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REPORTED CRIME STATISTICS 

Question without Notice 15 — Supplementary Information 
MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys — Minister for Police) [2.55 pm]: I seek leave under standing order 82A to 
supply some extra information in relation to a question asked, and the answer given, yesterday. The Leader of 
the Opposition asked the question of the Attorney General and me, and I will table some papers that the Attorney 
General promised to table in this house. Unfortunately, he could not make it back in time before I adjourned the 
house last night, so I seek leave to table that information. 

Leave granted. [See paper 1879.] 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Under standing order 82A I provide the following advice further to the answer to the 
questions asked yesterday. Yesterday, the opposition claimed that the Attorney General and I had conspired to 
mislead the people of Western Australia in relation to crime statistics. The opposition accused the government of 
two things: that we were picking and choosing the different categories of crime we used to make our statistics 
look better; and that certain crimes such as fraud that had been included in the total for previous years —  

Point of Order 
Mr E.S. RIPPER: My understanding is that this standing order allows the minister to provide further 
information, not to debate the issue, which is what the minister is seeking to do. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, Leader of the Opposition. That would also be my interpretation of the standing 
order. If the minister has some particular information he wishes to provide—some facts or figures—he is at 
liberty to do that, but this is not an opportunity for further debate of the issue. 

Statement Resumed 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Mr Speaker, thank you; I take note of what you said. I wanted to let members know the 
reason why the statistics did not include — 

Ms M.M. Quirk: No! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am giving the house information in relation to a question; do members not want to know 
the answer? 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members! 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Table the thing you’re reading off! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am trying to explain, because some members might have difficulty reading them!  

The reason the figures did not include fraud is that fraud has not been used as an internal Western Australia 
Police Service key performance indicator since 2002-03. That is because the amount reported is not a sufficiently 
reliable indicator of how much fraud is occurring. 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected.  

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

The data that WAPOL provided to the government upon request for the years 2006–09 is direct from the police 
business intelligence office. It is updated continuously and regularly, and includes all offences WAPOL record 
as key performance indicators: offences against the person, offences against property, and detected offences. 
WAPOL advised that we should not include detected offences in our press release—that is, drug offences, 
receiving stolen property and illegal use—because they were not reliable indicators of how much crime is out 
there. They relate to how well police are detecting these offences, rather than how much crime is being reported. 
It was also advised that we should not use graffiti figures, because a very limited amount of these offences are 
reported to police. When we provided a summary of the information to a journalist, which I am happy to table, it 
was explained to the journalist that in calculating our overall figure for crime, the government took the most 
conservative option. We used all the offences that make up WAPOL’s key performance indicators for reported 
offences against the person and reported offences against property; our figure for total crime for these 
two categories combined. Where figures showed an increase in reported offences in certain categories, such as 
assault, we were up-front about that. If we had included all those figures, there would have been an even bigger 
decrease in overall reported offences from 2008–09—20 569 fewer offences rather than 17 879 fewer offences, 
which was the figure on which the government based its 8.5 per cent figure. Some figures for fraud were still 
included in the crime figures on WAPOL’s website until 2001, but that is completely irrelevant to our press 
release. None of the data used in our press release for any year came from the WAPOL website; it came from the 
police business intelligence office. I table the documents.  
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