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VIOLENT CRIMES - INCREASE 
Matter of Public Interest 

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

That this house expresses its deep concern at the increase in violent crimes and condemns the 
government for failing in its statutory responsibilities to ensure the safety of Western Australians. 

If sufficient members agree to this motion, I will allow it. 

[At least five members rose in their places.] 

The SPEAKER:  The matter shall proceed on the usual basis. 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [2.50 pm]:  I move -  

That this house expresses its deep concern at the increase in violent crimes and condemns the 
government for failing in its statutory responsibilities to ensure the safety of Western Australians. 

This is a very serious matter of public interest.  There has been an escalation in violent crimes over the past few 
years under this Labor government.   

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Some members may not be interested in the increase in violent crimes in Western 
Australia.  However, they should think of the families that are involved and take some responsibility for that 
increase, because this has happened under this government’s watch.  The Attorney General is particularly 
culpable, because this has happened under his watch.  The Attorney General is known to be soft on crime.  The 
Attorney General is known by the people of Western Australia for his earnest attempt to keep people out of 
prison rather than in prison.  That has had a devastating effect on innocent people in Western Australia.  I am not 
the only person who is saying that there has been an increase in violent crimes in Western Australia.  The 
Commissioner of Police in Western Australia has also said that there has been an increase in violent crimes.  The 
Commissioner of Police has said that between January and April this year, there were 8 554 assaults, including 
sexual assaults.  The number of assaults is up by 210 over the same period last year.  That is from the 
Commissioner of Police.  The Commissioner of Police has been trying to tell everyone that the crime figures 
have gone down.  Because of the way the figures are now produced, it looks as though some of the crime figures 
have gone down.  However, when the Commissioner of Police says that the number of serious assaults has gone 
up, we really should be concerned.   

There are two reasons for the increase in serious violent crimes.  Some of the most horrific violent crimes have 
been committed in the past couple of weeks.  I am sure members are aware of exactly which violent crimes I am 
talking about.  They have been the worst type of violent crime - murder.  As I have said, there are two reasons 
for that.  The first is that we lack a sufficient number of police officers to patrol our streets.  The number of 
police officers patrolling our streets is at a disgracefully low level.  Our thin blue line is getting thinner by the 
day, because we are losing more police officers than we are gaining.  That is a serious concern to me.  It should 
be a serious concern to every member of this house.  I am absolutely certain that the people of Western Australia 
are also concerned about this matter.  If we ask people in our community whether the level of crime has gone 
down, they will tell us very emphatically that it has not.  The government has not even come to the negotiating 
table yet with the Western Australian Police Union about its demand for what I believe is a well-deserved salary 
increase.  I say that our police officers are worth every cent of what they are asking for.  They will not get it, 
obviously, because the Treasurer will have some say about that.  Members opposite should also be saying that 
our police officers are worth every cent of what they are asking for, because they are.   

Mr M.P. Whitely:  Would you give them the 20 per cent over two years that they are asking for? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Why does the member for Bassendean think police officers are leaving the service?  It is 
because they can get jobs outside the police for which they earn a lot more money and do not have to put their 
lives on the line every time they get out of bed to go to work.  However, the government - and even the member 
for Bassendean as a backbencher - has a responsibility for the safety of the people of Western Australian. 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler:  As a parliamentary secretary. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  That is a big deal.  The member for Bassendean has a responsibility to ensure that this 
government negotiates in good faith and pays our police officers what they are worth.  

