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Division 38: Western Australia Police, $1 096 888 000 — 

Mr M.W. Sutherland, Chairman. 

Mr R.F. Johnson, Minister for Police. 

Dr K. O’Callaghan, Commissioner of Police. 

Mr G. Italiano, Executive Director. 

Mr S.L. Maines, Assistant Commissioner – Acting Deputy Commissioner. 

Mr P.M. de Mamiel, Director of Finance. 

Mr J.G. Lord, Director Asset Management. 

The CHAIRMAN: I ask the minister to please introduce his advisers. 

[Witnesses introduced.] 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I might need to seek their assistance if I get some detailed questions that I cannot answer. 

The CHAIRMAN: The first question is from the member for Girrawheen. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: I refer to the first bullet point under significant issues impacting the agency on page 476. 
That deals with the delivery of the election promise of 500 police officers comprising 350 fully sworn police 
officers, 150 auxiliary police officers and 200 support staff. How many additional police and auxiliary police 
will be online in 2010–11? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: In the next financial year? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: Yes. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Not counting at the moment? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: No. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Just in the next financial year. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: Each year, please, minister. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Let me give the member the answer to that one. WA Police will employ 30 police officers, 
40 auxiliary officers — 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: Can the minister split them up into auxiliary police and fully sworn police officers. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am just doing that. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: No, the minister said 30 police officers, and I do not understand what that means. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No, I said—and I will repeat it—that WA Police will employ 30 police officers, 
40 auxiliary officers and 80 public servants by the end of 2009–10. It is the following financial year that the 
member is really interested in, but it is important that the member knows what the figure is for the previous year 
as well—in 2010–11 a further 60 police officers, a further 40 auxiliary officers and a further 30 public servants 
will be employed. That is the target that we are looking for. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: Then how many in the subsequent two years? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: We will have to see how we go. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: That is the election commitment: the minister said 500 over those two years. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: We will stick to our election commitment—the same commitment members opposite in 
the previous government made—and we will employ 500 police officers made up of 350 fully sworn police 
officers and 150 auxiliary police officers, and 200 staff, I think. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: Can I please ask an auxiliary question on police numbers, Mr Chair? The numbers given 
in the budget papers relate to full-time equivalent staff; that is, both sworn and non-sworn officers. Can the 
minister provide us for the last month he has available—whether it is the end of December or the end of 
March—the total number of sworn officers as they are normally categorised; that is, FTE sworn officers? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: We do provide those statistics regularly, as the member would be aware. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: If the minister does not have them here, I will have to take it up with him later. I thought 
he might have those numbers at his fingertips. 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No. In fact I recall asking a very similar question of the member for Balcatta when I was 
on that side of the chamber. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: I would bet, though, that you got a better answer. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No, I got the same answer. If the member asks me later, I will get him the number, 
because I wanted to know then what the current figure was. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: If the minister does not have it, is he willing to provide it as a supplementary answer? I 
am leaving it open to the minister to nominate the most recent month in which the data is available. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: He has it in front of him now. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Let me give the member the breakdown at the moment. It is the projected estimated actual 
total FTE breakdown by employee type at 2009–10. Employee type: FTE police officers 5 554; Aboriginal 
police liaison officers or APLOs, 21; police auxiliary officers, 40; police staff, 1 746; crossing guards–traffic 
wardens, 140; and externally funded enhanced traffic enforcement project, 42, which brings the total to 7 543. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: I have a further question on the same point. While we are on auxiliary officers, can the 
minister clarify what the extent of their role is, please, now that they are on deck? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: At the end of the day the Commissioner of Police will make a decision as to exactly what 
they do. I understand they will be carrying out a lot of duties that are carried out at the moment by fully sworn 
police officers, thus freeing up those officers to go on front-line duties. They will be carrying out watch-house 
duties. At the moment we have some custody officers; they will become auxiliary officers as part of that mix. 
The other auxiliary officers that we will be employing will be doing things such as carrying exhibits from 
A to B, such as drugs, rather than fully sworn police officers doing that. The commissioner has reminded me that 
it is probably easier to tell the member about what they will not be doing. They will not be carrying out tactical 
operations on the streets. They will be doing many other duties. They will be assisting our fully sworn officers in 
police stations and carrying out many duties that fully sworn police officers are doing at the moment; as I say, 
thus freeing up those fully sworn officers to go out on front-line duties. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: I have just one further question on this topic. I understand there is a proposal to appoint 
auxiliary police officers to the Prisoners Review Board. What is the rationale for this and is that not broadening 
out the role of auxiliaries? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Once again, the idea is to try to relieve those fully sworn active police officers so that they 
can return to front-line duties. I think we are looking at possibly some former police officers who may want to 
come back as auxiliary officers and who could take over that role on the Prisoners Review Board. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: Would the minister agree that is broadening out the role that we discussed when the 
legislation was passed? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am not quite sure. In what way are we broadening it? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: This is a role that the minister did not formally mention in any way. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I certainly never mentioned it before. But I am advised by the commissioner that it might 
be a good use of auxiliary officers to once again free up other sworn police officers and get them back out on 
front-line duties. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: I refer to the tenth dot point on page 477, which refers to the growth in the economy and a 
growth in the sale of illicit drugs. Also the state government is providing additional resources to detect and 
dismantle clandestine drug laboratories. Can the minister indicate the efforts there and their success or 
otherwise? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Obviously there is an emerging trend of young persons, who have never had any adverse 
contact with police, dealing in substantial quantities of amphetamine-type substances. The amount of disposable 
income of the youth and the economy of scale results in youth buying, often as part of a cooperative, trafficable 
quantities of amphetamine-type substances at reduced cost. There has been a significant increase in the discovery 
of clandestine laboratories. We have had some fantastic results recently, as the member has obviously heard me 
espouse in the chamber, followed up with newspaper reports. We are catching a lot of people who carry out this 
dreadful business of manufacturing clandestine drugs. That is playing a big part in the major crime unit within 
police.  

[8.20 pm] 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Are there trends in the uses of various types of drugs, such as increasing uses of them? Are 
the types of drugs being used and imported, or grown here, changing?  
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The CHAIRMAN: Minister for Police, members seem to be having difficulty hearing you when you are 
speaking into the microphone. If the minister can bend it down a bit, maybe it will help.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Can you hear me now? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: It is much better when the minister is not looking at his notes. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I have forgotten what the question was now! What was it again? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Are there changes in the types of drugs being used or brought in? Is there an increased use of 
heroin coming in from the Middle East or otherwise?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am advised that there has been an increase in the importation of both cocaine and heroin.  

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Has there been an increase in the purity? A couple of years ago there was a significant 
increase in the purity of heroin which led to a large number of deaths both in Western Australia and other 
states—is that a trend here?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am not an expert on the purity of heroin or cocaine. I have never snorted or injected, so I 
could not give the member a firsthand experience or an answer to that.  

