepared to comment on that.  We will have a number of options when choosing a 
reasonable cut-off point.  We may be able to examine specific early cases.   

Mr DAY:  The Government had better make up its mind soon.  It is dithering on this issue.  If it is so important, 
members opposite should get on with it.  

The CHAIRMAN:  I propose to adjourn the committee for a short break.  The member for Mitchell will have the 
call when we resume. 

Mr OMODEI:  That means I have had the call only once in an hour.   

The CHAIRMAN:  The member has had the call five times.   

Mr OMODEI:  You cannot count either.   

Sitting suspended from 10.35 to 10.48 am 
Mr OMODEI:  My question relates to the dot points under “Initiatives for 2001-02 impacting across all 
Outputs”, detailed on page 771 of the Budget Statements.  I refer to the Government’s commitment to provide 
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250 new police.  I notice that, in the budget speech, the figure of 200 police was mentioned, but in all the budget 
papers the figure is 250.  The first dot point reads - 

Fifty Transit Police to provide enhanced visible police presence on the metropolitan rail service.  

The second reads - 

Additional two hundred police, to be implemented over the next four years.  First 50 to enter Academy 
in 2001-02.  

I understand that the 50 transit police will be funded by a transfer of funds from the Department of Transport.  
The third dot point reads - 

Additional 40 Aboriginal Police Liaison Officers, targeted at 10 per year for 4 years.  

According to the Budget Statements, the 200 additional police officers over four years will cost $4 million, with 
a further $3.17 million for the transit police.  How does the minister make 50 new recruits turn into 100?  If 50 
transit police and 50 regular officer are to be recruited this year, where do the extra 50 police come from?  Only 
50 are being enrolled into the academy.  

[10.50 am] 

Mrs ROBERTS:  The extra 250 police comprises 200 new recruits - the first of which are due at the academy in 
2001-02 - and 50 transit police.  The member is right; the table on page 771 of the Budget Statements in the 
section on major policy decisions outlines that the 200 additional police will cost $4 million in 2001-02 and 
$40.3 million over four years, and the 50 transit police will cost $3.17 million in 2001-02.   

Mr OMODEI:  Will they be a lower rank than other police officers?   

Mrs ROBERTS:  No. 

Mr OMODEI:  Then why does one item cost $4 million and the other $3.17 million? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  I will get to that.  Those 50 transit police will cost $14.32 million over four years.  The 
Commissioner of Police might be able to clarify those figures.   

Mr OMODEI:  Where will the Government find these extra 250 police?  The 50 new recruits at the academy 
plus the 50 transit police do not add up to 250.   

Mr MATTHEWS:  To understand the difference in the figures the member will need to look further down the 
schedule.  The salary savings for 50 recruits for the four years is less than the amount allocated, so there has been 
a debit there.  In the current year, 50 police officers will be recruited specifically for the transit police.  When we 
have recruited those officers, 50 more officers will be inducted into the academy to be part of the extra 200 who 
will go through for the next three years thereafter.   

Mr OMODEI:  Will the academy take in 67 recruits a year for the next three years?   

Mr MATTHEWS:  Effectively, that is right.  We will recruit them prior to the end of this financial year.   

Mr OMODEI:  From where will the 50 transit police come?  Will they come out of the police and citizens youth 
centres?    

Mr MATTHEWS:  They are extra.  The inflow of police personnel will replace the outflow - people who have 
retired, left because of ill health or whatever.  We do not know what the number will be, but it is probably in the 
order of 200.  In addition, we will have 50 recruits for the transit police, plus an extra 50, which will be the first 
component of the 200.   

Mr OMODEI:  I am only a spud farmer; I cannot understand this.  If you take 50 recruits into the academy, the 
rest must come from within the current service.  

Mr MATTHEWS:  No.  We will take 100 into the academy.  

Mr OMODEI:  The budget papers refer to 50 officers. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  The budget papers refer to 50 police officers and 50 transit police, which make up the 100.  
The commitment is for 250 additional police officers in this State over and above the attrition rate.  The Police 
Service has worked out its timetable for recruitment.  It will recruit sufficient numbers to meet the attrition rate, 
so that at the end of four years we will have 250 additional police officers in the system.  I have highlighted that 
we have already freed up 10 police, and they are operating as transit police.  The first 50 of the 250 police 
officers to go through the academy will be directed to the transit police.  They are listed as two separate areas 
with 50 and 200 officers for accounting reasons.  Those 50 transit police will not be trained or paid any 
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differently from the other 200.  The Police Service recruitment program is for 250 officers over and above the 
attrition rate.   

Mr OMODEI:  Will the minister provide details by way of supplementary information on the number of police 
officers retiring by way of natural attrition, redundancy or voluntary exit? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  We can do that now.  Those figures are contained in the annual report each year.  Mr Frame 
will provide that information to the member now.   

Mr OMODEI:  I presume they are in addition to the normal academy intake.  The budget papers say that the first 
50 of 200 new recruits will enter the academy this year.  I presume that another 50 will enter the academy to be 
trained as transit police.  

Mrs ROBERTS:  That is right.   

Mr FRAME:  The attrition rate in the Police Service varies from year to year.  In 2000-01, 180 officers left the 
Police Service, of which just over 100 resigned; the balance retired on age or medical grounds; and regrettably 
several officers were killed on duty.  Our recruitment program is based on replacing the officers lost through 
attrition.  As highlighted by the minister, we factor into the recruitment program any decrease in numbers.   

Mr OMODEI:  Have those 180 officers been replaced by recruits entering the academy?   

Mrs ROBERTS:  That is right. 

Dr CONSTABLE:  My question relates to the capital works budget on page 786.  I notice a rather large 
difference between expenditure in the last financial year and the estimated expenditure for this financial year on 
capital works.  I am particularly interested in the item on new and replacement police facilities.  I refer to the 
Balgo and the Newman facilities.  It is my experience that a number of police stations around the metropolitan 
area require major upgrades; one of which is Wembley.  I would like to know what plans are afoot for Wembley 
and whether it is on any list for an upgrade.  Are there any plans to close any metropolitan police stations?  

Mrs ROBERTS:  Proposals are in place for the facilities at both Newman and Balgo.  Their needs have been well 
documented for many years.  I have inspected the Newman Police Station.  It is probably the worst police station 
in the State; an area of floor had caved in and been patched, so the need is dire.  The considerable need at Balgo 
has gone unmet for years, and we will meet that.  In addition, we are committed to a new police and justice 
complex at Albany, which is another area of significant neglect.  I have also visited both the police station and 
the law courts in Albany.   

Dr CONSTABLE:  It is not in the budget papers.   

Mrs ROBERTS:  That is right.  Money has been allocated for the planning stage; it is timetabled to commence in 
the next out year.   

Dr CONSTABLE:  I would have expected the planning stage to be in here.  

Mrs ROBERTS:  The commissioner will comment on the areas of need for metropolitan police stations.  

Dr CONSTABLE:  I am interested specifically in Wembley.   

[11.00 am] 

Mr OMODEI:  Can I ask a supplementary question? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  We have not finished answering the question of the member for Churchlands. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr Andrews):  I am making a ruling.  The question has been asked and the Commissioner of 
Police through the minister can answer.  We will then come back to the question from the member for Warren-
Blackwood. 

Mr MATTHEWS:  An amount of $1.006 million is allocated for statewide office upgrades.  We will use that 
throughout the State to address some of the conditions of cell blocks, various stations and offices, and make 
minor capital improvements.  I cannot address specifically the question of Wembley Police Station, but certainly 
we have a record of the condition of each station and cell block.  We will be tackling the condition of them, but 
there will be only minor capital improvements and not significant new stations. 

Dr CONSTABLE:  Are there any plans to close any metropolitan police stations? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  I am not aware of any plans to close any.  It is already on record that, with the opening of the 
Kensington Police Station, both the South Perth and the Victoria Park stations will close.   
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Dr CONSTABLE:  Can the minister assure me there are no plans to close any other metropolitan police stations? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  I can assure the member that I am not aware of any plans to close any.  I have no plans to close 
any, and I have not been informed by the Police Service of any plans. 

Dr CONSTABLE:  I would like to be able to come back next year and read that Wembley Police Station will 
have a major upgrade.   

Mrs ROBERTS:  The member’s earnest request has been noted. 

Mr OMODEI:  As I am as parochial as the member for Churchlands, will the minister consider Manjimup Police 
Station, which is in dire need of an upgrade as well?  I too would like to come back next year and see that 
provided for in the budget papers. 

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  The minister referred to Albany Police Station.  I am trying to grapple with the 
forward budgeting arrangement.  The fiscal outlook document contains the comment that planning work for the 
Albany district police complex will commence in 2001-02, and construction will be completed in 2004-05.  
Precisely where in the forward estimates is provision made for that facility and how much is it? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  I make two comments.  First, this is a joint arrangement with the Attorney General.  Because it 
was not in the previous Government’s forward estimates, we have worked closely with the Attorney General to 
see what moneys can be brought forward.  The member has asked where is the planning money.  I understand it 
is in the Attorney General’s budget because the building will be one big complex.  On page 787 the capital 
contribution table sets out the total cost of the capital works program.  The money is contained within the figures 
for the out years. 

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  How much specifically is provided in the forward estimates?  

Mrs ROBERTS:  I cannot give the exact figure until the full planning work has been done.  Obviously, we also 
need to negotiate our share with the Attorney General. 

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  The justice budget provides $11 million for the complex, yet the fiscal outlook 
document indicates that the total cost of the complex, including the police station, will be $20 million. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  The rough figure for the police is $9 million in total, which comprises $150 000 in 2002-03, 
$2.5 million in 2003-04 and $6.35 million in 2004-05.   