Mr M.P. Whitely:  Would you give them the 20 per cent over two years that they are asking for? 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I would pay them what they are worth.  I would find the money from somewhere.  If the 
government does not pay our police officers what they are worth, it will lose even more police officers.  The 
situation will then become even more dire.  As I have said, one of the reasons that the statistics for serious 
violent assaults have gone up is that not enough police officers are patrolling the streets.  The member for 
Bassendean thinks this debate is comical.  I assure him it is not.  It is very serious.  This may surprise the 
member for Bassendean, but only 13.5 per cent of the police officers in this state are patrolling the streets on any 
given weeknight.  I believe that within the next 10 years, we will need an absolute minimum of an extra 2 000 
police officers.  I am not talking just about applicants and graduates.  I am talking about extra police officers, 
because we have to take into account those who are leaving or retiring from the service.  That is the minimum 
number of police officers that we will need in 10 years.  There is no question about that.  The population of this 
state is growing at an enormous rate.  Our suburbs are also growing at an enormous rate.  The new suburbs to the 
north and south of Perth stretch for miles and miles.  However, the number of police officers is not growing.  In 
fact, we are losing more police officers than we are gaining.  I have a serious concern about that.  That is just one 
of the reasons for the increase in violent crime.  The government is arguing about whether police officers should 
be paid more.  There is absolutely no question that they should be paid more.  They should be paid what they are 
worth.   

Mr M.P. Whitely:  Would you give them the 20 per cent that they are asking for?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The member for Bassendean is trying to be clever.  

Mr M.P. Whitely:  I am just asking a question.  Would you give them the 20 per cent? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  My colleague just made a good remark.  He said the member for Bassendean should grow 
up.  I agree; the member for Bassendean should grow up.  The member for Bassendean is trying to be clever.  
However, he is quite happy that his government is paying $100 000 to a Labor Party hack to run the 
government’s community liaison unit.  There are about a dozen other people in that unit.  I suggest they are 
probably all Labor Party hacks.  If we multiply that $100 000 by the number of people in that unit, the 
government is probably putting an extra $1 million into that area, just to pump out political propaganda to help 
Labor Party members who are in marginal seats.  That is a disgraceful waste of taxpayers’ money.  The 
government is trying to play hard ball with our tremendously hard-working police officers on what they deserve 
to be paid, but it is happy to make these corrupt payments -  
Mr C.J. Barnett:  It is political corruption. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I agree; I think it is, when that sort of money is paid in just one department.  The 
government is spending an extra $1 million in one department.  Work it out. 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr R.C. KUCERA:  A department has been referred to.  As I understand it, this unit comes under the 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet.  That was a direct implication by the member for Hillarys that the 
payment of those people is corrupt.  That then puts an implication on the Premier himself.  The member should 
withdraw that comment. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am referring to the payments being politically corrupt.  I believe the payments are 
politically corrupt.  

The SPEAKER:  Order!  The words “corrupt” and “corruption” should be avoided in this place.  However, I 
think for the member to make that inference is drawing a bit of a long bow on this issue.   

Debate Resumed 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:   Thank you, Mr Speaker.  The member for Yokine has lost again, but he tries it so many 
times! 

The government is now paying an extra $1 million in that department.  When we include all the other 
departments, we are probably talking about $10 million or $12 million.  That is an enormous amount of money.  
We cannot find out the truth, because the government will not tell us the truth.  This sort of money is being paid 
to political hacks, at the expense of the taxpayers of Western Australia, yet the government wants to play hard 
ball with our hard-working police officers.  That is an absolute disgrace.  

Mr E.S. Ripper:  We will not be playing hard ball.  We will be making a fair and reasonable offer.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The government will be playing hard ball.   
There has been an increase in crime, particularly violent crime, because there are not enough police officers on 
the streets on front-line duty.  There are not enough police officers doing the job; we desperately need more 
numbers.  
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Mr E.S. Ripper:  What is the opposition’s promise on police numbers? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am telling the house that within the next 10 years we will need an extra 2 000 police 
officers to cope with the growth in population.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Is that an opposition commitment?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am telling the house the number I believe we will need.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Is that an opposition policy and commitment? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The opposition will release its policy commitments closer to the next election.   
Mr R.C. Kucera interjected. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  My friend the member for Yokine should be doing this job for his former colleagues 
instead of besmirching the idea of them receiving a proper salary.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  I will speak in this debate.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I long to hear the member for Yokine speak in this debate.   