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Are people dying in increasing numbers from it?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I do not know whether they are dying in increasing numbers but people are dying, 
obviously, from those types of drugs. That is why there has been a concerted effort on the part of police to try to 
stop drugs not only coming across the border from interstate but also being brought in from overseas. Obviously, 
Federal Police and Customs at, say, Perth Airport are involved. Police have had success in locating clandestine 
drug labs and also drug dealers. As the member would be aware, organised crime is involved in illegal drugs. 
They see that as a lot of money coming their way. That is why the government is committed to try to ensure that 
we get on top of it.  

Mr P.C. TINLEY: I refer to page 479 of the Budget Statements headed, “Outcome: Lawful road-user 
behaviour”. I understand the minister received a report into the review of school crossings a considerable time 
ago. What does that report say and when does the minister intend to implement its recommendations?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Yes, I did. I asked my ministerial staff to work with WA Police and other individuals to 
work out the best way and the best option to ensure we do not use front-line police officers to act as children’s 
crossing wardens. I believe it is a waste of resources because —  

Mr P.C. TINLEY: Does the minister mean as a relief to the lollipop people? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: As a relief to the lollipop people, if I can call them that, yes. If somebody does not turn up 
one day, obviously police, whenever they possibly can, will send police officers to try to ensure the safety of 
children crossing the road. Police of course work in pairs these days. It strikes me that it is a waste of police 
resources to have two fully trained, fully sworn police officers assisting children to cross the road. I have taken 
the view that there must be a better option. I discussed it with the Western Australian Local Government 
Association some time ago. I asked WALGA if it would be prepared to take over the management of school 
crossings because I believe that schools are an important part of a local community in a local government area. 
My personal view is that WALGA is probably best equipped to manage children’s crossings outside local 
schools in each locality. For instance, if a lollipop person did not turn up, local government could send one of its 
local rangers to act as a temporary emergency children’s school crossing warden. That would be a much better 
use —  

Mr P.C. TINLEY: I have a further question —  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I have not finished that one yet!  

Mr P.C. TINLEY: I am happy with that. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member wanted to know a bit more.  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: The member asked the minister when he is going to do something with the report.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I have not finished answering that question. I want to give a full answer because this is — 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: It is like Groundhog Day—so far it is what the minister said last year!  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am trying to give an honest and comprehensive answer. I will not be bullied by the 
members for Girrawheen and Balcatta. I will give an answer to the question asked. I was asked when the report 
will be implemented; virtually, where are we now. Let me say this: that is how it started. WALGA said it did not 
want to do it. Some local authorities would do it; some would not. We need consistency. I then looked at other 
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options. I wrote to the Minister for Transport to see whether Main Roads Western Australia can take over the 
planning side. As things stand at the moment, if a school wants a school crossing we have to send somebody 
within a police unit to go to the school to plan whether it is needed. The school might be miles away in the 
country somewhere. Police have to incorporate Main Roads and, very often, the local authority. It struck me that 
it would make more sense if an organisation like Main Roads were to take over the role of the planning side. 
That is where we are at the moment. I am waiting for a response from the minister — 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: Just to be clear: the minister has the report and the recommendations. The minister has gone 
to WALGA and WALGA knocked him back. He has gone to Main Roads. Main Roads is about to knock the 
minister back, by the sound of it. Is this a hot potato? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No, no; they have not knocked it back. My two colleagues who have been ministers 
before would know that sometimes it can take a little while to get responses from ministerial colleagues. 
Unfortunately that is what is happening at the moment. I have not yet had a response. I am told they are looking 
at the suggestions that I have put forward. We are also looking at putting student pedestrian units with Main 
Roads. They could be high school students who could take on the job of seeing little ones across the road. I see 
nothing wrong with that, provided they have the training. We would have to change the warrant criteria to do 
that. This is all in the melting pot at the moment. Until we get clarification, I cannot give a definitive answer as 
to who will take over. I desperately want people other than police officers acting as lollypop people because it is 
a waste of resources, in my view. I can assure the member that I will sort the problem out.  

Mr M.J. COWPER: I refer to pages 483 and 485 of the Budget Statements. I refer to priority 1–2 and 3 calls 
under the heading “Efficiency Indicators”. I was interested to read the minister’s rationale — 

Population growth and the development of new housing estates in the metropolitan area have a 
significant impact on existing police districts.  

I note over the next page under “Works in Progress” there are a number of very good initiatives that will help 
police in a number of ways. One way is a replacement helicopter for the ageing PolAir-61 and a new hub in the 
western suburbs, which has for a long time been neglected probably because it services some of the more 
affluent areas in the metropolitan region. Notwithstanding that, I refer to Cottesloe, Claremont, Subiaco, 
Nedlands and Wembley Police Stations, which are pretty much outdated. I would like the minister’s comments 
in relation to how that will assist our police better service those areas and the greater metro area, keeping in mind 
paragraph (k) on page 483 under “Efficiency Indicators”.   

[8.30 pm] 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: That is a long question, member. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: It is a good question, which I am sure the minister can answer. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: It is a very good question! The member always asks good questions! But it is a long one 
that goes from one area to another. I will answer the last one first, in relation to the western suburbs hub, which 
is something that the government is certainly planning. We have made allowance in the budget this year to start 
progressing that. As the member will be aware, there are a lot of ageing police stations in those localities. We 
have closed Subiaco and Leederville because they are just not up to standard, and moved them to Wembley, so 
that those areas can still be covered. We have upgraded some of the remaining police station facilities on a 
temporary basis, but our aim is to have a first-class police hub. There will be enormous efficiencies once that 
takes place because we will actually have more police officers out patrolling rather than being in all those little 
stations around the western suburbs. That is the aim of this; I know that the commissioner and the senior officers 
would certainly like to see this happen. We are looking at one there and one at Cockburn also. The facilities of 
the future are specific hubs that can cater to all the areas. Every police station that is opened has to be staffed 
with officers, and sometimes they will be duplicating each job at several different police stations. There would 
be savings and economies of scale by having a central police hub in areas like the western suburbs and 
Cockburn. That is the future, I believe, of policing in the metropolitan area particularly. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: There are two components to the cost here. There is $9 million for district accommodation 
upgrades and nearly $26 million for the hub. Can the minister explain how the two parts fit together, assuming 
they do? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: If the figure the member is talking about is the one I am thinking of, the upgrade — 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: Yes, on pages 486 and 487. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Can the member tell us where the figure is that he has quoted? What page is it? 
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Mr J.C. KOBELKE: It is on pages 486 and 487. On page 486, near the top, there is $9 million for “West 
Metropolitan District Accommodation Upgrade”. On page 487, again near the top, there is nearly $26 million for 
“Western Suburbs Police Station (District Hub)”. I presume that the two will coordinate or complement each 
other, and I am seeking to understand how. 

Mr J.G. Lord: Just to explain, the west metropolitan district upgrade is where we are carrying out some interim 
modifications to two of the buildings in particular; they are the Mirrabooka Police Station and the Scarborough 
Police Station. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: So they are not connected? 

Mr J.G. Lord: No, but they will, overall, complement each other, of course, in services through the 
metropolitan area. 