Ms QUIRK:  In an answer to a supplementary question asked by the member for Churchlands, the 
Commissioner of Police indicated that money was allocated for capital works for the refurbishment of cells.  
Will that include ensuring that cells comply with the recommendations of the Royal Commission into Aboriginal 
Deaths in Custody?  Can the commissioner assure me that it will include Warwick Police Station cells? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  I will ask the commissioner to fully answer the question in a moment.  Obviously the state of 
the cells is a matter of concern to us.  The police try to avoid utilising unsuitable cells.  I was at Kalbarri last 
weekend for the opening of the airport.  I had a quick look through the police station, and the cells there are 
pretty awful.  I was assured that no-one could remember the last time that anyone was put into one of the cells.  
Generally, people are either released on bail or transported somewhere where they can be appropriately looked 
after.   

Mr MATTHEWS:  That is correct.  The emphasis is on the recommendations of the royal commission when 
considering cell blocks.  If the cells do not meet current requirements, people are not put in them.  If there is an 
occasion when, despite that, we need to put someone in such a cell, the person is monitored the whole time, 
thereby reducing the likelihood of any self-harm.  However, the ideal situation is not to put them in there at all.  
We are going across the whole State assessing cells for appropriate upgrading, if we do not intend to build a new 
cell block.  Warwick Police Station has a high detention rate and its cells are poor.  It is one of our priorities. 

Ms QUIRK:  Dot point three on page 769 deals with the Criminal Property Confiscation Act.  I understand the 
Act came into force last year.  In the mechanics under which that Act is administered, have any external forensic 
accountants been employed for orders under the legislation?  If so, at what rate and did the contract go to tender?  
What is the total cost of employing such external forensic accountants?  Are there any plans to employ additional 
forensic accountants in-house? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  Obviously the Director of Public Prosecutions is responsible for the administration of that Act 
and certain orders under it.  I will provide the answer to the questions by way of supplementary information. 

Mr DAY:  The member for Churchlands raised issues on the capital works program.  We all have in mind our 
own local areas.  The replacement of Kalamunda Police Station was being considered some three years ago.  The 
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current building is leased from Kalamunda Shire Council.  Is any consideration currently being given to 
constructing a new police station in Kalamunda?  In particular, if that is not occurring, is any consideration being 
given to the provision of cells at Kalamunda, given that there is no lockup at Kalamunda at the moment, which is 
a major disadvantage for the officers operating there, who need either to take offenders to Midland or to keep 
them in the back of vans. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  I am not aware of any proposals to change or upgrade Kalamunda Police Station. 

Mr MATTHEWS:  That is correct.  We do monitor all police stations.  Cell block facilities would not be 
attached to a police station unless there was the capability to monitor someone in detention.  We tend to use a 
24-hour, seven-day facility. 

[11.10 am] 

Mrs ROBERTS:  I draw to members’ attention that, although it is certainly appropriate, onerous conditions are 
put on police officers when looking after prisoners in lockups.  As a result the Police Service takes the matter 
very seriously.  Generally it means, as the Commissioner of Police has said, that there is a tendency to transport 
people to a centre where they can be appropriately monitored. 

Mr DAY:  But there are holding cells at other police stations, are there not?  I do not recall Murdoch being a 24-
hour-a-day station. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  I am advised that if those cells are not properly equipped, the tendency is to move the prisoners 
to an alternative location where they can be properly supervised. 

Mr DAY:  But they are used as short-term holding cells, are they not? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  It was the case that the old traditional police stations were built with cells.  The prisoner was 
put in there and the officers would go about their desk duties, or whatever else, but that is not the case now.  
There must be real, appropriate monitoring, and in a small station with a small contingent of officers it is very 
difficult if somebody has to be dedicated to watching a prisoner one-on-one, whether in the form of video 
surveillance or whatever.  It is not cost-effective.  It is far more cost-effective to move them to a centre with 
greater capacity to monitor a large number of prisoners. 

Mr DAY:  Even though cells have been built in stations that have been recently constructed?  Is the minister 
saying they are not used? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  I understand those built recently have been built to an appropriate standard. 

Mr DAY:  We assume that would occur.  My main question related to the police operations support facility, 
which is listed under works in progress at page 786.  I know this is of substantial interest to the minister, as it is 
to me.  The total estimated cost of $42 million is really for stage 1 of the total project on the old railway 
workshops site in Midland, and other stages were meant to occur ultimately.  Only $726 000 has been allocated 
in the current financial year, with an estimated expenditure to the end of June this year of only about $14 million.  
There is a long way to go to expend the amount of $42 million.  I have had the opportunity of visiting the new 
building being constructed at Midland, and it is certainly impressive, but a lot of work has to be done fitting out 
the emergency operations centre and so on.  Can the minister tell us what is intended as far as future 
development on the site at Midland is concerned?  When can we expect substantial further progress, given that 
only $726 000 of this year’s budget has been allocated out of a total of $42 million?  What does the minister 
expect to happen on that site and when? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  The new communications centre was completed in July 2001.  I was pleased to go to the new 
centre recently, and I think the member also attended, for the launch of our new strategic plan for the Police 
Service for the next five years.  Like the member, I am very keen to see the operations centre progress at the 
earliest possible time.  The member can be assured that I have made it very clear to our senior officers at every 
possible opportunity that that is certainly a priority, not only because I am the member for Midland but also 
because there are other pressures on the Police Service - things that were put in place before we took office.  For 
example, the police headquarters on Adelaide Terrace now come under the purview of the East Perth 
Redevelopment Authority and that building itself is earmarked to be acquired by EPRA.  We are considering the 
relocation of a number of our facilities, including facilities currently located at police headquarters and at the old 
Perth Girls School site.  For a whole variety of reasons there is unlikely to be any protracted delay, because we 
will need to move a number of those functions to the Midland site. 

Mr DAY:  When can we expect that to occur, given that there is only $700 000 in this year’s budget? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  One of the difficulties, I suppose, with the capital budget for the years to come, is that a 
number of projects were put into the budget that were unfunded in the out years by the former Government.  Just 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 26 September 2001] 

 p202b-227a 
Mr Tony McRae; Mrs Michelle Roberts; Dr Elizabeth Constable; Mr Dan Barron-Sullivan; Mr John Quigley; Mr 

Paul Omodei; Chairman; Mr John Day; Mr Colin Barnett; Ms Margaret Quirk; Mr Shane Hill 

 [13] 

between Delta communications and technology - DCAT - and computer-aided dispatch and related 
communications - CADCOM - alone there is a shortfall of $138 million in those out years to fully fund those 
projects.  The fact of the matter is that the total cost of both of those projects was known in advance.  Contracts 
have been signed up on the basis of a total price for those contracts and the State has been committed to funding, 
yet the funds were not put in the forward estimates.  I am the first to admit that that has put awful pressures on 
the budget.  A $138 million shortfall just for those two projects is enormous.  As the Premier has said, we are 
committed to those projects and we are committed to the operations centre at Midland.   

Mr DAY:  Is the minister saying that that amount which has not been allocated out of the $42 million was not 
included in the forward estimates by the previous Government? 
Mrs ROBERTS:  No.  I am saying that there are a variety of pressures on the police budget, particularly on the 
capital works budget, because there are unfunded projects.  I am not saying that the operations centre was not 
funded in the forward estimates. 
Mr DAY:  What progress can we expect this year in relation to the operations support facility at Midland, when 
will we see some further construction work on the site, and what will be involved in that construction? 
Mrs ROBERTS:  During the next 12 months, which takes us through to June next year, there is only a very small 
budget, so there will not be a huge amount of progress.  However, in the following year I anticipate that there 
will be considerably more money.  As I have outlined, more money will be required because of our need to 
relocate other facilities. 

Mr DAY:  It sounds as though the minister has lost the argument with the Treasurer. 
Mr HILL:  I refer the minister to page 793 and ask why there is an increase in funding for the gun buyback 
scheme and what is this for? 
Mrs ROBERTS:  An amount of $350 000 of commonwealth funding is currently held in a trust account for this 
scheme.  There are outstanding claims against these funds that are currently awaiting court rulings.  It is 
anticipated that these claims will be settled during 2001-02 and any remaining funds will be returned to the 
Commonwealth. 

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I refer to output 4 on pages 778 and 779.  The minister will notice that the total cost 
of the output is going down both in nominal and in real terms from $83.8 million to $83 million.  Traffic 
management and road safety are a very important part of the police budget.  On page 779 under the same output 
measures, I note that the hours of traffic management and road safety will decrease by about seven per cent - 
110 million hours less effort will be put into this area of police activity.  This begs the obvious question: does 
this mean we will see an increased reliance on, for example, Multanovas and things like that?  Does it mean 
there will be less police effort on the roads - police in vehicles doing what the community expects them to do?  
Does it mean less random breath-testing activity?  There is clearly less effort going into this area.  There are 
fewer man-hours involved and a significant reduction in funding.  What are the minister’s comments? 

[11.20 am] 

Mrs ROBERTS:  The outputs for 2001-02 are based on the staffing levels of the previous year, for which the 
previous Government was responsible.  The figures do not take into account the increases that will flow from the 
additional resources that the Government is providing for the 2001-02 financial year.  The overall estimated 
number of hours for 2001-02 is higher.  That impacts on the figures.  The figures are estimates.  As the member 
will be aware, each police district makes its own decisions and estimates how much time is spent on various 
outputs.  I asked the Police Service to make a rough calculation of the percentage of each output that is allocated 
to each of those areas.  Traffic and road safety is relatively static.  The 2000-01 estimate had a 17 per cent 
allocation.  It has turned out to be 18 per cent.  The Police Service is stuck with the estimate of 17 per cent for 
2001-02. 