I said that there are two reasons.  I have explained one. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  You support Senator Johnston.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Mr Speaker, I seek your protection from the member for Yokine’s inane comments.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  He will throw a hamburger at you!  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I know!  

The SPEAKER:  Order, members!  Those sorts of comments will only seek to encourage interjections.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I will do a deal with the member for Yokine; if the member for Yokine stops telling lies 
about me, I will not tell the truth about him.   

The other clear reason is the lenient sentencing that the judiciary hands down to people who commit crimes in 
our society.  The judiciary takes policy direction and guidance from the member who sits opposite me - that is, 
the Attorney General.  When it comes to sentences that fit the crime, this Attorney General has to be one of 
Western Australia’s weakest Attorneys General.   

An opposition member:  He is one of the weakest in the world!  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  That is fair enough.  I stand corrected.   

The Attorney General talks big and beats his chest.  He thinks he has everybody fooled.  When our police 
officers are seriously assaulted by being kicked, shot at or used as punching bags, what does he do?  He tries to 
leave people with the illusion that he is going to do something about it.  He increased the maximum sentence for 
a serious assault on a police officer from 10 to 14 years.  I asked the Attorney General to provide one example of 
a person who has been sentenced to 10 years for an assault on a police officer. 

Ms S.E. Walker:  The Attorney General is begging for your forgiveness.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  He will not get my forgiveness under any circumstances.   

The Attorney General cannot give me an example.  Our police officers might be polite to him and say that they 
appreciate the fact that the maximum sentence for an assault on a police officer has been lengthened.  However, 
they are not stupid.  I promise police officers that when I become the Minister for Police and Emergency 
Services, a person who assaults a police officer, breaks a police officer’s bone, draws blood from a police officer 
or attacks a police officer in such a way that he or she has to be hospitalised will go to prison.   

My colleague the member for Nedlands recently criticised a magistrate.  I want to criticise Magistrate Lane, who 
made a disgraceful judgment when she allowed a violent criminal by the name of Jason Wimbridge out on bail 
even after the police prosecutor pleaded with her that he not be released on bail.  The magistrate released the 
prisoner on bail because she listened to another police officer, who was allowed into the court, who felt that it 
would be more beneficial to the prisoner if he were released.  The magistrate took his advice over the advice of 
the police prosecutor.  In making that stupid and irresponsible judgment, she put the public of Western Australia 
at risk.  That was proved correct.  Wimbridge was released on bail, and under this Attorney General’s watch, the 
Parole Board renewed his parole.  The Attorney General knows what I am talking about.  I do not expect him to 
criticise the judiciary because he has to work with it.  I will criticise the judiciary when it does something wrong.  
The public will be critical of the judiciary because it is sick to death of seeing criminals getting away with 
lenient sentences.  This Attorney General is doing nothing to alleviate that.   
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This Labor government and this Labor Attorney General will follow the Labour government in the United 
Kingdom to the end of the earth because it thinks it is doing the right thing.  Tony Blair and his mob, who think 
that they are doing the right thing, are starting to see the light.  I am hopeful that the Attorney General will also 
see the light, although I cannot guarantee that that will happen.  
Mr R.C. Kucera:  Is Tony Blair getting rid of the Queen?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I would appreciate no more interjections from the member for 
Yokine because he is off-putting.  I am happy to take interjections normally, but his interjections are inane.   
I refer to an article that appeared in The Spectator titled “You can control crime”.  We can control crime 
provided the necessary resources are put in place.  In a moment I will refer to Rudy Giuliani and the way he 
controlled crime in New York with his zero-tolerance policy.  That would work only if we had more police 
officers on the streets and if we undertook the programs used by the former mayor and his police chiefs and 
others who sat around a table and worked things out.  The proof is in the pudding.  There were 2 262 murders in 
New York City in 1990.  Last year there were just 540, which is a reduction of 76 per cent.  Rape was down 
48 per cent; assault 61 per cent; robbery 76 per cent; burglary 80 per cent; and car crimes an astonishing 88 per 
cent.  That is what happens when governments and authorities are committed to reducing crime.  I take my hat 
off to former mayor Rudy Giuliani.  That is what the Attorney General should be considering because that is 
what Tony Blair is doing.  Has the Attorney General met the Labour government’s new Home Secretary John 
Reid?   