Mr G. Italiano: The western suburbs refers to the central metropolitan district and west metropolitan is the 
Mirrabooka — 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: The better area! 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: I refer to the fourth dot point on page 477 and the reference to continuing the Our People 
strategy. A year or so ago there was a project called Project Anticus that identified training needs for current 
detectives. In light of recent events, is the minister able to advise of the current average level of experience of 
detectives, and what measures have been put in place to enhance detective training and implement the 
recommendations of that report? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: I will ask Mr Italiano to answer that question. 

Mr G. Italiano: With respect to current levels of detective experience, there are a range of factors. Obviously 
during the time when WA Police was experiencing high levels of attrition—as was the rest of the public sector—
there was some diminution of experience in some of those ranks. We recognised that and we have certainly 
invested very heavily in detective training over the past 12 months; a considerable sum. Most of that, in the first 
instance, has gone on a revamp of the investigative interviewing model within WA Police. That was one of the 
significant areas identified in previous practice. The model now emphasises an open-ended technique. One of the 
observations made by the Scottish police who visited during Anticus was that we had a confessional-based 
mentality in our interviewing, so we have moved to a different model in that respect. That has been rolled out 
across the entire workforce at various tiers, such that every officer has a base level of training, and it pyramids 
from there right up to senior investigative officer training level. We have sent two senior detectives to Scotland 
and we will send two more to complete the senior investigative officer course there. When they come back, we 
will be able to run the course in-house in the future. 

The other thing with Anticus is that we have implemented a revamp of investigative practices. There is a new 
website for the knowledge management component. We have made changes to the endorsement to charge, in 
which a senior officer has to view a brief to be satisfied prior to its endorsement. There has been a series of 
changes in that respect. We have also focused very heavily on the relationship with the judicial process. We now 
have an assistant commissioner of judicial services and we work extensively with the Director of Public 
Prosecutions. We have now driven reform with respect to the strategic criminal justice forum, which is a meeting 
of the Chief Magistrate, the Chief Justice, the Chief Judge, the police, the DPP and others. We bring holistic 
problems to the table to try to discuss how various things in the system create demands and pressures elsewhere. 
It is a very big project; I probably could not do it justice in my response this evening, but it has been a significant 
step forward and I think, to sum it up, a real focus has been on shifting from a blame mentality to saying that we 
all need to get better and learn from each other. I think we have come a long way in that respect. 

Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: I refer to the first dot point on page 481, under “Services and Key Efficiency Indicators”, 
“Crime Prevention and Public Order”. Has the government provided additional funding for any programs or 
initiatives dealing with the media, schools, local government, community, business groups, government and non-
government groups? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Basically this is to do with crime prevention and public order. The 2009–10 estimated 
actual average cost per hour for providing crime prevention and public order services is calculated from the total 
cost of service provided by the estimated total hours by employees apportioned against the service in the 
applicable survey. The cost of services often reflects significant variations from year to year as these demands 
are met. Policing has a highly reactive nature, with demand for resources between the services reflective of 
initiatives to deal with criminal activities, traffic policing and other important aspects of policing. I also want to 
bring to the attention of the member for Geraldton that Constable Care is also part of crime prevention and 
community awareness. We have invested $0.435 million in additional funding per annum for Constable Care, 
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starting from this budget. Constable Care is very well known throughout Western Australia and does a great job, 
which police have always supported. Constable Care does a great job, and if members have not already, then 
they should go and see them perform at one of the local schools because they do a tremendous job in making 
children aware of stranger danger and all sorts of things that are relevant to getting the message out there about 
crime prevention. That is a great one. Constable Care’s agenda covers three broad areas: protective education; 
crime prevention; and respect yourselves and others. Constable Care teaches respect. They are trying to get 
across a message to not only respect yourself but to respect other people.  

[8.40 pm] 

The Graffiti Taskforce is part of this. We have invested $1 million per annum in the Graffiti Taskforce. The goal 
of the Graffiti Taskforce is to decrease vandalism and offending and to increase reporting and community 
awareness of it. This allocation will support and strengthen the state government’s commitment to tackle graffiti. 
The member is aware that graffiti is an enormous blight on our society. The government committed to this 
during the 2008 election campaign, and we remain committed to it. We cannot run the Graffiti Taskforce exactly 
as we used to in the days when Richard Court was Premier, when it worked really, really well. I was very, very 
upset in 2001 when the Labor Party took government in Western Australia and disbanded the Graffiti Taskforce. 
I believe there has been a massive increase in graffiti in the years of the Labor government, which I do not think 
it can deny. We made a commitment to address that situation, which is why we have committed $1 million a 
year to help do that. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: I have a question about page 485 of the Budget Statements and the speed and red-light 
camera upgrades. Can the minister give specific details as to how much of the build will be completed with the 
$10 million in 2009–10—that is, the number of cameras, the type of cameras, and the back-up processing? How 
much will be in place by the end of this month, and what will be the timetable going into the new financial year?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I have given a commitment that we will have double the number of cameras out on our 
streets by 1 July. They will comprise the Multanova wet film cameras, if I can call them that, and they will 
comprise the new digital cameras, many of them dual lens. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: Can the minister be specific, please? How many new digital cameras will actually be in 
operation by 30 June this year?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Seven will be up and running by June—this month—and there will be seven more up and 
running by July. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: By the end of July? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: In July.  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: Altogether will there be 14 by the end of July? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: We will also have the red-light and speed cameras at intersections. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: Minister, my specific question was about some dates and how many by what dates. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I think the red-light and speed cameras will be in place by 1 July. That is the intention. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: How many? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: There will be 13 red-light speed cameras. There will be seven of the new digital ones by 
the end of June, and we are waiting for the second seven of the new digital cameras. We are hopeful that they 
will be here by July, but there may be a slight delay on those.  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: To make sure that I am not confused: are the digital speed cameras the same as the digital 
red-light, or are they a different model? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I will ask Greg Italiano to give the minister the data on those.  

Mr G. Italiano: The direct replacement for the Multanova camera, or the equivalent of the current Multanova, is 
the Victronic speed camera. That is the model we are getting 23 of to eventually replace those cameras. That is 
the program. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: Will there be seven by the end of this month and 14 by the end of July towards that 23?  

Mr G. Italiano: We are hoping towards the end of July will fit in with the delivery dates. It takes some time to 
build the cameras in Germany, but we are hoping we will have the second set on board as soon as possible.  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: Will the minister confirm again the number of red-light cameras and by approximately 
what date?  
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Mr G. Italiano: The final outcome is to have 30 of them operating. We will have 13 sites up and running by the 
beginning of July. They will be at existing intersections where there are current wet film red-light cameras. The 
intersections that will be built after the initial 13 are currently being subjected to a detailed study by the Office of 
Road Safety and Max Cameron to determine which of the remaining 17 sites should be the priority ones for 
those other cameras to be rolled out at. The end product will be 30 red-light speed, and 13 will be completed by 
July. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: I thank the minister for allowing Mr Italiano to answer. I have a follow-up question, 
which is: what is in place in terms of processing? There had been some discussion about whether that would be 
contracted out. Who will be responsible for the placement where there is fixed infrastructure such as red-light 
cameras? What is the deal there? And what is the deal with processing? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I think it will be down to police and Main Roads WA in relation to the placement of the 
red-light speed cameras. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: Will the old contract be rolled over, or is there a new arrangement for that? 