There are two parts to the answer.  The first is that there is very little change.  The second is that the staffing 
levels were put in place by the previous Government. 

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I have a supplementary question.  The minister is saying that the number of man-
hours has gone up.  Based on the estimate for 2000-01, there is a reduction in the number of man-hours.  Based 
on the actual figure for 2000-01, the parameters of which the previous Government was responsible for, there is 
a substantial reduction of seven per cent.  I agree that the figures are only estimates, but they are output measures 
and an official record of the intention of the department concerning specific activities.  The amount of effort in 
this area will go down by seven per cent - 110 million fewer man-hours will go into road safety.  It means that 
fewer police will be on the roads, and there will be fewer traffic attendants.  It represents a substantial reduction 
in real terms between the actual 2000-01 budget and the amount the Government is allocating this year.  I draw 
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no other conclusion than that the minister is happy to allow a greater reliance on Multanovas, to see fewer police 
patrolling our roads and to see less effort in road safety in the way the community expects. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  Nothing could be further from the truth.  My advice is that the member’s assertions are largely 
incorrect.  The Government will be on record as the one that has made the greatest effort on road safety.  The 
Government has committed the traditional one-third of all funds from red light cameras and Multanovas to the 
road trauma trust fund.  The remaining two-thirds will also be spent on road safety initiatives.  That is not an 
inconsiderable amount of money.  Spending on road safety will be increased through those outputs - which are 
not part of this budget but are part of another budget - from $10 million to $30 million.  It is an enormous 
expenditure on road safety and a colossal increase on that of the previous Government. 

The variations are largely as a result of strategies put in place by the previous Government, of which the member 
was part.  The devolution of police services to district levels occurred over recent years with the full concurrence 
of the previous Government.  Decisions are made at the district level about what component of police time is 
spent on traffic operations or other operations.  Although there is general guidance, I have inherited - 

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  This is the minister’s budget.  The minister is in charge. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  I have inherited a system whereby district superintendents make decisions with regard to their 
output mix.  When I visited Geraldton a couple of years ago, I was advised that the Police Service still operated a 
traffic section.  The station has designated officers to undertake traffic operations.  That is not the case 
everywhere.  I do not know how I can make it clearer to the member.  There are no significant variations with 
what occurred in previous years.  The additional resources provided by the Government are not indicated in the 
figures quoted by the member.  The Police Service has advised me that the variations from 2000-01 budget 
figures are due partly to a change in output mix and partly to timeframes.  The 2000-01 figures were estimated 
using December 1999 data, and were calculated using rounded output percentages.  Variations occur in an output 
between the increase or decrease in estimated man-hours and the increase or decrease in estimated funds.  A 
specific cost estimate may be added to the cost of an output, but it would not necessarily result in more man-
hours.  The distribution of man-hours will vary slightly from 2000-01 to 2001-02 due to output mix percentage 
variations.  That is the system the Opposition gave the Government. 

Dr CONSTABLE:  I refer to division 48 at page 767.  Approximately $490 million has been appropriated to 
purchase the outputs of the division.  How many full-time equivalent police officers are employed by the Police 
Service?  How many will there be at the end of this financial year? 

Mr FRAME:  I do not have the exact numbers as of today.  Due to attrition, there is an ebb and flow in the 
number of police officers. 

Dr CONSTABLE:  Give me the most recent figures. 

Mr FRAME:  I can provide the authorised strength for 30 June 2001 and the target authorised strength for 30 
June 2002, which takes into consideration the additional police officers that we discussed earlier.  As of 30 June 
2001, the authorised strength was 4 811 police officers.  The figure includes senior police officers and 
Aboriginal police liaison offices.  The figure will increase to 4 921 officers as of 30 June 2002. 

Dr CONSTABLE:  How many retirements and resignations are expected this year? 

Mr FRAME:  Based on previous attrition rates, up to 180 police officers could leave the Police Service. 

Dr CONSTABLE:  Approximately 180 police officers will resign or retire and there will be 67 new police 
officers.  Is 67 the correct number?   

[11.30 am] 

Mrs ROBERTS:  The correct number is 100, not 67.   

Dr CONSTABLE:  Will there be 280 police officers, who are either new or being replaced, through the 
academy?  Is that the right number, because I want to ensure that I am adding this up correctly?   

Mrs ROBERTS:  The commissioner assures me that 280 is the correct number.   

Dr CONSTABLE:  How many intakes will the academy have this year, and have there been any yet?   

Mr FRAME:  There have been a number of intakes, but I do not have those details with me.  The upcoming 
intakes at the new Joondalup academy for the balance of 2001-02 are as follows: 64 in February 2002; 32 in 
March 2002; 64 in May 2002; and 32 in June 2002.  The total intake will be 192.  Unfortunately, I do not have 
information for the intakes that have already occurred in this financial year.   

Dr CONSTABLE:  Will the minister provide those figures by way of supplementary information?   
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Mrs ROBERTS:  I am happy to provide that by way of supplementary information.  The opposition 
spokesperson for police, the member for Warren-Blackwood, was at a graduation with me only last week -  

The CHAIRMAN:  Will the minister clarify the supplementary information that will be provided?   

Mrs ROBERTS:  The number of recruits for each of the intakes since 1 July 2001, the beginning of the financial 
year.   

Dr CONSTABLE:  I am very anxious to know how many applications the Police Service receive.  Is the Police 
Service satisfied with the number of applications it receives from which to select those who go into the training 
program, or is that a problem?   

Mrs ROBERTS:  Generally, we would hope for a greater number of applicants and a greater number of people to 
choose from.  As the minister responsible for both police and fire and emergency services, I have found it 
interesting that there are many more applicants for the limited number of positions in the firefighting services, 
compared with the considerably fewer number of applicants for the police service.  Keeping in mind the earlier 
comments by the member for Girrawheen about the Fire and Emergency Service Authority, we must look at 
diversity within the Police Service.  It is even more important in the Police Service than in the fire service.   
Dr CONSTABLE:  If 280 places are to be filled this year, how many applicants does the Police Service expect 
for those 280 positions?  Will the intakes for February, March, May and June 2002 be filled?   
Mrs ROBERTS:  There has never been difficulty filling the intakes.  There is a great mix of people graduating 
from the Police Academy, and there is a good mix of age groups.  Those who graduated on Friday ranged in age 
from 22 to 40 years.  Approximately half of them had a tertiary qualification of some kind.  We have been 
getting excellent applicants.   
Mr FRAME:  I do not have details about the specific number of applicants, but certainly the number of 
applicants well exceeds the number of places.   
Dr CONSTABLE:  Is it twice as many or three times as many?  Will you provide us with a rough rule of thumb?   

Mr FRAME:  The number of applicants is three to four times greater than the number of people we engage as 
police recruits.   

Dr CONSTABLE:  In education, there is a problem in recruitment.  The average age of teachers is increasing, 
and young people are not staying in the teaching service.  What is the average length of tenure in the Police 
Service?  Is there a trend towards a problem area with people not staying as long as they once did?   

Mrs ROBERTS:  Like the member for Churchlands, I also have a background in education, and I am very much 
aware of the big drop-out rate among teachers, and of the difficulty in attracting teachers.  One of the issues that 
concerns me is the cut-off rates for tertiary entrance scores.  The cut-off rate for the teaching profession has 
fallen to new lows.  I have taught year 12 students and, having seen the capacity of the students who obtain those 
scores, I would be worried about some of them teaching students.  I believe there is a good retention rate in the 
Police Service.  The vast majority of police officers make the police service a lifelong career.  However, as is the 
case in any profession, a greater number of people are changing careers than ever before.  It was traditional to 
enter the Police Service at age 17 or 18, and to leave at 60 or 65 years of age.  These days that is not always the 
case, as there is greater mobility.   

Mr FRAME:  The attrition rate in the Police Service is about four per cent per annum, and it is close to the 
lowest attrition rate in policing jurisdictions across Australia; only 180 of 4 800 police officers leaving each year 
is a very low attrition rate.  The average age of a recruit is 26 or 27.  There has certainly been an increase in the 
number of people joining the Police Service, and in the number of female applicants and recruits.  There has 
certainly been an increase in the number of people with post-secondary qualifications who join the Police 
Service; they may have completed TAFE courses or have university degrees.  

Dr CONSTABLE:  What percentage of police officers are women?  What program is in place to encourage 
women to return to the Police Service after they take leave to have children?  What kind of support and 
encouragement is given to women to come back to the Police Service - given that training is expensive and their 
expertise is important - and to ensure that they remain a part of the service while they raise their children?   

Mrs ROBERTS:  Nobody is more aware of this issue than I am.  In fact, earlier this year we set up a support 
group for women within the Western Australia Police Service.  When I inherited the police portfolio, I was 
concerned that it had the lowest ratio of women police officers of any jurisdiction in Australia.  Another concern 
is the lack of women at the higher levels of the Police Service.  Although we have a pleasing number of female 
recruits, as the member for Churchlands quite rightly pointed out, the challenge is to keep those women in the 
service.  We should do that for a range of reasons, not the least of which is that it costs us a considerable amount 
of money to train them.  We must look at the promotional opportunities for women because, as the member for 
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Churchlands is aware, in education and other areas, the pattern of women’s working lives is traditionally 
different from that of men.  As a result, they often miss out on promotional opportunities they might have 
otherwise received.  These are the issues we are bringing to the forefront.  I would like to see further changes in 
that regard.  Mr  Frame is in a better position to provide the member with the percentage of women in the work 
force.  However, other informative figures are those that reveal the percentage of women who are sergeants, 
inspectors or superintendents; it is far too low at those levels.  A lot has to be done to ensure that they progress 
through those ranks.   