Mr J.A. McGinty:  No, I have not.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The Attorney General should meet him because he will give the Attorney General some 
guidance.  The Attorney General should have another meeting with our dear friend Tony - he is the most 
conservative of all Labour Prime Ministers - and he should meet his new Home Secretary, John Reid, because 
they are well aware of this particular situation.  An article in the UK’s The Spectator reflects this issue.  It reads -  

. . . Mr Blair chose to call more forcefully than ever for a shift in emphasis from the rights of the 
criminal to the rights of the victim in an important speech in Bristol, and why Mr Reid has attacked 
judges and his own officials and belatedly banned paedophiles from hostels near schools.  Last Sunday 
he went further, saying that the whereabouts of sex offenders ‘should no longer remain the exclusive 
preserve of officialdom’, almost endorsing the campaign for Sarah’s law.  

The Attorney General is probably aware of Sarah’s law; if not, he should make himself aware of it.  The article 
also states -  

. . .  in the 1990s, starting in New York, everything changed, thanks to Mayor Rudy Giuliani, his police 
chief, Bill Bratton, and his deputy John Timoney . . .  

I suggest that the Attorney General visit the United Kingdom.  He has travelled to the United Kingdom quite a 
bit and, among other things, looked at some of its prisons.  The Attorney General should visit his Labour mates 
in the UK and seek some guidance about how he should run the justice system in this state.   
Before I sit and give other members an opportunity to speak, I will refer to a matter that I believe shows that the 
United Kingdom is learning its lesson.  We all know about the tragic murder of James Bulger.  We are also 
aware of the e-mail that circulated yesterday.  I will not refer to that; rather, I will refer to the two people who 
murdered James Bulger.  All they served for committing such a horrific murder was eight years.  That is the sort 
of sentence our Attorney General would dish out.  He would think that eight years behind bars would be enough 
for them because they are only kids.  It is not enough, Attorney General, because the Bulger family has 
threatened to kill the boys who were found guilty, if they ever find them.  They will find them.  Look at the 
enormous lengths and cost that the UK government has gone to to let them out of a juvenile prison after only 
eight years.  They have been given new identities.  The UK government has done an extremely good job in the 
hope that the pair will never be traced.  They have been given new identities.  I assure the Attorney General that 
we will all find out in time where they have gone.  There is a belief that they have come to Australia.  Is the 
Attorney General aware of any murderers who have found a home under a different identity in Western 
Australia? 
Mr J.A. McGinty:  From overseas? 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Yes. 
Mr J.A. McGinty:  No.  Particularly in relation to the Bulger killers, the federal Minister for Justice said that 
there is no truth in the suggestion that they are in Australia.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  He may say that and I do not discount or dispute what he says.  I have read a lot on this 
issue.  The UK government has gone to great lengths to ensure that only a handful of people know.  If they were 
to come to Australia, only the top people would know.  The Attorney General would know because they would 
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have to find a state that was prepared to take them.  Knowing the Attorney General’s penchant for trying to help 
criminals - which he always does; he is always standing up for them more than the victims - if they had come to 
Western Australia, he would certainly be aware.  I do not think that anybody else would, other than perhaps the 
Premier because they would be monitored.  The lines of communication in the UK say that they have left the 
country.  One would assume that they have gone to an English-speaking country.  That will come to light one 
day.  Unless the Attorney General is prepared to do something to ensure that we have the right deterrents to 
anybody committing murder at any age, I am afraid that violent crimes will increase and more people will be 
either maimed or murdered.  The Attorney General has an absolute duty to start getting serious about sentencing.  
He must start thinking about minimum mandatory sentences, otherwise I can assure him that he will not be the 
Attorney General after the next election.  People are getting sick to death of crime.  They are getting sick to 
death of the Attorney General letting criminals out of prison and overseeing a Parole Board that lets dangerous 
criminals out on parole. 
The Attorney General was talking about the Fines Enforcement Registry the other day.  He would not answer my 
interjection when I asked how much money had been written off in fines.  The budget estimates showed that 