Mr G. Italiano: The installation of the new red-light speed cameras is the subject of a new contract with 
Redflex, which has other contractors assisting with the installation. In order to have 13 by July we have 
two teams working across the metropolitan area at the current time on those 12 sites I referred to. The Barrack 
Square site was our first site and it is already up and running and operational. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: Who will do the processing of the images and the infringement notices? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: That is all done by police at the moment. I know there has been talk about contracting it 
out, but until everything is up and running it is very difficult to offer the opportunity to contract out that facility. 
In the short term—maybe the medium to long term; we do not know yet—the existing situation will continue.  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: What sort of expenditure was required at the processing end for the new cameras, and 
how many staff will have to be employed? Have the staff involved in that work been reduced with the more 
efficient system? I am asking about the nuts and bolts of the new system in terms of cost and the ongoing staff 
needed to run it. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I will ask Mr Italiano to answer that. 

Mr G. Italiano: Of the currently allocated capital, there is a sum being spent on the system changes—that is, the 
software changes—to allow for digital images to be processed and to build interfaces between the new devices 
and the system. I cannot exactly specify that expenditure this evening, but I could do so by way of 
supplementary. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: If the minister would agree to that, it would be very much appreciated. 

Mr G. Italiano: That is for the minister. To finish answering the question: when that work is complete, the 
images will be capable of being digitally processed, which will increase the efficiency, which was the member’s 
question. We estimate that the dividend will be about a 30 per cent efficiency gain in that operation. That is an 
estimate, but we think that that is the type of productivity increase we will get by having a digital-only 
environment.  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: Is the minister willing to provide, by way of supplementary information, the actual costs 
of the behind-the-scenes equipment or software required? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: If we can give you that, we will. 

Mr G. Italiano: Does the member want to know the amount of money being spent on the software changes? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Yes. 

[Supplementary Information No B8.] 
The CHAIRMAN: What exactly do you require, member for Balcatta?  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: The cost of the new equipment and/or software required to be able to issue the 
infringement notices from the new digital cameras. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Yes; that is not a problem. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: There has been a legislative issue about evidence gained from digital photographs. Has 
there been any clarification on the use of digital images in the courts, because they suffered from problems of 
being able to be interfered with? I am just wondering whether there is a security aspect or some issue with the 
continuity of evidence in relation to those digital images. I know that there was an issue with the old system 
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whereby the photos were being cropped and some of the images were excluded. Has there been a clearing of the 
way so that there is no impediment to the use of those digitised images? 

[8.50 pm] 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Initially, the new cameras will certainly be able to clearly identify the vehicle registration 
number. I am pretty sure that they will also show the image of the driver. I think that the images will be 
enhanced rather than diminished in comparison with the existing cameras. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: The issue is when they come to court. Historically, there has been some cloud over the 
digital photos and their admissibility as evidence. Has that been cleared? Has there been some way of ensuring 
that those images cannot be interfered with? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am not aware of that particular issue, but I will ask Greg Italiano to answer that question. 

Mr G. Italiano: The answer is yes. The cameras are subject to full gazettal by the National Association of 
Testing Authorities and they have to be NATA certified by the testing authorities before they can be used. 
Secondly, Western Australia Police has been tendering in courts digital evidence of all sorts for a number of 
years. Some of the initial issues with digital photography have been overcome and there are very clear processes 
in place to ensure the continuity of evidence for all digital devices. 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: I refer to page 490 and to the asset disposal item in the balance sheet. Can the minister 
provide a list of property disposed of in the past year and moneys received therefrom and also from the closure 
of stations? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I do not have a list of all the assets. Is the member talking about buildings or all assets? 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: Yes, properties disposed of. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am told that it is a very detailed list, but if the member wishes to have it by way of 
supplementary information, I am more than happy to provide that. 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: Would the minister please provide that by way of supplementary information? 

The CHAIRMAN: Is it a list of fixed properties—in other words, land and buildings? 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: Real assets, yes. 

[Supplementary Information No B9.] 
Mr P.C. TINLEY: In terms of station closures, which is part of that property, have any savings been incurred 
and where have these savings been directed? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Sorry; can the member repeat that question? 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: In terms of the station closures — 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Like Ballajura? 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: Hilton. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The Labor Party closed Hilton virtually. 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: We opened it in 2006. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: We will debate that one. 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: Have any savings been incurred from those station closures and where have these savings 
been directed? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I suggest that there probably have been some savings. Is the member talking about 
financial savings? There would have been some financial savings. I do not know exactly how I can quantify that. 
The Hilton station, which was in the member’s electorate, is a classic example. The Labor Party basically ran 
that down to nothing when it was in government. A lot of the local residents went to see former Labor Premier 
Alan Carpenter because they wanted the station reopened, they wanted more police officers working out of it and 
so on, but their pleas fell on deaf ears. I think there was only one police officer and one community services 
person there. If I remember rightly, probably fewer than 10 people a week went to that station in the year or so 
before it was eventually closed. 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: So there will not be many savings from that closure. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The savings will be minimal. The savings will be in electricity and water costs and that 
sort of thing. There would also be savings in FTEs and police officers. The police officers who were there 
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originally—I think it was down to one under the Labor government—would have been relocated to one of the 
nearby stations. The Hilton area is covered by the nearest stations. There has been no diminution in the coverage 
of police patrols in the Hilton area. Basically, a defunct police station has been closed. It was almost a police 
post at the end of the day, which really was not cost-effective in any way. 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: Going back to my original question, if the minister is prepared to provide supplementary 
information on the disposal of real properties, could he also provide a list of properties that WA Police intends to 
dispose of in the coming year? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No, I cannot give the member that list because that is a hypothetical question. I do not 
know which properties may be sold in the coming year. I cannot foresee the future. There may be some 
properties that the police may look to possibly dispose of — 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: Minister, in fairness, it takes some time to identify and then process real property for 
disposal. There must be at least some properties on the books for the coming financial year. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: If we answer that question today, the answer in six months could be different. 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: I am happy for the minister to qualify it. Some property is going to be disposed of in July. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I do not know. I can tell the member some of the properties or land that it is intended to 
dispose of in 2010–11: Inglewood Police Station, Stirling Police Station, Subiaco Police Station, Karratha 
district office and the Secret Harbour Police Station site. We all know about the Secret Harbour Police Station 
site and we know when that was first mooted. I will give the member what we know of for the following year, 
but this could change. 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: We will not hold the minister to it. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am sure the member will. I endeavour to give my best answer at the moment. It is 
intended to dispose of the traffic headquarters in Wellington Street in 2011–12. That is the one I can tell the 
member about today. That could be different in six months. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: I refer to the last line item on page 485, which relates to the Perth metropolitan radio 
network expansion. Can I clarify that the amounts listed in the table are in fact capital expenditure? I also ask the 
minister to point me to where there is provision for recurrent funding for that network. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The Perth metropolitan radio network was completed in February 2008. The member 
knows about the current regional radio network. What was the other question? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: Can the minister point me to where the recurrent funding is for that expansion? As I 
understand it, there is provision only for capital. Is that correct? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I will get Mr Italiano to answer that. 