Dr CONSTABLE:  Will the minister provide by way of supplementary information, details of the number of 
women in the Police Service, a breakdown of their rank, and the number of women who resign and who do not 
return because of family obligations?   

[11.40 am] 

Mrs ROBERTS:  I will get Mr Frame to at least partly answer the question, and if he does not have all of the 
information at his finger tips, it will be provided by way of supplementary information. 

Mr FRAME:  The percentage of females in the Police Service is in excess of 13 per cent at the moment.  The 
Government recently made an offer to the Western Australian Police Union about an enterprise agreement and 
some family friendly initiatives are contained in that offer.  They include the provision of six weeks paid parental 
leave and five days per annum carers leave and the acknowledgment to assist officers to have time off over 
Christmas and new year, subject to operational imperatives and priorities.  Those initiatives reflect entitlements 
that have been progressed within the organisation to encourage and assist female members of the Police Service. 

Dr CONSTABLE:  Could we have the breakdown in the form of supplementary information? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  I am happy to provide the breakdown of percentages of women in each of the ranks within the 
Police Service as supplementary information. 
Mr OMODEI:  With regard to the intake of police officers - part of the answer has already been given - if there is 
an attrition rate of 180 officers and we need another 100 officers, 280 people will be required to go through the 
academy in any given year.  The minister’s advisers have already indicated that there will be roughly 180 new 
officers from February onwards.  How many people have gone through the academy?  We want to confirm that 
100 new people will go onto the beat, as promised by the Labor Party during the election. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  Having sat in the member’s position in previous years and having the same level of doubt that 
he has got, he can be - 
Mr OMODEI:  My name is not Thomas. 
Mrs ROBERTS:  My name used to be Thomas! 
The member can be assured that this is a matter that the Government and I have examined very closely.  The fact 
is that we have put that money onto the budget.  Although the Treasurer and the Premier have said that it is a 
tight budget, we have included that money for those extra police in the budget.  We want to see them come on 
stream as much as the member does.  Therefore, there is a commitment to employ the additional 100 officers as 
well as cover the attrition rate of 180.  That will probably be best clarified in the supplementary information that 
I will be giving to the member for Churchlands, a copy of which the member will get.  That will detail how 
many people have been recruited already in the last half of this year, and that figure can be added to the 180 that 
the member has tallied up for next year. 

Mr QUIGLEY:  With regard to transit police, dot point three on page 768 refers to the proportion of people who 
feel safe in public places, including on public transport, as decreasing during 2000.  What initiatives will be 
implemented in this budget year to address this concerning loss of community confidence in our public transport 
system? 
Mrs ROBERTS:  In recent years, the public of Western Australia, as the member for Innaloo has pointed out, has 
become increasingly concerned about its safety on public transport.  Western Australians have become 
increasingly more afraid to travel on the train system in the daytime and at night.  Having initiated the new train 
system to the northern suburbs in the early 1990s, the Labor Party is keen to see that system fully utilised; we are 
very much a pro-public transport Government.  There is no point in having the best public transport system in 
the world if people are afraid to use it, particularly on weekends and evenings.  Some of the people in our 
community that are most reliant on public transport are senior citizens.  Some do not have an option as they do 
not drive cars and are totally reliant on the public transport system.  The former Liberal Government’s research 
indicated that last year 25 per cent of people felt unsafe when travelling on trains.  That is an enormously poor 
figure.  Only 46 per cent of people said they felt safe travelling on trains and the Australian Bureau of Statistics 
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research found that only 16 per cent of people felt safe on trains after dark; that is, more than one in 10 people 
say they feel safe after dark. 
The Government gave an election commitment to establish a transit police unit and, for the first time, put police 
back on the trains as part of the system.  On page 771 of the Budget Statements there is an allocation for this year 
of $3.17 million for 50 transit police; that figure will rise to $3.81 million in 2004-2005.  We have progressed, as 
a matter of urgency, the transit unit which has been operational for the past two months.  Ten officers are located 
in that unit.  The unit is based at Maylands Police Station at present, as the member may be aware, but we intend 
to move it to the Central Police Station in the area near the concourse.  City Safe will then move to Curtin 
House.  Since 4 June this year, 91 arrests have been made by the transit police; 153 charges have been laid; 714 
field reports have been conducted; 720 move-on notices have been issued; 49 liquor cautions have been issued; 
and 42 charges have been laid for the misuse of drugs.  The 10 transit police officers have not been sitting 
around twiddling their thumbs or watching people walk by; they have been very busy.  I look forward to 
expanding that complement of police officers to 50 in the near future, which I expect will, to a large extent, 
restore people’s confidence in our public transport system. 

As an aside, the feedback from the community on this has been phenomenal.  I have spoken to some of the 
police officers who are doing this work and they find it very rewarding, especially during the day when many 
elderly people are using the system.  The officers are amazed at the number of elderly people who tell them that 
they are doing a great job and that they are pleased to see them on the trains. 
Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Therefore, will the 50 sworn officers assigned to rail duties be additional to the 150 
provided by the Department of Transport or the rail authorities? 
Mrs ROBERTS:  That is right. 
Mr OMODEI:  On page 768 under issues and trends influencing our approach to improving community safety, 
the second dot point refers to the major role the Police Service plays, etc. and the establishment of the Office of 
Crime Prevention.  It also refers to Safer WA committees that continue to focus on concerns such as youth.  
Under the previous Government there was a standing committee on law and order, of which the Minister for 
Police was an important member and the Commissioner of Police and the minister attended all of its meetings.  
That committee also came under the umbrella of Safer WA.  I understand that the Office of Crime Prevention 
will be established within the Department of the Premier.  In this budget, is there an item for the Office of Crime 
Prevention, and what has happened to the Safer WA budget that was in the Department of Local Government, 
which allocated $4 million over four years to assist Safer WA committees?  Is the Office of Crime Prevention a 
rebadging of Safer WA?  Will Safer WA continue to exist and have a budget?  Will the minister be part of the 
proceedings of a standing committee, or some kind of structure, under the Office of Crime Prevention? Will the 
minister explain the concept of the Office of Crime Prevention, how Safer WA fits into it, and whether the 
Office of Crime Prevention is encompassing or taking the budget away from Safer WA? 
[11.50 am] 
Mrs ROBERTS:  The Premier announced that the Office of Crime Prevention will commence on 1 October this 
year, and will be housed within the Department of the Premier and Cabinet.  As the member for Warren-
Blackwood is aware from his previous position as the Minister for Local Government, Safer WA grants are 
administered through the Department of Local Government and Regional Development, just as they are 
administered through the Minister for Police and the Police Service.  Those grants are still there and are 
operational.  Recently, I signed off on grants for the Police Service, and I expect the Minister for Local 
Government has done the same.  When Safer WA was established, the former Government was criticised by the 
community for rebadging what had been the former Labor Government’s community policing initiative.  
Mr OMODEI:  It was acknowledged by the community that Safer WA was an advancement on the previous 
system.  

Mrs ROBERTS:  The Office of Crime Prevention moves Safer WA up another level.  A couple of years ago, a 
select committee was held into the issue of crime prevention, which included the member for Mitchell, me, the 
now Deputy Premier, the former member for Swan Hills and another conservative member - 

Mr DAY:  The former member for Mandurah. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  The former member for Mandurah was the chairman; how could I forget him?  One of its key 
recommendations was to set up an office of crime prevention centrally within government and, at the time, it was 
suggested that it be set up within the Department of the Premier and Cabinet.  However, the former Government 
did not take up that initiative.  The former Government alleged that Safer WA and the other programs it had in 
place were sufficient.  Recently I had the pleasure of talking to the former member for Swan Hills who 
congratulated our Government on establishing an office of crime prevention within Government.   
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As we all know - certainly the Police Service knows - the issue of crime prevention is not just a matter for police, 
it needs a whole-of-government approach.  More and more emphasis must be placed on early intervention.  The 
areas that can assist in early intervention range across government, and policing probably has the least to do with 
it.  In my electorate children who have not eaten breakfast show up at school.  Some 50 per cent of the kids in 
Midvale Primary School suffer from otitis media and other medical problems.  

Mr OMODEI:  That work had been done under Safer WA and will continue.  In every case, you say that crime 
prevention does not have much to do with policing.  However, every Safer WA committee in Western Australia 
would have a police officer either chairing it or running it.  

Mrs ROBERTS:  As the member for Mitchell would be aware, the Select Committee on Crime Prevention found 
that there was little effective evaluation of many of the crime prevention programs.  Although under the previous 
system many grants were made - people presented their cases and received money - the programs were not 
evaluated effectively.  One of the roles of the Office of Crime Prevention will be to consider the effectiveness of 
the various crime prevention programs.   

I was frustrated when I had to present a grievance in this House - the member for Geraldton is well and truly 
aware of it - about the Yamatji Patrol in Geraldton.  Geoff Gallop and I met with the editors of the local 
newspapers, the business community and members of the Aboriginal community who were frustrated because 
appropriate funding was not given to the Yamatji Patrol.  When I approached the then Minister for Police for 
additional funds for that worthy program that kept people - especially Aboriginal people - out of jail, off the 
streets and in safe places, I was told that the patrol did not meet the funding formula.  Certain funding formulas 
were put in place - 

Mr OMODEI:  The Yamatji Patrol was set up by the previous Government.   

Mrs ROBERTS:  That is right.  

Mr DAY:  Did you give it any extra funds?  

Mrs ROBERTS:  The member for Geraldton would be well and truly aware of the amount provided for within 
the Minister for Indigenous Affairs’ budget, which is a sizeable amount.  We gave an election commitment that 
has been met in full.  

Mr HILL:  The budget provides for an extra $280 000 over four years for the patrol.  

Mrs ROBERTS:  An additional $280 000 has been provided. 

