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PRISON OFFICERS, REDUNDANCIES 

1166. Ms SUE WALKER to the Attorney General:   
I acknowledge the presence in the public gallery of a number of prison officers, their spouses and their children.   

I refer to this Government’s intention to make a further 40 prison officers redundant.  

(1) Is the Attorney General aware that the Western Australian prison officers’ union claims that jails are 
currently undermanned and that there has been a recent increase in the number of assaults against prison 
officers in Hakea Prison? 

(2) Is the Attorney General aware that the prison officers’ union predicts a 30 per cent growth in prison 
population as a result of the introduction of DNA legislation? 

(3) Given the Attorney General’s comment that the new DNA legislation will “have a significant impact on 
the clear-up rate and will ensure that people who should be in prison for committing serious offences 
are in prison,” why is this Government putting cost cutting ahead of the welfare and safety of our prison 
officers? 

Mr McGINTY replied: 
(1)-(3) The previous Government decided to privatise the prison services in this State, which is the root cause 

of the problem I have been trying to deal with and fix ever since we came to government.  The previous 
Government introduced legislation for the first privatised prison in this State. 

Mr Omodei:  The buck stops with you. 

Mr McGINTY:  Of course, it does, and I have been doing my best to deal with the consequences of the policy 
decisions made by the previous Government.  We would not have privatised the prisons in Western Australia; 
the previous Government did.  I am now having to deal with the consequences. 

An opposition member interjected. 

Mr McGINTY:  I will tell the member what that has to do with it.  The building of a 750-bed prison at Wooroloo 
to be run by the private operator, Australian Integrated Management Services, meant that we had to transfer 700 
prisoners from the government prison system to meet the contractual obligations to fill that new, privatised 
prison.  Today I am dealing with the consequences of taking 700 prisoners out of the state prison system and the 
ramifications of that on the state prison system, as well as on the employment of prison officers, and the buck 
goes right back to the decision to privatise the prison system in Western Australia.  That decision was made by 
the previous Government and it had the effect of reducing the state prison population by 700 prisoners, which is 
the number that, over the past nine months, have been transferred from the state prison system into the new 
privatised prison.  That has had a very significant effect on the operation of the State Government’s prisons and 
the staffing levels within those prisons. 

In order to facilitate the transfer of a significant proportion of the prison population from the state sector to the 
private sector, the previous Government engaged prison officers on short-term contracts.  Short-term contracts 
were probably appropriate in this area, because the state prison population was going to decline dramatically 
following the opening of the new privatised prison.  The previous Government entered into three-year contracts 
with approximately 200 prison officers, and I think that was sensible.  Those contracts were entered into over a 
period starting three years ago.  The first batch of those contracts will conclude soon; the second batch will 
conclude early in the new year; and the third batch will conclude towards the end of next year.  Those 200 prison 
officers were employed for one reason only, and that was to staff the state prison system while its population 
peaked before the transfer to the privatised prison took place. 

Ms Sue Walker interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Member for Nedlands! 

Mr McGINTY:  I make no criticism of the engagement of short-term prison officers because the previous 
Government knew there would be a dramatic decline in the state prison population.  To cover the period up until 
the opening of the new, privatised prison, it entered into short-term contracts with prison officers.  Against that 
background - those contracts are expiring and the purpose for which they were entered into no longer exists - the 
member for Nedlands comes in here and suggests we are making people redundant, when she knows that is not 
true.  The previous Government entered into three-year contracts with 200 prison officers. 

Ms Sue Walker interjected. 
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Mr McGINTY:  We totally opposed the privatisation moves.  The member should go to the prison officers who 
are in the gallery and explain why the previous Government privatised the prison system.  The previous 
Government entered into short-term contracts - 

Ms Sue Walker interjected. 

Mr McGINTY:  The member should just listen. 

The SPEAKER:  Member for Nedlands! 

Mr McGINTY:  I accuse the member for Nedlands of not telling the truth.  How are people being made 
redundant when they were employed on short-term contracts, those contracts have expired, and the reason for 
them no longer exists?  How does the member for Nedlands classify that as making someone redundant? 

Opposition members interjected. 

Mr McGINTY:  What do the great economic managers on the other side want us to do - spend millions of dollars 
employing people we do not need?  That would be very sensible!  I will give the Leader of the Opposition a bit 
of advice: if his view is that we ought not to spend money recklessly when there is no justification whatsoever 
for spending it, he should never let the member for Nedlands into a management position nor should he let her 
anywhere near the Treasury. 

Mr Birney:  Did you change the selection criteria that you were using to weed out - if I can use that term - prison 
officers whose contracts would not be renewed? 

Mr McGINTY:  I applied no criteria.  Under the Public Sector Management Act staffing is a matter for the 
department and the chief executive officer.  I have had no involvement in that matter, and I could not legally 
have any involvement. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Members! 

Mr McGINTY:  There are three groups of prison officers, each of them comprising about 70 people.  The first 
group of approximately 70 officers was kept on to meet ongoing needs, the attrition rate among prison officers 
and things of that nature.  Those in the second group, whose contracts expire some time in the future, were 
advised whether they would be kept on or not.  This was done to cover the transfer to the privatised prison as 
well as the reduction of prisoner numbers by keeping out of prison those people who would previously have 
gone to prison.  I refer here to minor offenders, such as those convicted of driving without a motor vehicle 
licence and offences of that nature.  There had been a drop in the number of prisoners in that category, and, from 
memory, 20 or 30 officers from the second batch of 70 officers were kept on, when they did not expect that to 
occur.  The third group is still to be dealt with and we will look at that further down the track.  I can find out 
from the department whether it has applied different criteria. 

Mr Birney:  You did not manage to flick enough of them in the first batch.  You have changed the criteria 
because they could not pass the test. 

Mr McGINTY:  No.  In conclusion let me say, not so much for the member for Nedlands but for the prison 
officers who are here today, only one political party can be blamed for the predicament those officers are in 
today, and that is the party that privatised the prison services. 
 