Mr G. Italiano: The member has referred to the Perth metropolitan radio network, which is the expansion of the 
current Perth network. That was a commitment that was made a year or so ago. The numbers in the table are 
capital and there is recurrent provision for that particular project—that is, the expansion of the current network—
within the appropriation, although I am advised by the director of finance that it is not specifically singled out 
within that appropriation.  

[9.00 pm] 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: It is in the overall appropriation. 

Mr G. Italiano: But we did seek recurrent funding for that project as part of the budget process last year and we 
did get recurrent funding for the expanded Perth metropolitan radio network. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: That was for last year, but is there a provision for ongoing recurrent funding? 

Mr G. Italiano: There is in relation to the Perth metropolitan radio network. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: I have a supplementary question on the same issue. The point raised by the member for 
Girrawheen was about regional radio planning. Can we have some indication of the time lines for the planning 
for the regional radio network and potential costs? I understand from another item listed that the Department of 
Commerce is involved. Therefore, I am interested to know the police input and the deadlines in which the 
minister hopes to get decisions. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am happy to respond to the member’s question. I think he may have been out of the 
chamber when the member for Girrawheen asked a similar question about the Fire and Emergency Services 
Authority. As the member would be aware, $120 million has been allocated to the Department of Commerce to 
coordinate not only the regional radio network system but also the mobile phone facility upgrades. Of that 
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$120 million, $40 million is for the mobile phone facility upgrades to ensure that we do not have the dropouts 
that we currently experience in regional Western Australia, and $80 million has been allocated for the emergency 
services regional radio network, which covers police, FESA and the Department of Corrective Services. As I 
explained to the member for Girrawheen — 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: I understand that, minister. The question I asked was whether the minister can give us 
some time horizons for when some parts of that will be in place, given the problems with our police in regional 
areas at the current time, which were inherited from the last government; this government did not create them. I 
want to know the time lines for parts of the solution to be in place. 

[Mr P.B. Watson took the chair.] 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The money is allocated. The Department of Commerce is coordinating police, the Fire and 
Emergency Services Authority, the Department of Corrective Services and I assume the mobile phone 
companies and whatever. The department is coordinating the working party with police, FESA and corrective 
services and it is working through that at the moment. I cannot give the member a specific time line but, as I 
said, the funds are there and it will be up and running as soon as we can practically do it. To give the member 
further clarification, $1 million has been put in for the planning, but we cannot give the member the time lines 
until that planning has been completed. However, the funds have been allocated. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: I refer to the seventh dot point on page 477 of the Budget Statements, which states — 

Meeting anticipated increased demand in child sexual abuse complaints through Mandatory Reporting and 
the Redress Western Australia Scheme. 

Could the minister give some indication of the effect on the budget and the cost of responding to the mandatory 
reporting? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: For the detail the member wants to know, I will ask Assistant Commissioner Shayne 
Maines to respond.  

Mr S.L. Maines: The impact of mandatory reporting has seen a significant increase in the number of reported 
child sexual abuse matters to WA Police. That, with the Redress WA program, has seen an increased number of 
investigations being forwarded to WA Police for inquiry. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Can the minister give some indication of the numbers, particularly those relating to 
mandatory reporting? 

Mr S.L. Maines: In 2008 WA Police received approximately 1 066 matters for investigation relating to child 
sexual abuse. In 2009, post implementation of mandatory reporting, the number increased to 2 427, an increase 
of 127 per cent. In 2010 WA Police received 988 reports compared with 675 reports for the same period last 
year, an increase of 46 per cent. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Does the minister expect it to continue to grow? 

Mr S.L. Maines: There will obviously be a level of increase that goes with mandatory reporting because of the 
statutory requirement for particular categories of people to report offences. That increase may see some 
levelling, but at this stage there have been significant increases. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: I refer to the last point in the table on page 479 of the Budget Statements, which relates to 
hoon laws. How many cars were seized last year and what is the expected number in the current year? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Are these just the hoon cars, not the unlicensed — 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: The minister can provide figures for the two different categories, if he can. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The two categories are hoon cars and unlicensed drivers. The latest figures I have for the 
hoon cars are as at April 2010. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: Is this since it came into operation? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: For the financial year to date as at April 2010, so we do not have May and obviously we 
do not have any June yet because it is 1 June today. As at April 2010 the number of vehicles impounded for the 
financial year was 7 517 for no motor drivers’ licences and 1 540 for hoons. My arithmetic tells me that is 9 057 
in total. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: Can the minister give some indication of the costs involved—that is, the cost back to the 
police? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: To the end of March 2010, so I cannot give the member an exact figure for — 
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Mr J.C. KOBELKE: Is that for the financial year to the end of March? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: To the end of March 2010 police will have incurred costs of $5.2 million and have 
recouped costs of $3 million to date, so it does not at all require a sharp intake of breath, member for 
Girrawheen! Therefore, at present WA Police is absorbing a net shortfall of $2.2 million, which will be subject 
to debt-recovery action if there are any outstanding debts after the vehicles have been auctioned or disposed of. 
The police do not simply write the money off; as members know, they will try to recover that debt from the 
offenders. 

The member should not have asked this question really, because it comes back to him personally. The problem 
we had of course is that when the member was minister, no funds were put into police to deal with those vehicles 
that would be impounded for unlicensed driving offences.  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: However, in last year’s budget, the minister indicated savings of $32 million—$8 million 
over four years. Has the government made any of those savings? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I think the member is referring to the $8 million that was seen as a possible saving that 
Treasury sought because at the time — 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: Is the minister saying Treasury was fiddling the police books? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Not at all. When Treasury was looking for the three per cent efficiency dividend, if I 
remember rightly, it saw a figure of $8 million in costs that the police believed would be needed to ensure that 
there was no shortfall in the number of vehicles that were impounded and then sold or auctioned or whatever and 
not collected. The police did that because the member as the previous minister never allocated any funds 
whatsoever when he introduced into Parliament — 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: I accept that, minister, but in last year’s budget — 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Let me finish — 

The CHAIRMAN: Members! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member does not like the truth; that is the trouble. 