Mr OMODEI:  Should that amount be divided by four years, or multiplied by four years?  

Mrs ROBERTS:  It should be divided by four years, which is about $70 000 a year.  

Mr OMODEI:  Why did you not say $70 000 a year?  

Mrs ROBERTS:  The member should not be too grumpy.  These funding formulas are very difficult.  At the 
same time, the Government props up security patrols in various places.  Through Safer WA, the State spends a 
lot of money on crime prevention and grants.  The Office of Crime Prevention is considering a more coordinated 
approach.  There will be no reduction in the amount of money provided for crime prevention; in fact, additional 
moneys will be allocated.  The Office of Crime Prevention will consider all the money from the Safer WA grants 
and the other acknowledged crime prevention moneys, combined with additional money.   

I understand that the position may have been advertised already, but, if not, the Department of the Premier and 
Cabinet will advertise for a Director of the Office of Crime Prevention.  That may have been done last weekend, 
or it might be done this weekend.  

Mr DAY:  How many staff are currently employed in that office? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  The office is due to be established on 1 October.  I understand that in the interim people in the 
social policy unit within the Department of the Premier and Cabinet are fulfilling that role.  

Mr OMODEI:  How much money has been allocated in the budget for the Office of Crime Prevention, and 
where is it?  

Mrs ROBERTS:  I expect that the funds will come from the Premier’s budget.  

Mr OMODEI:  Do you know how much it is? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  No, I think it was in the Premier’s media statement.  

Mr OMODEI:  No, it was not.  
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Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I understand that it will be run through the Premier’s department.  I believe that the 
budget is $125 000 a year with an additional $698 000 for additional crime prevention strategies.  The report of 
the Select Committee on Crime Prevention made 14 recommendations as to what the responsibilities of the 
Office of Crime Prevention should include.  Will the minister indicate whether she is happy that each of those 
recommendations is being carried out in accordance with the requirements of the Police Service.   

I understand that the Premier’s department will operate the Office of Crime Prevention.  However, a number of 
functions, including statistics, which the Office of Crime Prevention is supposed to take responsibility for are 
currently operated by the police.  The select committee intended that those responsibilities would be taken over 
by the Office of Crime Prevention.  I am interested to learn of the minister’s response to those matters, not only 
because the minister was a colleague of mine on the crime prevention committee, but also because the police will 
work closely with the Office of Crime Prevention.  I am happy for that response to be provided by way of 
supplementary information.  

Mr OMODEI:  The Minister for Police should be the minister responsible for crime prevention, not the Premier. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  I do not propose to provide that information by way of supplementary information, first, 
because the questions asked by the member do not pertain to the police budget; they pertain to the Premier’s 
budget.  Secondly, the Office of Crime Prevention is in its formative stages.  I have suggested to people in the 
Premier’s department who have taken over the running of it for the time being that they should use the report of 
the Select Committee on Crime Prevention as a strong guide, and they have undertaken to do that.   

Initially, there was a perception that they would have to reinvent the wheel.  However, I have made it clear that 
they do not need to do that.  They should use the report of the select committee as a guide to their roles and 
functions.  The member for Mitchell will be happy with the way the office is set up and the way it embraces the 
recommendations of that committee’s report.  However, as I said at the outset, it is not specific to my area of the 
budget.  Even if the member asked the same question of the Premier, I do not think he would get a full answer at 
this stage because the office is in its formative stages.  It would probably be better if the member asked those 
questions at a much later date.  

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I am not trying to enter into a debate on this matter; I am trying to get factual 
information.  According to the select committee, many of the things that the Office of Crime Prevention was 
supposed to do would mean that functions of the Police Service would be taken over.  Presumably, that is 
something in which the Minister for Police and the Police Service would want to have a say.  I am surprised that 
the minister can set up an office of crime prevention and not know what it will do.  

[12 noon] 

Mrs ROBERTS:  That is the member for Mitchell’s opinion; he has my answer. 

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  The minister said that she does not know what it will do, yet it has been established. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  I did not say that; the member should not attempt to pervert my remarks. 

Mr BARNETT:  Does the minister not think the prime agency for crime prevention should be the Police 
Service? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr Andrews):  The member for Mitchell has made his point a couple of times. 

Ms QUIRK:  I refer to the last dot point at page 775 under major initiatives for 2001-02.  It refers to identifying 
seniors in small business as groups within the community that have specific safety and security needs.  Senior 
citizens in particular have concerns about their safety that were not adequately addressed by the previous 
Government.  Can the minister outline some examples of how funds will be used under this budget to ensure the 
safety and security of specific community groups?  

Mrs ROBERTS:  I thank the member for Girrawheen for that question.  She certainly pointed out a very 
important area.  It is anticipated that by the year 2020-21 nearly one in four Western Australians will be senior 
citizens.  It is clear that seniors are making up an increasingly large proportion of our community.  
Unfortunately, we are aware through television and print media that far too often senior citizens are seen as easy 
targets.  This is intolerable to not only me but also, I am sure, nearly everybody else in the community.  The 
Government needs to send a strong message to the community that offences against seniors are unacceptable.  
However, like most good approaches, it requires a whole-of-government approach.  Tougher penalties are 
proposed for crimes against seniors.  More police will be patrolling the streets and the Police Service will receive 
increased support in its operational budget.  

The Government has already moved to introduce legislation to amend the Criminal Code and the Sentencing Act 
to increase penalties for a range of offences committed against seniors.  This was a key election commitment of 
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the Australian Labor Party.  Maximum penalties will apply when victims are aged 60 years or over.  Offences 
will include grievous bodily harm, wounding, common assault, assaults causing bodily harm, assault with intent, 
assault with intent to rob, robbery and fraud.  As the member for Girrawheen is probably aware, I recently 
launched a special package for seniors at the west metropolitan district a few weeks ago, which she and the 
member for Innaloo attended.  That package included a range of information on home security and personal 
safety for seniors.  It included a handy reference document that ladies can keep in their handbags or that 
gentlemen can keep on their persons.  That document advises senior citizens of a range of precautions.  

Another very good initiative is the establishment of a seniors register, which I announced when I visited the 
member for Innaloo’s electorate.  Once those seniors have registered with their local district office a security 
audit will be undertaken of their property.  Members of the police pipe band are being utilised to do that.  Most 
of the members of that band are not police officers; they dedicate about 50 per cent of their time to band duties 
and 50 per cent to other policing duties.  I assured all the elderly people in the north west region that should they 
register, a band member would undertake a security audit of their property and give them advice at their home.   

It is important to note that the additional 250 police officers and the additional operations budget will mean that 
we can make the community safer for seniors. 

Mr DAY:  I refer to some of the issues identified under issues and trends influencing our approach to tackling 
crime at page 769.  One of the issues raised is the intended introduction of DNA legislation, which, if I recall 
correctly, was introduced by the previous Government but not debated in full.  When does the Government 
intend to introduce such DNA legislation, as it indicated it intends to do?  I think there is a strong bipartisan view 
that it is needed.  

When does the Government intend to introduce legislation to deal with prostitution, which it also commented on 
when in opposition?   

The final dot point indicates that the number of reported motor vehicle offences in 2000-01 is the lowest 
recorded since 1991, which is a welcome outcome and which must be due substantially to the immobiliser 
scheme and the subsidy provided by the previous Government.  How can the Government possibly justify 
bringing to an end the immobiliser subsidy scheme, which has operated in this State so successfully? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  Earlier today I noted that the DNA legislation would be among the package of law and order 
initiatives the Government would be introducing.  A number of difficulties are attached to it.  The Government is 
determined to see that the legislation is passed before the end of the year.  The federal minister, Senator Chris 
Ellison, raised about 11 areas that had to be addressed in the previous Government’s DNA legislation introduced 
in the second last week of December 2000.  A few months ago he wrote to me outlining those points of concern, 
and suggested that the federal Government would oppose the legislation and that we could not link up to the 
database unless we addressed the federal Government’s concerns.  

Another difficulty was the lack of funding in the budget for the implementation of DNA legislation.  Despite the 
fact that the former Government introduced a Bill in the Assembly towards the end of last year, no money was 
allocated in the budget for it.  The amount of $1 million was listed, but that did not take account of the 
introduction of DNA legislation.  The $1 million is the amount spent on DNA analyses.  The DNA legislation 
provides for a database.  DNA is already collected from crime scenes and the like.  In the past, voluntary samples 
of DNA have been sought. 

Mr DAY:  Is there money in the budget for such a purpose?  

Mrs ROBERTS:  That is correct.  The Government has allocated $22 million to the budget for the next four 
years to deal with the legislation so that we can link into the national DNA database. 

Mr DAY:  Under which area does that funding appear?  

Mrs ROBERTS:  I will provide the reference before I complete my answer.   

The member for Darling Range asked about legislation on prostitution.  I have worked from the former 
Government’s eighth or ninth draft.  I am sure the member is aware that there were many drafts.  Some 
modifications are being made to those drafts.  I intend to circulate the final draft before the end of the year as a 
Green Bill.  It is a very controversial area.  Also incorporated in the new legislation will be what has become 
known as the Prostitution Act 2000, introduced primarily to deal with street walking, which contained provisions 
on child prostitution and other matters. 

[12.10 pm] 

Mr OMODEI:  The one that was passed by the previous Government.   
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Mrs ROBERTS:  It was passed and it had a sunset clause of two years.  It is my perception that the legislation 
has been working reasonably well.  I have received little by way of complaint, although a couple of people 
among the huge number who have spoken to me about it have concerns.  The member will recall that concerns 
were raised at the time about police powers and other matters.  I am seeking to have one comprehensive piece of 
legislation.  I see little point in introducing a Green Bill and then later on revisiting separately the issue of street 
prostitution.  My intention is to release it as a Green Bill before the end of the year. 