there was about $130 million worth of outstanding fines and infringements.  I quoted some figures that day and I 
will quote them again.  In one day in one Magistrates Court, 38 people appeared in front of the magistrate for 
offences unrelated to the fact that they had defaulted on fines and infringement notices.  They were charged with 
assaults on police officers, assaults on public officers and burglary etc.  Between them, those 38 people who 
were being dealt with by the one court had outstanding debts of $138 000 for fines and infringement notices.  If 
we multiply that by the total number of Magistrates Courts and the days on which they operate in Western 
Australia, an estimate can be made of the total amount outstanding.  Can the Attorney General tell me how those 
people have a hope in hell of paying those fines, bearing in mind that some of them owe up to $20 000?  One 
person who appeared before the magistrate that day was given a sentence of seven months in prison.  The 
Attorney General changed the law to abolish prison sentences of six months and less and, therefore, the 
magistrate had to impose a penalty of seven months’ imprisonment.  The magistrate was not prepared to 
sentence the recidivist offender to imprisonment for six months and one day, because he did not want it to look 
like a stupid decision.  The Aboriginal Legal Service immediately appealed to the Supreme Court, and the judge 
decided to let the man go and give him a community-based order.  What a waste of time.  He had never 
completed one in his life before!  If the Attorney General thinks that he will be able to do deals with people who 
owe fines by having them complete CBOs, he is living in cloud-cuckoo-land.  He should get his head out of the 
sand, otherwise I will give him a kick in the pants.  I threatened that I would do it, and I will. 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler:  How can he have his head in cloud-cuckoo-land and in the sand? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  It is both.  He cannot make up his mind.  He does not know whether he is Arthur or 
Martha.  That is the trouble with him.  He says one thing one day, and another on another day.  At the end of the 
day, the Attorney General will be held responsible for the increasing level of crime in this state. 
MR M.J. COWPER (Murray) [3.15 pm]:  I recently had the pleasure of joining the WA Police Union of 
Workers at its annual dinner.  It was very pleasing to catch up with old friends and discuss old times, and to talk 
about what I am doing with myself these days.  I lost count of the number of people who asked me how I was 
finding politics.  When a person is asked that question ad infinitum, it becomes somewhat tiresome trying to 
recount what has happened during my short time in this place. 
During my time as a member I have been able to continue my interest and connection with some very good and 
dear friends.  A major concern for police officers is a sense of morale.  That has been an issue in the service for 
many years.  I have been in charge of police stations throughout Western Australia.  I was always aware that 
morale is a very important issue.  Morale is a complex issue attended by a number of facts.  I will touch on some 
of the key points that affect morale within the service.  One is wages.  We all like to get paid properly for what 
we do. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, members!  I ask members sitting behind the member for Murray to either 
continue their conversation outside or be quieter. 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  The second point is conditions.  I have worked in varying conditions within the police 
service.  Fitzroy Crossing Police Station was a hard posting back in 1984.  I also worked in the old Halls Creek 
Police Station, which was something of a relic when I was there.  The conditions were not particularly good, 
considering that the station dealt with about 3 500 charges per annum.  I was later very fortunate to be appointed 
the inaugural officer in charge of the Australind Police Station.  I was in charge of 11 officers.  Together we 
provided a great service to the local community.  I thought that it was very important to maintain the appearance 
of the Australind Police Station.  It represented the local community as being a go-ahead and vibrant place to be.  
I was very fortunate that the officers stayed with me at that station for seven years.  In police terms, if officers 
stay in one place for seven years, it means that they are pretty happy with their lot.  I bump into the officers from 
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time to time.  They always recount the fact that they had a very enjoyable time at that station.  Another factor in 
morale is a sense of purpose.  Officers have to feel that they are making a difference within the community by 
helping others and protecting the community.  Those are some of the key points for maintaining high morale 
within the police service.   