[9.10 pm] 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: I am not disagreeing with the minister. Last year he said that he would save $8 million. 
Was there any prospect of getting one dollar of that? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am coming to that, but I will answer the question in my way rather than in the way the 
member would like to hear. If the member had had the fortitude to go to Treasury and cabinet and say, “I’m 
introducing this legislation that will impound vehicles when people do not have valid driving licences because of 
drink-driving, reckless driving or driving with too many demerit points”, the police would not have had any 
problems. They would have had the funding to deal with all of that area. There was talk a year ago of possibly 
contracting out the towage and storage of vehicles that were to be impounded. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: That was already happening. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No. There was talk of that. It was not already happening. It was not contracted out 
whereby—let me finish—the contractor would have the problem of chasing up the debts and all the rest of it so 
there would be no cost to the police. Unfortunately, that did not take place. But that is where Treasury saw a 
possible saving, and that was $8 million, I think. That $8 million, if I remember rightly, was worked out on the 
basis of the experience in New Zealand, where 40 per cent of the vehicles that were impounded were not 
collected. Therefore, it cost the New Zealand police service a lot of money. It may or may not have managed to 
recoup the debts that were incurred, but that is what it was as an initial cost. That is the cost that I believe WA 
Police envisaged in Western Australia. Fortunately, it did not work out that way, and I think less than 20 per cent 
of the vehicles were not collected and paid for by the offenders. However, WA Police worked on 40 per cent of 
what they anticipated, which was a higher number also—I think something like 15 000 vehicles were estimated 
to be towed and impounded. At that time, Treasury could see that if we were going to contract it out, it could 
save that money, and that was part of the three per cent dividend, in effect. It did not work out that way, as the 
member knows. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: That is absolute gobbledegook. The minister is making no sense at all. Treasury wrote 
$8 million into the minister’s budget, but the minister had no opportunity of getting anything back because he 
did not have a cost entered. How could the minister make a saving if no cost was entered? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Because the former government did not put any money in there to start with. 
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Mr J.C. KOBELKE: Yes; so how can the minister make a saving? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: That was the problem. The member would have to ask Treasury how it saw that. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: The minister was rolled, and it was a subterfuge that was misleading and deceptive, and 
the minister has been caught out. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Not at all; no. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: It may not have been of the minister’s making, but he has been caught out with — 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member is the one who has been caught out by not having the guts to ask for the 
funding that he needed to ask for at the time. He refused a request to ask for funds. 

The CHAIRMAN: Can the minister please just answer the question instead of making personal attacks. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: He has just attacked me. Did the chairman not hear what he said about me and what he 
referred to me as? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: It is okay, Mr Chairman. He has been caught out. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: Last year that $8 million was identified as a saving in the 2009–10 year and going forward. 
Given that that saving has not been possible, and the minister has said why—so we do not need to hear it for the 
fifth time—clearly other savings need to be identified to replace that, because, as I understand it, there is an 
ongoing obligation to find those three per cent efficiency savings. So where else is the minister making cuts, 
given that that is not a fruitful source for savings? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No, that is not the case. The facts are that the three per cent savings were identified over a 
year ago, and that is all over red rover now and we are working on a new budget, and this is where we are today; 
it is the budget that is before us. At the moment, about $2 million is outstanding, which the police have had to 
pay to the towage and storage companies, but the police are endeavouring to recover that $2 million through debt 
collectors. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: Can I just confirm that there is no ongoing obligation to find a three per cent saving in this 
year and the following years when the minister did not find it last year? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: All I can tell the member is that the police budget, as it stands at the moment, is before 
her. She should read it carefully and she will understand it. There is no question in there of seeking three per cent 
or any other savings. We have been through the three per cent; we have been through the government vehicle 
costs. I am sure the member will ask me a question on that at some stage, and I will be very happy to answer that 
one. However, we have dealt with those issues, and we are now dealing with the budget that is before us tonight. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: When the minister says that we have dealt with those issues, the minister did not deliver 
those savings, which is okay because the police kept the money. But the minister is saying that it is off the 
agenda, even though he did not deliver, and Treasury is not chasing him for it, which is good if that is the 
situation. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am not aware of Treasury chasing us for any money. Are we aware of Treasury chasing 
us for any money? No, we are not aware of Treasury chasing us for any money. I think Treasury is very happy 
with the way the police are performing. 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: So about $2 million is outstanding; is that right? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: It is $2.2 million. 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: That has to be recovered by a bad debt provision, if one likes. What provision has the 
minister allocated in future years to bad debts—that is, for not recovering that debt or part thereof? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: If we need to seek relief, we will seek it in the midyear review, but we want to establish a 
trend, and we are not simply going to give up and write off all those amounts of money that people owe for the 
towage and storage of those vehicles. What we have done, as the member is aware, is try to reduce those costs to 
those people who want to give up their vehicles. At an earlier stage they will be able to sign a relinquishing note 
after they have considered the situation for 48 hours. If people have their vehicle towed away and then 
impounded, they may not believe the vehicle is worth, say, $950, which it might cost them to get the vehicle out 
of the impoundment area. They will have the option in future to simply write off the vehicle after 48 hours—we 
want them to think about it for 48 hours. They can then write a relinquishing note so that the police can take the 
vehicle out. That will save a lot of storage costs, and the police can dispose of the vehicle that way. That will not 
only reduce the amount that police have to pay at the moment if the vehicle is not collected, but also reduce the 
debt to the people who have those cars in the impounding yards. Therefore, it is a benefit to both, really. 
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Mr P.C. TINLEY: Just to be clear, the minister has made no provision in his budget estimates for bad debts—
that is, non-recovered moneys. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No, because we do not see them at this stage as bad debts. 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: Call it what you will. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No, I am not calling it what I will. I am saying that they are not bad debts until they are 
written off and are non-recoverable. It is the police intention to try to recover from the offenders the amounts 
that are outstanding. It happened under my government and it would have happened under the previous 
government. 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: But what are the circumstances under which the minister would say, “That fine is non-
recoverable”? Is it time based; is it event-based? What is it? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I suggest it is probably based on both of those areas. If at the end of the day we realise that 
we cannot get blood out of a stone, the police — 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: What is it? What amount of time has to elapse or what event has to occur? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: It will depend on different circumstances and different individuals. The police will try to 
recover the debt; that is their first priority. After a period of time, if they realise that they have no hope of getting 
that debt repaid, the police will make the decision to write it off. 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: The minister said “after a period of time”. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: It is all different circumstances. The member is different from the member next to him. 
The police might think that they might get the money from the member for Willagee but they do not have a hope 
in hell of getting it from the member sitting next to him. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: I draw the minister’s attention to page 484 and to service 7, “Traffic Law Enforcement and 
Management”. The second dot point states — 

• conducting stationary speed operations involving speed cameras and hand-held radar laser 
units; 

On the following page, page 485, it has the average cost per hour of traffic law enforcement and management of 
$101 000. Further down, under “Asset Investment Program”, the first dot point refers to — 

the digitisation of fixed Speed and Red Light Cameras and Mobile Speed Cameras; 

I would like some clarity, please, minister. How many of those new cameras are going to replace outdated old 
cameras? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: Member, we have already had that. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: I understand that. I note that the revenue from those speed and fixed-light cameras is 
estimated in 2009–10 to be $37.2 million, and it is estimated that next year it will jump to $112.9 million. How 
can the minister estimate that there is going to be, in effect, a trebling of speed fines coming in if there is not a 
trebling of the number of speed cameras? 