Mr DAY:  What aspects of the previous drafting is the minister modifying? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  There is a range of issues.  For example, the Prostitution Act 2000 draft legislation originally 
contained a range of health provisions that were deleted from the final copy, which ultimately received bipartisan 
agreement.  

Mr DAY:  Did the minister say that the health provisions did not have bipartisan agreement? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  The withdrawal of the health provisions received bipartisan agreement.  The Government’s 
original version of the Prostitution Act 2000 contained a number of health provisions that were not ultimately 
part of the final Bill.  Some of those kinds of clauses remained in the eighth or ninth draft of the big prostitution 
Bill.  

Mr DAY:  Were there any other significant changes in the major aspects of the legislation? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  I do not believe so.  If I were looking at something significant, we could start it again.  A great 
number of drafts have been created and an awful lot of work has gone into the legislation, and that is what we 
prefer to work with.  Most of the work probably involves incorporating the Prostitution Act 2000 into it.  
Hopefully, the Green Bill will be released in the near future.  It is my intention that it have a good period for 
public comment.  I am looking at a period of up to three months in which to receive comment, because it is 
important for local governments, the community, sex workers or whomever to have input.   

Given that it was not my Bill to start with - it is a modified version of the previous Government’s Bill - I have 
given an assurance that I am not wedded to every component of it.  If areas need changing, I will be prepared to 
consider changing them.  

Mr DAY:  How can the minister justify bringing the immobiliser scheme to an end? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  The main point to note is that the fitting of an immobiliser at the point of sale is still 
compulsory in Western Australia.  I do not have all the figures on the immobiliser scheme in front of me.  The 
previous Government introduced a scheme under which people received a $30 subsidy if they installed an 
immobiliser.  A lot of money was allocated in the budget for that. 

Mr DAY:  Did that subsidy increase to $40? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  It did, eventually.  It was expected that there would be a considerable uptake of that subsidy.  
A lot of money was allocated in the budget on the expectation that a large number of people would line up for 
the $30 discount.  The fact is that nowhere near the numbers expected by the Government lined up for that $30 
discount.  I understand that thought was then given to whether increasing the subsidy would assist.  The previous 
Government chose to make it compulsory and to increase the subsidy to $40 in one move.  As a result, about 
375 000 vehicle owners have taken advantage of that subsidy.  There are also costs in administering the subsidies 
scheme and so forth.  Given the tightness of the budget situation, it was our considered view that, provided we 
kept immobilisers compulsory, the advantages to car theft rates would remain the same.  Potentially, people 
might have to pay an additional $40 when they compulsorily fit immobilisers. 

Mr DAY:  That will be hard for a lot of low-income earners.  

Mrs ROBERTS:  It will be an added expense at the time a person purchases a vehicle.  We do not expect any 
negative impact on car theft rates, because immobilisers will remain compulsory.  The same rate of people fitting 
immobilisers should continue. 

Mr DAY:  Can the minister estimate how many vehicles in Western Australia would not have immobilisers at 
the moment?  

Mrs ROBERTS:  No, I am not sure.  The previous Government’s original plan was that every car would be 
immobilised within a four-year period, and it allocated a certain amount of money to achieve that.  Because of 
the lack of success of the voluntary scheme, a lot of that money was not expended in the first couple of years.  
All of the money that was originally allocated by the previous Government has been expended. 

Mr DAY:  That was about $20 million in total. 
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Mrs ROBERTS:  That is right; it was a significant amount of money.  That money has been expended, and, as a 
result, 375 000 cars or thereabouts now have immobilisers. 

Mr DAY:  And the current Government does not want to keep it going.  That is a great pity, given that it was a 
very successful scheme.   

Mrs ROBERTS:  It is a subsidy that we cannot afford in the circumstances. 
Mr DAY:  Obviously, the amount that it would cost the Government would decline in the future.  
Mr OMODEI:  Can the minister supply by way of supplementary information the estimated number of vehicles 
that currently do not have immobilisers.  
Mrs ROBERTS:  I point out to the member that when he refers to the withdrawal of the subsidy, the budget item 
that he is talking about is under that part of the transport budget for which I have responsibility.  

Mr OMODEI:  I could identify a number of dot points that refer to trends. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  We can talk to the member about trends in car theft and so forth.  However, if he wants the 
details of the immobiliser scheme, it is run by the Department of Transport.  It will have those figures.   

Mr OMODEI:  I can put it on notice. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  That portfolio will be dealt with at two o’clock.  The member can ask a question then.  

Mr OMODEI:  I will not be here.  I can put it on notice.  The minister has just removed a subsidy of $20 million 
that the previous Government allocated for car immobilisers to assist low-income earners - those whom the 
Government purports to represent.  

Mrs ROBERTS:  There was another matter that I indicated I would point out to the member.  One of the items 
listed under major policy decisions on page 771, under the heading “Decisions taken since State Election” is to 
introduce DNA legislation.  Some of the DNA money is listed there.  However, I am also advised that because 
the Police Academy was moved from Maylands to Joondalup, and because of the timing of the recruitment of 
officers, a further $2 million is available, which can also be utilised for DNA legislation. 

Mr OMODEI:  Will that legislation be brought in during this financial year? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  Yes. 

Mr DAY:  Before the end of this calendar year? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  Yes. 

Mr HILL:  I note that on page 771, funding has been allocated to recruit an extra 40 Aboriginal police liaison 
officers.  Can the minister advise where they will be deployed?  

Mrs ROBERTS:  Yes.  The member might also be interested to note that Aboriginal liaison officers were 
introduced in the 1970s.  They have been of great assistance in policing the needs of remote Aboriginal 
communities, particularly in the north west of the State.  Increasing the number of Aboriginal police liaison 
officers is fundamental to increasing police services to those communities.  The member asked me where they 
will be deployed.  The first of the APLOs will be deployed to Yalgoo, which will fulfil our election commitment 
in that regard.  The balance of the first 10 APLOs are likely to be deployed to remote communities.  The 
commissioner might be able to give some further information. 

[12.20 pm] 

Mr MATTHEWS:  In the remote communities of the Kimberley, subject to available housing, we will put two 
into Oombulgurri, two into Kalumburu, two into Warmun, one into Bidyadanga in addition to one already there, 
and one extra into Beagle Bay.   

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I refer the minister to page 781, specifically output 5, which is response to offences, 
and to the output measures relating to that on the same page.  I again suggest that the community would expect 
this area of policing to have nothing but the highest priority attached to it, yet there is a cut of 5.5 per cent 
between the amount spent in 2000-01 compared with the appropriation for 2001-02.  Therefore, the amount of 
money allocated to police to respond to crimes against the person, home burglaries, drug offences and so on is 
being slashed by almost six per cent.  People want to see the opposite happen at this sharp end of policing.  I am 
also concerned that the output measures indicate the number of hours allocated to the response to offences will 
decline from 1 034 000 to 945 000.  The number of full-time equivalent officers assigned to that area of policing 
will decline from 702 to 636.  Can the minister explain that? 
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Mrs ROBERTS:  Yes, I am happy to do that.  I will start with the last question.  The member drew attention to 
the estimated number of hours in the output measure of 1 034 000 on page 781 and compared that with the target 
of 945 000 hours for 2001-02.  The member might note that the estimate in the 2000-01 budget was 880 000 
hours.   

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  No, the actual figure is 1 034 000.   

Mrs ROBERTS:  I can read.   

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  That is what I am asking.  I did not refer to the budget.  I referred to the actual 
figure for last year. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  Does the member want an explanation or would he rather talk? 

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  No, I asked for an explanation based on the actual figure for 2000-01, not on the 
estimate. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  The member will get the information I give him; that is the way this works. 

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Because the minister does not like the real explanation. 

Mr OMODEI:  And you will enjoy it! 

Mrs ROBERTS:  That is right! 

Despite the fact that the budget allocation last year was 880 000 hours, in reality it was more than one million 
hours.  I could tell the member that is because of the Government’s great effort in the past few months, but I will 
not say that.  However, I will tell the member that the budget figure and what occurs eventually in practice are 
not necessarily the same, as there is often a degree of variation.  The target last year was 880 000 hours and more 
than one million hours was achieved.  The target this year is an increase to 945 000 hours on the previous 
Government’s target last year.  We have in fact upped our sights by an additional 65 000.  It may well be that 
next year’s figures will exceed that one million mark. 

The member should read outputs 5 and 6 together, because there is a degree of overlap in the activities and, as a 
consequence, effort is recorded for each output.  When considered together, the total number of FTEs and 
outputs indicate very little difference between the budget estimates and actuals for 2000-01.  The estimated hours 
in output 5 for 2001-02 are higher than the budget estimate for 2000-01.  I am satisfied that the targets are very 
much in line with expectation with very little difference.  I do not believe the point the member attempted to 
make is valid.   

Mr OMODEI:  I refer the minister to page 775, output 2, emergency management and coordination.  This matter 
was referred to earlier and I was less than taken by the minister’s unenthusiastic response, although the Assistant 
Commissioner commented on it.  I refer directly to the budget papers under emergency management and 
coordination, which reads - 

Planning and ensuring a state of preparedness for, the effective management of, and co-ordinated 
response to, major emergencies and disasters.  This includes the activities of search and rescue, 
maintenance and testing of emergency plans, training programs and simulated exercises, as well as the 
Police Service’s responsibility for providing co-ordination of hazard management authorities during 
major emergencies. 