I return to the point about protecting the community.  Police officers feel as though they have been left high and 
dry by this government.  One comment made to me the other night was, “If you mob can’t beat this government, 
you never will.”  The problem is that sentences handed down by the judiciary are not in keeping with community 
expectations.  That is affecting police officers’ ability to function.  They are not at all pleased with having to 
chase up recidivist offenders.  The court system releases many offenders on good behaviour bonds because they 
are subject to the warm and fuzzy sentencing procedure that this government has promoted over the past five 
years.  The sense of achieving a result for the community is being lost to the police service. 

In the remaining minutes in which I have to speak, I will quote the words of a long-serving police officer.  This 
officer has had in excess of 30 years of service.  According to my notes, he said -  

I am not surprised at the amount of disillusionment within the ranks.  Although employment 
opportunities in the private sector are a factor in attracting officers from the job, it is but a small factor 
and in my opinion the biggest reason for officers leaving is the complete lack of leadership. 

A further quote from the same officer -  

With just under 30 years in the force I must say I have never seen morale so low or the crime rate so 
high.  We have completely lost control of the streets 

These are not my words; they are the words of a police officer, as related to me.  The WA Police Union says that 
while the Western Australia Police suggests that the attrition and retention difficulties stem more from sharp 
competition for recruits, I am here to say that it is also the result of the lack of a sense of worth felt by police 
officers.  The brotherhood that existed within the police service has been lost.  They are voting with their feet.  
Thirteen officers have left the Peel region recently.  I spoke to some of those officers to try to convince them to 
stay.  They were quality officers, and I believe they are a loss to the state.  However, they were fed up with the 
job.  They have gone off to greener pastures and are earning more money.  I do not think they will enjoy their 
jobs as much as they would have if they had stayed in the police service.  However, there are certain factors they 
must take into consideration, including the long-term benefit to their family and their health.  The wives and 
families of these people are saying to them that they are less stressed in their new jobs.  Police work is very 
stressful, and the situation within the ranks is very dismal. 

MR J.A. McGINTY (Fremantle - Attorney General) [3.21 pm]:  I will be brief in my contribution to this 
debate, because I think the points can be made succinctly.  Everyone in Western Australia is aware that the 
incidence of crime is falling.  Commissioner of Police Karl O’Callaghan has made his Front Line First policy 
very effective.  We all saw last week on television the commissioner out on the beat, where he was able to talk 
about the very significant reduction in the incidence of crime.  I have extracted the most recent figures on crime 
for the 2005-06 financial year to date, and they show reductions in the incidence of offences against persons.  
There has been a reduction of 56 per cent in the murder rate in Western Australia this year, compared with last 
year.  It is a sensational figure, rivalling that quoted by the member for Hillarys as having been achieved in New 
York.  There has been a 22 per cent reduction in deprivation of liberty offences, an 11 per cent reduction in 
robbery offences, and a one per cent reduction in sexual assaults.  Offences such as armed robbery and motor 
vehicle theft are now about half the rate they were under the previous Liberal government.  Halving the rate of 
vehicle theft and armed robbery is a very pleasing result to see. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  They warn you on the web site not to compare those figures with previous figures, because 
there was a different way of counting. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I know that the member for Hillarys does not want to acknowledge it, but the 50 per cent 
reduction in those two very serious crimes of vehicle theft and armed robbery is very pleasing.  The only area in 
which we have seen an increase in the incidence of recorded crime is assaults related to domestic violence. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  You can’t say that every time. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Yes, I can.  The figures for the year to date for non-domestic violence assaults have fallen 
by 1.29 per cent.  The general rate of assault has fallen; in other words, acts of violence, consistent with each of 
the other offences, have fallen.  Comparing 2004-05 with 2005-06, the number of non-domestic violence assaults 
has fallen by 1.29 per cent, from 10 046 to 9 916.  I would like to see a far bigger reduction, but the underlying 
rate of assault is not going up; it is in fact going down.  It is well known in the broader community that we have 
an issue in relation to domestic violence assaults.  Figures for those crimes have gone up by 3.21 per cent, 
comparing this year with last year, rising from 6 049 to 6 243.  This area is very easily understood by the general 
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public.  The government passed very progressive and strong domestic violence laws a couple of years ago.  In 
the aftermath of the passage of those laws, we saw a remarkable transformation on the part of the police in 
embracing the new legislation and issuing a greater number of preventive domestic violence restraining orders.  
Police can now go into a house without the consent, generally speaking, of the woman concerned and issue an 
on-the-spot restraining order.  I had my concerns about doing this at the time, but it has been overwhelmingly 
embraced by the police and has been overwhelmingly successful as a measure for stopping the violence from 
escalating and ending in tragedy.  