[9.20 pm] 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: There are various aspects to the answer to the member’s question. One is that often at the 
moment in the enforcement section of police, which processes the photographs, if it is not a clear photograph of 
who is driving the vehicle and if there are two vehicles side-by-side, it is very difficult to establish with the 
existing cameras which one is the one that is speeding. Therefore, if the police cannot ensure who the driver is 
once they have looked at the registration number and so on and so forth, that is one area in which they are unable 
to enforce that particular provision. With two vehicles side-by-side, it is sometimes difficult to assess which one 
is speeding and which one is not. The new digitised cameras will be able to capture vehicles in up to four lanes 
on a freeway, for instance, and they will be able to track and identify each of those four vehicles. Once the 
camera is locked onto those vehicles, even if the vehicles change lanes, the technology in the camera will track 
the vehicles changing lanes and capture them from — 

Mr M.J. COWPER: So what the minister is saying, in essence, is that there will be a threefold increase in the 
efficiency of those cameras. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Absolutely. There will be an enormous amount of efficiency in these dual-lens digital 
cameras. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: I have a further question, Mr Chair. 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 1 June 2010] 

 p195b-211a 
Mr Rob Johnson; Mr Murray Cowper; Mr John Kobelke; Ms Margaret Quirk; Mr Ian Blayney; Mr Peter Tinley; 

Dr Mike Nahan; Chairman 

 [14] 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Not only that, but also in future with our new red-light speed cameras at intersections, 
which we have spoken about earlier, people will get an infringement notice for running a red light and the 
technology in the new cameras will catch them speeding at the same time. In that case they will be fined not only 
for running a red light, but also for speeding. The camera will detect the speed and there will be a photo and 
everything. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: I have a further question. Given that situation, I understand currently that a third of fines 
from red-light speed cameras go into the road trauma fund. The road trauma fund includes funding for the 
strategic traffic enforcement program—STEP. Can we take it that if a threefold increase in speed camera fines is 
anticipated, a percentage will be allocated to, first of all, the road trauma fund; and will there be a trebling of the 
allocation for STEP funding? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Certainly a third of all fines from speeding and red-light camera infringements will go to 
the road trauma trust fund. That fund will have more funds than it has ever had in its life before; and I am 
delighted at that, quite frankly, because most of that money will be used for road safety initiatives. In relation to 
the question on STEP funding, I am sure the member would be aware that I asked the Road Safety Council to 
examine the possibility of using some funds in the road trauma trust fund over the last Christmas period—I think 
around $400 000—so that it could be given to police to put more vehicles on the roads—over and above the 
usual number of vehicles that they have seasonally on the roads—for breath testing, speeding and all the rest of 
it. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: STEP funding, yes. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: This was in addition to those vehicles. It meant that a lot of officers were able to work 
some overtime, which I am told they were very happy to do. That program was indeed to catch people who use 
back streets to try to avoid booze buses, which are usually on the main roads and highways; and the program was 
very successful. To answer the member’s further question, there is funding in the road trauma trust fund that 
goes to the STEP program. I think it is $1 million and something. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: It has not moved from $1.2 million for about three years. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The question from the member, as I have just been reminded, is actually a question for the 
Office of Road Safety. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: But we are talking about police management here. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: And I am happy to try to answer the member for Murray–Wellington’s question. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: I would like to know whether there will be a threefold increase in money — 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: It was $2.4 million in 2009. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: I would like to know whether that will go up threefold respectively to the rest of it. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: We would need a crystal ball to see exactly how much will come in and how it will be 
spent. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: Okay. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: However, it is basically the Road Safety Council that has the authority to administer the 
road trauma trust fund. I believe the council has in the past, and will be in the future, sympathetic to 
complementing what has been a successful program in the past; that is, of course, the STEP program. I therefore 
foresee that happening in the future. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: I have a last question on that point. What is the estimated increase in the number of people 
who will be under demerit point suspension as a result of this new technology if there is a threefold increase in 
the number of people caught speeding? Will the main capture be just those people speeding in the three to five-
kilometre an hour bracket? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: It would depend on the speed at which they were travelling. It may well capture some 
people who perhaps have exceeded the limit of the demerit points they are allowed to incur, but a lot of people 
will be caught perhaps for the first or second time. I do not know; I cannot give the member an accurate answer 
to that question. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: I refer to the twelfth bullet point on page 477. That deals with the introduction of new laws, 
new administrative regimes, the need for police to have new technology and the costs associated with that. I 
particularly refer the minister to the gun licensing regime. I understand that a computer upgrade has been 
identified for that. I will put all my questions in one. What stage is that at; what is happening with stakeholder 
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consultations on gun licensing; what is the current number of unprocessed applications; and how many of these 
date back to November last year? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I will ask Assistant Commissioner Shayne Maines to answer the member’s question. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: Excellent. 

Mr S.L. Maines: We are currently in the process of reviewing the firearm licensing system. Our business model 
is in the process of being developed to make improvements to that. I cannot give the member the exact number 
of outstanding firearm licence applications, but I can provide that as supplementary information. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: Thanks very much. 

Mr S.L. Maines: We have had a significant cut in the backlog of firearm licence applications and the delays in 
processing those applications. A number of contractors have been engaged to assist in turning them over. We 
continue to engage with stakeholders involved in the Sporting Shooters’ Association of Australia and a number 
of dealers and clubs. A committee has been set up by the licensing enforcement division to meet with those 
stakeholders on a regular basis—I believe it is bi-monthly—to discuss and work through some of those issues. I 
am sorry, was there another part to the question? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: I have a further question, through the minister: what is the time frame for the finalisation of 
the business case, consultations concluding and enhancements being made to the system? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I will ask Shayne Maines to finish his answer to the member. 

Mr S.L. Maines: On the modelling we are fairly close to finalising a business case to go forward to the 
corporate executive team. I could not give the member an exact date. Again, I can provide that in supplementary 
information. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: I thank the minister for that. I will get to the supplementary information in a second. Implicit 
in that is that there is no money in this budget for any upgrade to the current gun licensing computer system if 
the business model has not yet been prepared. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: This problem emerged after the budget submissions went in; therefore, there is nothing in 
the budget specifically for that. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: That is fine; I just wanted to clarify it. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Let me just finish. But if a need for it becomes apparent, then we will ask under the 
midyear review for some supplementary funding. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: Just finally, would the minister be surprised to know that there is apparently more than 
100 applications dating back to November in a cardboard box propping open a door in the licensing section? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I would be surprised to know if that was the case, but I have heard outrageous allegations 
from the member for Girrawheen before.  

Ms M.M. QUIRK: It is not an allegation; it is a question, which the minister is entitled to deny if it is wrong. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No; the member for Girrawheen asked whether I would be surprised to know that there 
was a cardboard box with 100 applications. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: Over 100. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Over 100; it is getting worse! The member says that there are over 100 applications in a 
cardboard box propping open a door in the gun licensing department. I am sure the member has a press release 
ready to go out on that one!  

[9.30 pm] 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: I am sure the box will not be there tomorrow. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am sure the member has a press release ready to go, but I wonder whether it has any 
veracity to it, like all her other press releases. I cannot answer that because I would be very surprised to know —  

Ms M.M. QUIRK: I will put it a different way. Has the minister received any assurances that there are no 
licences outstanding from November last year? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I have not, no. I will ask Assistant Commissioner Shayne Maines to answer. 

Mr S.L. Maines: Again without notice, there have been some delays but we have put considerable effort into 
clearing those. I would be surprised if there are still matters outstanding from November. I am happy to confirm 
if that is not the case. Again, people have been contacting the licensing enforcement division to speed up the 
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process. If there have been inordinate delays, we have tried to address them. I have heard talk of a box of 
applications. I am not sure whether it is an urban myth. There has been a significant effort put into reducing the 
delays following the transition from the police station processing model to the Australia Post model, and to the 
current model we are working through now. I am happy to provide that information.  