I suggest, as did the member for Churchlands, that in the light of recent events in the United States and of the 
world’s preparing for war, Perth or Western Australia would be seen by an enemy of Australia as a soft target.  I 
refer to organisations such as the diplomatic corps, the United States of America Consulate General in Perth and 
a number of significant strategic installations for gas supply and so on.  We have strong connections with 
America.  The minister might dismiss this matter, as I believe she did in a way, and I do not know whether there 
is a reason for that.  I do not want to be alarmist.  However, it took only a day after the attack in the United States 
for somebody to telephone Channel Seven with a bomb threat to Parliament House.  Many people in WA might 
think that is not a bad thing.  However, a number of people in the community are concerned about the current 
worldwide situation.  I suggest that the Government would get bipartisan support for a move towards a task force 
coordinated with the armed forces to establish a plan.  The Assistant Commissioner has already referred to some 
communication he has had from other States.  However, a statement from the Minister for Police and Emergency 
Services, as the minister responsible for emergency management and coordination, would be appropriate as an 
assurance to the people of Western Australia that the State of Western Australia is concerned about the activities 
and issues that have occurred in the past couple of weeks and about the current state of emergency across the 
world.  I ask the minister whether there is an intention to create an organisation or task force - or is there one 
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already in place - to address a strategy along the lines of output 2 that refers to planning and ensuring a state of 
preparedness?  

[12.30 pm] 

Mrs ROBERTS:  Following the member’s line of argument, there is no major difference and certainly no 
increase for which the member is looking in the budget allocation.  These figures depend, in a general context, 
on the number of cyclones, floods, major searches and the like.  However, the member has raised a different 
range of emergencies that could well occur.  I do not dismiss the prospect of terrorism, or other contingencies 
that may arise. 

Mr OMODEI:  The minister said earlier that Australia is not seen as a target. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  That is right. 

Mr OMODEI:  Yet there was a bomb threat to Parliament House the day after the event in the United States. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  Yes.  Some kids’ high schools also received bomb threats, and a bomb threat was made to the 
Burswood International Resort Casino.  Those kinds of threats are not out of the ordinary in Western Australia.  
Bomb threats are made to various institutions every year.  They are all taken seriously and catered for 
appropriately by the Police Service.  The member has been talking about an entirely different thing.  He has been 
talking about war and about what happened in New York.  Obviously, that is an entirely different scale of events. 

Mr OMODEI:  I do not have to tell the minister about the number of psychotic people in Western Australia.  
There are some in every electorate.  As the Minister for Police, you are probably responsible for more of them 
than are most of us. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  I think some sit opposite me in the House. 
Mr OMODEI:  The minister is not looking at me, is she? 
Mrs ROBERTS:  No, I am not looking at the member. 
Mr OMODEI:  It is a very serious matter.  

Mrs ROBERTS:  It is.  I pointed out earlier that, at this time, Western Australia is not considered to be at 
anything other than very low risk.  I do not determine whether the risk is low or high.  People at a high level of 
the Commonwealth Government determine the level of security risk, the level of alert and so forth.  However, I 
will get the commissioner, Mr Matthews, to outline that and to explain our needs.   

Mr MATTHEWS:  I will build on what Deputy Commissioner Brennan talked about.  There is an arrangement 
for dealing with high levels of threats or actions that occur within the national boundaries of Australia.  I was 
recently in Canberra also, and I had a briefing from the Australian Security Intelligence Organisation, which has 
links with other agencies throughout the world.  The Australian Federal Police link in with the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation in the United States and with Interpol.  All the information is aggregated and considered within 
Australia, and distributed to the various jurisdictions.  We are within that link.  It is true that at this stage the 
assessment of risk is low.  That does not discount the possibility that Australia could potentially be at risk.  The 
police are conscious of that, and we, with others, are taking steps to assist in protecting the strategic and other 
defence interests in the State, and some of the groups that may potentially be targeted, including, of course, the 
United States of America Consulate General and its staff.  Obviously, I do not wish to publicly expound our 
efforts.  We are also making inquiries that link in with what has been done throughout the rest of Australia.  
There is no indication that we should be doing anything that has not already been done or is about to be done.  
Obviously, we will need to monitor the situation closely, day by day, to make sure we are appropriately 
positioned to respond.  The budget, of course, was set long before the incidents that occurred on 11 September.  
Obviously, if significant expenditure arose from any action that occurred in Australia, we would have to go back 
to the Government, through the minister, to seek extra funds, depending on the nature of that action. 

Mr OMODEI:  To give an example, if an aeroplane flew into the north west gas installation, it would throw the 
economy of this State and of the country of Japan into total turmoil.  I do not think we can dismiss it.   

Mrs ROBERTS:  I do not think anyone is dismissing it.  As is probably appropriate, the commissioner has erred 
on the side of caution in the information he has provided to the committee.  Discussions and operations occur 
that are best not disclosed.  The Police Service has provided considerable support to the United States consul and 
to American installations within Western Australia.  In fact, I am anticipating a visit from the United States 
consul, if not this afternoon, before the end of the week.  He wants to thank us for the good work the Police 
Service has done for not only him but also American companies in Western Australia.  I will get the assistant 
commissioner to make a few comments on the state protection unit. 
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Mr BRENNAN:  The unit known as the state protection group has a role to play with consulates.  It also liaises 
with the Australian Defence Force.  As I previously mentioned, comprehensive arrangements are in place that 
cater for looking after vital installations, sensitive locations, and individuals.  The group is in constant contact 
with various agencies.  Exercises are carried out.  Suffice to say that we are not sitting on our hands in that 
regard.  We are in touch with overseas agencies, as indicated by the Commissioner of Police, and we receive and 
act upon intelligence.  That is ongoing, not only in relation to the events in the United States but also in other 
parts of the world. 

Mr QUIGLEY:  There are several references at pages 771, 774 and 782 to police using a computer system called 
Insight.  Will the minister advise what Insight does and how it contributes to policing? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  Yes, I am happy to do that.  Insight is a software tool that provides police with crime and 
incident pattern analysis.  It was developed to enable the police to geographically target crime hot spots.  Within 
that system, they can target what is generally a crime hot spot, or they can look at particular categories of crime.  
For example, they can look at a hot spot for burglary, for motor vehicle theft or whatever.  It provides for the 
automated production of incident statistics and mapping, so that officers can have access to operationally useful 
incident pattern information.  It enables police resources to be allocated to identify areas of crime and incidents.  
For example, once a particular area has been identified as a hot spot for, say, home burglaries or car thefts, as I 
suggested, a special squad of officers can be targeted to that area.  A recent example of that was Operation 
Waterway, which took place in the Peel district.  There was an increase in burglaries and drug use, and there was 
also outlaw motorcycle gang involvement.  In June this year, the police made 95 arrests, laid 159 charges and 
seized household property valued at $21 675 as a result of Operation Waterway, which targeted that crime hot 
spot.  Assistant Commissioner O’Callaghan is familiar with the Insight program.  He might like to comment on 
that program. 

[12.40 pm] 

Mr DAY:  Does it fit in with the Delta communications and technology project? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  Dr O’Callaghan can comment on that. 

Dr O’CALLAGHAN:  The minister has addressed most of the functions of the Insight program.  The other point 
is that the information for the Insight program will be automatically collected as part of the way police carry out 
their business.  As parts of the DCAT project are delivered, the information going onto the system will be 
available to Insight.  There is no additional input of information; it is collected as part of the normal business of 
policing and will be used to map crime incidents. 

Ms QUIRK:  On page 769 of the Budget Statements, I was disturbed to read dot point six under issues and trends 
influencing our approach to tackling crime, which states that between 1993 and 2000, Western Australia 
continued to record the highest victimisation rate for burglary.  Will the minister advise whether any initiatives 
will target burglary to help reduce that appalling statistic that was inherited by this Government? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  Yes, I will.  The member is right; the burglary rate in Western Australia is unacceptable.  The 
Australian Bureau of Statistics report that was tabled in the House in May 2001 indicated that 3 229.5 burglaries 
were committed for every 100 000 people.  Unfortunately, that was the worst rate of any Australian State or 
Territory.  For the sixth year in a row, Western Australia had the nation’s highest rate for theft.  Putting more 
police on the beat will have a significant impact on the reduction of crime.  Obviously, the commitment to the 
additional 250 police officers and 40 Aboriginal police liaison officers will be a significant part of that.  A 
number of operations to target burglary were recently put in place.   

I will comment on a couple of those.  One was Operation Deadline, which was introduced in the south east 
metropolitan area.  That area had the highest number of reported burglaries, and the operation targeted 
recidivists.  The police laid 165 charges and recovered $220 000 worth of property.  Operation Hard Drive, 
which was a bit closer to home for the member for Girrawheen, was initiated in the Mirrabooka district and was 
recently expanded to Kalgoorlie.  I have already placed on record in Parliament some of the outstanding results 
of Operation Hard Drive.  Another operation targeting burglary was Operation Paramount, in which the 
detectives of the tactical investigation group from the south east metropolitan region, formerly known as the 
Cannington district, and from the south metropolitan region, formerly known as the Fremantle district, responded 
to a series of armed robberies across both districts.  As a result of Operation Paramount, the police arrested and 
charged five males with 36 armed robbery offences on 6 August 2001.  Mr Brennan might like to comment 
further on those matters. 

Mr BRENNAN:  One of the trends that is attracting our attention at the moment is that there has been a modest 
2.5 per cent increase in the clear-up rate for burglary over the past couple of months.  There has also been a 
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slight downturn in the overall number of burglaries committed over the past couple of months.  These are early 
days, but I guess the point I am making is that saturation policing methods using intelligence reports and 
packages, and targeting specific areas and recidivists, are is starting to prove their worth.  We think we are 
heading in the right direction.  We are keen to continue the trend for reported burglaries to go down and for the 
clear-up rate to go up. 