Mr R.F. Johnson:  The rates have gone up.  

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I am coming to that; I will explain why they have gone up.  The situation used to be that 
everyone thought that domestic violence restraining orders were not worth the paper they were printed on.  We 
heard Inspector John Watson, from the police, say as much when his niece was tragically murdered in a domestic 
violence situation.  Immediately after that, this Parliament acted and passed the new laws.  We saw the police 
intervening and people gaining confidence in domestic violence restraining orders.  Not only have we seen a 
dramatic increase in the issuing of on-the-spot restraining orders by the police, but also the number of overall 
restraining orders has grown dramatically because people realise that there is now a strong law that offers a 
measure of protection.  Nothing is perfect, particularly in the world of interpersonal relations.  People now feel 
confident in reporting assaults arising out of domestic violence situations.  Far more offences are being reported 
to the police because people now see it as beneficial to do so. 
Mr R.F. Johnson:  People are becoming more violent. 
Mr J.A. McGINTY:  If the member does not believe the police, that is his business, but I do believe them 
because I am seeing this in so many other areas, where the statistics show that police have embraced the new 
laws.  There is tougher legislation with tougher penalties.  The defence of consent has been taken away in cases 
of breach of a restraining order, and a whole host of additional changes have been made that have given the 
public significantly increased confidence in the efficacy of restraining orders.  That is the reason the statistics for 
domestic violence assault have risen, but I believe that the increase in the reporting of domestic violence is a 
very good thing. 
To summarise, we have seen a remarkable reduction in the level of crime associated with the Front Line First 
policy.  We have seen it in a lot of dramatic ways, no more so than the 56 per cent reduction in the murder rate 
over the course of the past year.  Of course, the government has been highly active during this period in 
legislative and administrative action to provide Western Australia with a safer community.  A new offence has 
been created, carrying a penalty of imprisonment for 14 years, for people carrying illegal firearms, drugs or large 
sums of money - tools of trade for drug dealers.  Prison terms have been increased to seven years from the 
previous two years for people going armed in public so as to cause terror.  We have vigorously and sometimes 
controversially enforced the new legislation relating to the confiscation of criminal property.  The message is 
crystal clear: people who want to traffic in drugs will lose everything they have.  There is no doubt about that, 
whether the property be a Harley-Davidson, a house or whatever. 
This government has been crystal clear in its pursuit of criminals.  We have strengthened the Weapons Act to 
clamp down on the possession and carriage of machetes.  We have passed the Community Protection (Offender 
Reporting) Amendment Bill to ensure that persons convicted of sex offences and murder report personal 
particulars to the police and take part in a sex offender reporting mechanism.  We have passed the Dangerous 
Sexual Offenders Bill, which enables us to keep dangerous sex offenders in prison beyond their finite sentences.  
It was only proclaimed a month ago and is in the process of being implemented.  It is there to protect the 
community against these predators.  We have passed the Criminal Code Amendment (Cyber Predators) Bill 
2005.  That has been remarkably successful, and four cyber predators who would otherwise have been sexually 
exploiting young girls have now been brought to justice.  It is a delight to see the police getting on with that.  I 
pay tribute to Sergeant Kelly Properjohn, of the Western Australia Police, for the very energetic way in which 
she has embraced the law in bringing these shocking offenders to justice.   
We have passed the anti-terrorism laws, although I understand they are being held up by members in the upper 
house.  We have passed the Road Traffic Amendment (Impounding and Confiscation of Vehicles) Bill.  We have 
enacted new police move-on powers to give the police greater capacity to prevent people from creating 
nuisances and committing criminal offences.  I have already mentioned the new domestic violence legislation.  
We have introduced DNA legislation that is among the toughest in the nation.  The list of endeavours that the 
government has embarked on goes on and on.  Amendments have been made to the Criminal Code, and there has 
been a significant increase in police numbers.  If members opposite name it, we have done it to make our 
community safer.  This motion is arrant nonsense. 
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I will conclude by referring to a view of the mover of the motion by some of his Liberal Party colleagues.  It 
would be remiss of me not to draw attention to them.  The member for Hillarys’ good friend and my good friend, 
Tom Percy, said in an interview on radio this morning -  
Mr R.F. Johnson:  He is not a Liberal Party colleague of mine. 
Mr J.A. McGINTY:  No? 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Don’t mislead the house. 
Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The member is sounding a bit like St Peter.  The cock will crow thrice in a minute.  I will 
tell members what Tom Percy had to say about the member for Hillarys.  In an interview on talkback radio this 
morning, he said -  