The CHAIRMAN: Member for Girrawheen, you wanted supplementary information?  

Ms M.M. QUIRK: Can the minister provide the information concerning the number of applications outstanding 
from November 2009, the progress of consultations and the preparation of the business model?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I can answer part of that now. I can tell the member about the consultation. As the 
member is fully aware, a huge consultation process took place at the police academy with most of the firearm 
dealers—all the ones that I can think of — 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: It is ongoing, if the minister heard the evidence.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Let me finish—together with members of the Sporting Shooters’ Association, the various 
ones that there are. It was very successful. In fact Assistant Commissioner Shayne Maines played an integral role 
in that particular forum. The gun dealers and the Sporting Shooters’ Association were very pleased with that 
forum. It is one that I suggested should take place. The outcome of that forum was very successful. There have 
been some problems, as the member is aware—I accept that. Extra resources were put into that area. I was not 
aware of any licences going back to November unless there were significant problems with one or two 
applications. There have been some problems with some people who wanted to get certain — 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: Mr Chairman, I understand we are only dealing with what supplementary information is 
required. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I have not said I will give the member supplementary information yet.  

Ms M.M. QUIRK: I think the minister will find that the assistant commissioner volunteered he would provide 
supplementary information.  

The CHAIRMAN: It is up to the minister to decide.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: It is up to me to agree to supplementary information and, quite frankly, I do not want to 
waste the assistant commissioner’s time. If the member really has a concern in this area, I suggest she put the 
question on notice. Both the assistant commissioner and I have answered the questions put forward. I can assure 
the member that the assistant commissioner will look into it tomorrow to see whether there is any veracity 
whatsoever to the member’s outrageous claim that there are over 100 applications in a cardboard box propping 
open a door. If there are, I will come back and tell the member about it.  

Ms M.M. QUIRK: I hope the minister does that tomorrow afternoon.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: That may interrupt her press release, but I do not know!  

The CHAIRMAN: The minister is not accepting the request for supplementary information? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No. 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: I refer to the last line on page 475 of the Budget Statements, “Implementation of Vehicle 
Fleet Savings”. If I read these numbers correctly, the cuts this year are larger than last. I think I have got that 
right. The minister gave a guarantee that front-line policing would not be affected by the cuts. Does the minister 
continue to maintain that assurance when officers are already competing at busy times for vehicles?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am advised that the reason that the estimated actual in 2009–10 is $683 million is that 
that only represents half a year and that is when the policy was implemented. That is why we will see in future 
years the figure goes up exponentially.  

Mr P.C. TINLEY: Did the minister get the rest of my question?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No.  

Mr P.C. TINLEY: The minister gave a guarantee that front-line policing would not be affected. Does the 
minister still stand by that assurance when already police officers are competing at busy times for vehicles?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I maintain that it is a commitment that we will not lose any front-line officers; that we will 
maintain our front-line service. It is something that the Commissioner of Police reassures me is the case. The 
inference the member made was that police are competing for vehicles.  

Mr P.C. TINLEY: Yes; at peak periods.  
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Does the member want to expand on that, because I have heard this? Nobody has come to 
the commissioner and said they cannot get a vehicle at changeover times.  

Mr P.C. TINLEY: I am not sure; that is why I am asking the question.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Is the member aware of that? 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: That is why I am asking the question. Does the minister want to answer the question?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am answering the question. I am told that certainly at times of changeover one or two 
officers—who may or may not be in the union, and may have spoken to the member for Girrawheen, I do not 
know, because she probably gave the member the question to ask—have said something. I can tell the member 
that the Commissioner of Police and I had a meeting yesterday. It was news to him. He told me that nobody had 
been to him and said —  

Ms M.M. QUIRK: It is a northern suburbs station not too far from the minister’s electorate.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I know the one the member is talking about, but they have not been to the commissioner. I 
will let members hear it from the horse’s mouth, if the commissioner does not mind me saying that. The 
commissioner will answer that part of the question; I will answer the rest.  

Dr O’Callaghan: There has been no reduction to operational fleet vehicles; that is, front-line vehicles. There has 
simply been a replacement of 93 vehicles. These were the high-performance vehicles with standard police 
packs—the Ford XT Falcons or the Commodore Omegas. They simply replaced 93 vehicles. We got rid of 
50 administrative vehicles. That was part of the vehicle fleet reduction but there was no impact on front-line 
vehicles at all. There was a changeover of types of vehicles.  

Mr P.C. TINLEY: There is less of one type but it was replaced by another? So the high pursuit was reduced and 
the — 

Dr O’Callaghan: Ninety-three high-performance vehicles were replaced with standard police packs. There was 
no reduction; it was just a change in the type of vehicle. The same number of vehicles are available to front-line 
officers today as before the fleet reduction implementation.  

Mr P.C. TINLEY: But, minister, was there a change of duty? Ninety-three vehicles were replaced with standard 
police packs, but did the duties change that were performed in those vehicles?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Not at all. Can I say that one or two police officers may have whinged about going from 
high-performance vehicles — 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: What, whinged! That is very pejorative. 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: They are all happy in the service!  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: — back to a normal police pack vehicle. There was a period of about three years when 
these high-performance vehicles were brought in. The former Minister for Police and Emergency Services would 
know this as he was probably the minister at the time. It was decided by police themselves, not me, that those 
high-performance vehicles were not necessary. As members are aware there is a speed limit that police are 
allowed to go to before a pursuit is called off. The vehicles that our police officers have today are basically better 
than the ones they had over three years ago, if members get the argument I am putting forward. What I am 
saying is that these are five star safety rated vehicles that our police officers drive today.  

Ms M.M. QUIRK: But the Daihatsu 120 is a five star rated vehicle. That does not mean it is suitable for the job, 
minister.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: This is a police pack vehicle. It has got more than just a five star rating.  

Mr P.C. TINLEY: Has it got an extra cup holder?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: If the member thinks it is amusing, it is up to him. The police vehicles today are better 
than they were five years ago under the previous government. They are far better. They have been updated — 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: It does not mean they are suited for police duty.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Since when has the member been an expert in police duty vehicles? He would not have a 
clue! He would know more about tanks than he would about police vehicles. I am telling the member that the 
police vehicles we have today are extremely good for the job. 

[9.40 pm] 
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Mr P.C. TINLEY: I understand that there is some disquiet about the specifications of the vehicles provided and 
the add-ons. Has consideration being given to pursuing the custom-designed vehicles used by Victoria Police, as 
an example? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The short answer is no, and the long answer, once again, is that the police had those high-
performance vehicles for only about three years. The member for Balcatta would know all about that because he 
was the minister at the time. The police have decided of their own volition—without me trying to influence them 
in any way—that those vehicles were over the top. They cost 20 per cent more and I have been assured by the 
police that they did not believe it was worth spending the extra 20 per cent on those vehicles, when the ones that 
they have replaced them with are more than adequate to do the job they do today, as were the previous vehicles. 

The appropriation was recommended. 
 