Ms QUIRK:  I will ask a supplementary question.  I was pleased to hear the deputy commissioner say that 
intelligence was a key to a high clear-up rate.  From my experience, I believe that the Joondalup anti-burglary 
squad achieved outstanding results.  That squad was subsequently disbanded.  Is there any acknowledgment that 
those sorts of groups are useful and will be maintained? 
Mrs ROBERTS:  I am happy for Mr Brennan to answer that question. 
Mr BRENNAN:  The Joondalup burglary squad worked extremely well and achieved some good results.  
However, it started to fade a bit.  About two years ago, we conducted a review of investigative practices and 
received some advice from people from Scotland and elsewhere.  That resulted in a change to the structure of 
investigative practices and to the way we do business.  One change was that we formed crime management units.  
We also considered the overall statewide approach.  The new structure is starting to bite and take effect.  Once 
upon a time, there was a view that squads were the way to go, but contemporary policing practices and 
information gleaned elsewhere and tried here have shown that these things can work for us.  That is one that did.  
As I said, the district structure and the specific allocation of resources on a district basis are seen to be the 
successful way to go at this time. 

Mr DAY:  I will raise three issues that relate to the response to offences, including traffic offences.  On page 771 
of the Budget Statements, reference is made to a full independent review of the implementation and benefits of 
the Delta communications and technology project and the computer-aided dispatch and related communications 
system.  Does that indicate some concern about the value of the projects, or a lack of commitment by the 
Government to fully fund those projects? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  It indicates a number of things.  The first and foremost problem was that the allocation in the 
budget for DCAT and CADCOM was insufficient.  I have made that point a number of times. 

Mr DAY:  The minister is simply referring to the forward estimates; they are not budgets.  The budget concerns 
this current year.  Next year’s budget will be delivered in 12 months. 
Mrs ROBERTS:  Some $12 million has been allocated to progress the DCAT program this year.  It is estimated 
that the review of DCAT and CADCOM will cost less than $50 000.  The member will be aware that the cost of 
technology programs, wherever they occur in government, is phenomenal.  There have been problems with the 
computer systems of programs that have been introduced in other jurisdictions and agencies.  We inherited 
contracts and programs put in place by the previous Government, but for which insufficient money had been 
allocated in the out years.  The recent trouble the Ombudsman experienced with his technology programs 
indicates that these things are costly.  We must be careful to dot the i’s and cross the t’s.  The change of 
government provided an opportune time to carry out a full review of where we have got so far and where we are 
going.  It is not a saving measure, if that is what the member has deduced from it.  It is a matter of knowing that 
we will get the best value for taxpayer dollars over a period, so that we can properly put the money in the 
forward estimates. 

[12.50 pm] 

Mr DAY:  Who is conducting the review? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  Assistant Commissioner Karl O’Callaghan would be better able to inform members of the 
status of the program.   

Mr DAY:  Is the Government still committed to implementing this program in full?  Obviously, it would take 
more than one or two years.  

Mrs ROBERTS:  The Premier was on record last week committing to both those programs.  He said that the 
Government remains committed to them.  There is no question about that.  

Dr O’CALLAGHAN:  A little over $12 million has been allocated for the Delta communications and technology 
program this year.  That will be spent on rolling out Insight and Briefcase and implementing in full stage 1 of the 
incident management system.  That will be done before the end of the financial year and will complete the 
current program. 

Mr DAY:  Will that fit out the operations -  
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The CHAIRMAN (Mr McRae):  Please direct questions to the minister. 

Mr DAY:  Will that $12 million ensure that the emergency response operations centre at Midland is fully fitted 
out and operational? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  I am happy for the assistant commissioner to provide that information. 

The CHAIRMAN:  If one of the advisers is speaking and members have questions, they should wait until he has 
finished rather than interrupt.  

Dr O’CALLAGHAN:  The implementation of the computer-aided dispatch and related communications system 
has been delayed.  CADCOM was to have been implemented by October this year, but it has been delayed for 
about a year.  We expect it to be implemented about this time next year.  The reasons for the delay relate mainly 
to technical problems and issues that the system integrators have been slow to resolve.  We are working closely 
with them and expect to resolve those issues in the next couple of months for implementation by September or 
October 2002. 

Mr DAY:  Does the Police Service have sufficient money to complete that part of the project?   

Mrs ROBERTS:  We have provided sufficient money in the budget for that.  

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Page 788 refers to the full-time equivalents.  Do those numbers include the 115 
officers the Government wants to see in flying squads, and when will 23 flying squad officers be based in 
Bunbury?  

Mrs ROBERTS:  I thank the member for that question.  The information I have provided about the Insight 
program and our ability to target hot spots of various categories of crime reinforces the fact that the deployment 
of a group of officers to target specific offences can have an excellent effect.  That is the notion behind our 
policy of having officers in a flying squad or special squad - the name is not particularly important - that is 
available to deal with various problems, some of which occur in and around the member for Mitchell’s 
electorate.  Every year schoolies week and New Year’s Eve celebrations take place at Dunsborough and 
Rottnest.  Schoolies week is a horrendous time for the community and police officers in especially Dunsborough 
and Rottnest, which are the two hottest spots at the moment.  Flying squads would allow us to deploy officers to 
places where incidents are likely to occur.  Although Dunsborough does not need an additional 23 full-time 
officers, it would be useful to send extra officers there during schoolies week, and likewise with Rottnest.   

One of the difficulties with the way things operated in the past is that police districts had to meet these special 
needs from existing resources.  We saw the action at the wharves three years ago.  Officers were drawn from 
police stations throughout the State.  Those stations were short-staffed and many districts were under pressure 
because of the number of officers sent to the wharves.  The squads will allow us to target some of the special and 
known events, such as schoolies week or a compulsory run for an outlaw motorcycle gang.  We are keen to get 
those special squads established, but it will take time.  The additional officers must come through the academy.  I 
am not in a position to direct that such squads be formed until we have a considerable number of police officers 
on board. 

Mr DAY:  The Police Service does not operate under the direction of the minister.  

Mrs ROBERTS:  The plan to employ additional police officers was spelt out in a specific election policy, and the 
Police Service must implement government policy.  However, this is a matter of general agreement.  It seems to 
be the way to go in policing.  Everything we have heard about the greater level of intelligence available through 
Insight and other programs shows that the police can identify these hot spots, and with flying squads, we will be 
able to deploy officers to hot spots at which a specific event like schoolies week or a motorcycle gang ride is 
taking place.  In some respects, this already occurs when officers are deployed to those areas from within 
existing resources.  I have outlined a number of the operations we have conducted.  We recently sent six officers 
to Kalgoorlie to target crime, with tremendous results.  I do not think there is any argument about the validity of 
having squads of officers available to target crime hot spots.  

Mr DAY:  The commissioner will not do that under direction from the minister.  

Mr OMODEI:  I refer to the statement of financial performance on page 788.  The budget for salaries and 
allowances is $346.693 million.  What is the status of the enterprise bargaining agreement negotiations with 
police officers and the Police Union (WA)?  The budget does not appear to cater for any increase in salaries.  
Will you clarify that situation? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  We are making good progress with the EBA.  That matter should be resolved towards the end 
of this month or early next month. 
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Mr OMODEI:  What percentage increase are the police officers seeking?  

Mrs ROBERTS:  Within the government wages policy, it is colloquially termed three, three and three - three per 
cent a year for the next three years.  The Police Union was offered a two-year arrangement, with which it largely 
agreed.  We have since looked at a slight variation of that.  The current offer does not place undue demand on 
the Police Service budget.  The commissioner will give the details. 

Mr MATTHEWS:  Obviously, it would depend on acceptance of the offer.  

Mr OMODEI:  What is the offer? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  The offer is three per cent and three per cent over 21 months.  

Mr MATTHEWS:  The offer contains a number of other elements, some of which have been mentioned.  There 
is no money in the estimates for that.  If the offer were accepted, we would need to go back to the Government.  

Mr DAY:  Would you need supplementary funding to cover that? 

Mr MATTHEWS:  Correct. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I have said a number of times that questions must be directed to the minister.  

Mr DAY:  It was.  

The CHAIRMAN:  No, it was not.  If the member wants to ask a question, I will put him on the call list.  The 
member for Warren-Blackwood has a supplementary question. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  I have not completed my answer.  The police commissioner and others and I presented the 
EBA offer to a meeting of the cabinet expenditure review committee, chaired by the Treasurer, and we have his 
approval to make that offer. 

Mr OMODEI:  I understand that a new Sigma weapon is being provided to officers.  I remember the minister’s 
speech to the Police Union.  How many guns have been issued to police officers this financial year, at what cost, 
and what is the anticipated cost in the out years? 

The CHAIRMAN:  I draw the minister’s attention to the time. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  We are giving the police operational budget an additional $20 million over four years, and a 
portion of that will be used to equip all operational police officers with semi-automatic pistols.  This is obviously 
an important initiative to safeguard police officers acting in the line of duty.  The majority of the operational 
police are currently issued with Smith and Wesson .38-calibre revolvers, and some of them are as much as 20 
years old. 

Mr OMODEI:  Could the minister provide that answer by way of supplementary information?  We have run out 
of time.  My question relates to the number of guns that have been issued this year, and the associated cost; and 
the number that will be issued in the out years, and the associated cost. 

The CHAIRMAN:  We might have to put that question on notice.  I draw the attention of members to the time.  
It is one minute past one. 

Mr OMODEI:  I asked if the answer could be provided by way of supplementary information. 

Mrs ROBERTS:  I am happy to do that. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Will the minister repeat what is to be provided by way of supplementary information? 

Mrs ROBERTS:  I will provide the gun roll-out numbers and costs. 

Sitting suspended from 1.02 to 2.00 pm  
 