Rob Johnson, yeah well, someone tells me that he actually thinks the world is flat, but he’s got crazier 
ideas than that, like trying juveniles as adults.  What’s the point in that, I mean there’s a specialised 
juvenile court that deals with kids who aren’t old enough to vote, drink, they’re still subject to parental 
guidance.  I mean what’s the point of trying them as adults, I mean history has shown it just doesn’t 
work, they need special consideration . . .  

Tom Percy went on to make a further comment about the member for Hillarys.  He said -  
I mean it’s pretty dangerous when you’ve got people like Rob Johnson who advocates hanging people.  
So if the Libs got into power under Rob and nothing changed his views, we’d soon have the first 
western world execution of a child, since about when, 1400 or something like that.  Sounds like a good 
idea to me. 

However, let us not think that the member for Hillarys is being criticised only by other people.  I have a 
memorable quote from him.  I will conclude my comments by reminding members of what the member for 
Hillarys said on 26 November 2004.  He said -  

If some drop kick in this country or world wants to have sex with an animal, one must question what 
sort of brain is in his head.  I do not condone it for one minute.  However, if someone is stupid and 
brainless enough to have sex with an animal, he is not affecting a child. 

I rest my case. 

Question put and a division taken with the following result - 
Ayes (17) 

Mr C.J. Barnett Dr E. Constable Mr R.F. Johnson Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mr J.H.D. Day Mr P.D. Omodei Dr S.C. Thomas (Teller) 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr B.J. Grylls Mr A.J. Simpson  
Mr T.R. Buswell Dr K.D. Hames Mr T.R. Sprigg  
Mr G.M. Castrilli Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr T.K. Waldron  

Noes (24) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mr F.M. Logan Mrs C.A. Martin Mrs M.H. Roberts 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr J.A. McGinty Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr T.G. Stephens 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio Mr M. McGowan Mr J.R. Quigley Mr D.A. Templeman 
Dr J.M. Edwards Ms S.M. McHale Ms M.M. Quirk Mr P.B. Watson 
Mr J.N. Hyde Mr A.D. McRae Ms J.A. Radisich Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mr R.C. Kucera Mr N.R. Marlborough Mr E.S. Ripper Mr S.R. Hill (Teller) 

            

Pairs 

 Mr G.A. Woodhams Mr A.J. Carpenter 
 Mr G. Snook Mr J.C. Kobelke 
 Dr G.G. Jacobs Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan 
 Mr M.W. Trenorden Mrs J. Hughes 
 Mr J.E. McGrath Mr B.S. Wyatt 

Independent Pair 

Dr J.M. Woollard 

Question thus negatived. 
 


