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Division 4:  Royal Commission Into Whether There Has Been Any Corrupt or Criminal Conduct by 
Western Australian Police Officers, $2 800 000 - 

Mr A.J. Dean, Chairman. 

Dr G.I. Gallop, Premier. 

Mr P. Hastings, Senior Counsel Assisting. 

Mr M. Byrne, General Counsel and Director Operations. 

Mr A. Rimkus, Acting Executive Director. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  I refer to the second dot point at page 107 relating to recommending necessary or desirable 
statutory procedural changes.  Are officers of the commission having ongoing discussions with government on 
the new body that is proposed to be set up? 

Mr HASTINGS:  As previously advised, an implementation committee has been established comprising relevant 
government instrumentalities.  The royal commission has two members on the committee, which meets on a 
regular basis to anticipate issues associated with the establishment of the new body.  The committee is 
proceeding as quickly as it can in anticipation of the legislation being passed by Parliament shortly. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Will the Premier confirm that the royal commission was above budget by $4.685 million in 
2002-03 and will he explain the reasons for that? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I am puzzled at the Leader of the Opposition’s conclusion.  What is it based on? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  It is my interpretation of the budget figures that the actual budget blew out in 2002-03 by 
$4.6 million. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  No.  As a result of savings there was a reduction in the appropriation between the estimated 
actual in 2002-03 and the budget estimate in 2003-04. 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  The total cost of outputs for the 2002-03 budget at page 108 indicates an allocation of 
$15.2 million and the estimated actual is $19.885 million.  That is a difference of $4.685 million.   

[7.40 pm] 

Mr RIMKUS:  That relates to a saving in the preceding financial year and a cash balance carried forward of 
$2.9 million.  That has been added to the expenditure for 2002-03.  That primarily results from timing 
differences in the take-up of staff and, secondly, the timing differences in the acquisition of a number of assets.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The figures differ from the $15.2 million that was budgeted to the $19.8 million that is now 
estimated for 2002-03. 

Mr RIMKUS:  That is our estimate. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  With respect, Mr Rimkus talks about savings, but the figures represent a $4 million 
increase for the current financial year. 

Mr RIMKUS:  We underspent in 2001-02 and that has been carried forward in 2002-03. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Nevertheless, the department overspent compared with what was budgeted.  The 
department can shift money around all over the place.  It had a budget last year that showed $15.2 million and 
the department has now spent $19.8 million.  I am asking why the extra expenditure was there and what it was 
for.  I do not care about carryovers.  I want to know how the department spent an extra $4 million in the current 
financial year.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I think Mr Rimkus has explained that the department did not. 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  I do not think he did.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The Leader of the Opposition will not get anywhere if he is trying to argue that the Royal 
Commission Into Whether There Has Been Any Corrupt or Criminal Conduct by Western Australian Police 
Officers has spent more money than the Government allocated to it.  It is simply not true.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The 2002-03 budget was $15.2 million and the estimated actual was $19.8 million.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Mr Rimkus has explained the carryover from before.  The budget came down in May and the 
end of the financial year is 30 June.   
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Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The carryover would reduce expenditure.  The department should have spent the 
$15.2 million it estimated it would spend, but it spent $19.8 million.  I want to know what the $4 million of 
actual expenditure was on.  It is no good the Premier shaking his head. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The Leader of the Opposition has it wrong.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The department spent $4 million more than was budgeted for. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The Leader of the Opposition has it wrong. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I may well have it wrong, but it is a pretty straightforward question: on what was the extra 
$4 million spent? 

Mr RIMKUS:  It primarily relates to timing differences between the previous financial year and the current 
financial year.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  With respect, that is an inadequate answer.  This is an accounting process of the 
Parliament.  I am asking the Premier why and where an extra $4 million above budget was spent.  It cannot be 
explained by timing and carryovers.  That $4 million is a lot of money.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The question has been answered.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  It has not been answered at all satisfactorily. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Leader of the Opposition.  The Premier has indicated that is the answer.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I want on record that the question was not answered by the officers.   

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  Some $4.6 million was budgeted for the completion of the police royal commission.  At 
the completion of the expenditure of that money, will the current lines of investigation be complete?  Is that 
money adequate and will the royal commission finish its inquiries on time? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  May I make an initial point?  The royal commission gave an interim report to government on 
its answer to the question, what sort of body is needed to tackle corruption in Western Australia.  We have 
responded to that report through our legislation on the Corruption and Crime Commission.  The idea was to get it 
into the Parliament early, so it would be through the Parliament at about the same time that the royal commission 
finished its activities and so there could be a seamless transition from one to the other.  I am advised that the 
royal commission expects to complete its specific inquiries within budget and within the timetable given to it. 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  Will any of those issues be referred to the Corruption and Crime Commission?  

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I do not think that we are in a position to answer that question at this stage.  It may be that 
when the new body is set up, some unfinished business may be passed on to it.  I cannot answer that question, 
and I doubt whether the royal commission can at this stage.   

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  My question refers to the mission statement on page 107.  I suspect the Premier will have to 
refer this question, but, without trespassing on operational matters, what is the nature and extent of the assistance 
given to the royal commission by the Anti-Corruption Commission?   

Mr HASTINGS:  The royal commission has been fully assisted by the Anti-Corruption Commission.  We have 
acknowledged in a number of our hearings that the evidence that we have run has been the product of a joint 
operation between the royal commission and Anti-Corruption Commission.  The Anti-Corruption Commission 
in particular has assisted with technical assistance in the form of telephone intercepts and other investigative 
work.  We have had a very happy and fruitful relationship with the ACC during our existence. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  Is the full telephone intercept capacity of the Anti-Corruption Commission at the royal 
commission’s disposal? 

Mr HASTINGS:  No, only in nominated operations when we have entered into a formal arrangement with the 
ACC to share the investigative operation pursuant to which it considered that it was appropriate to use its 
telephone intercept powers to assist. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  Does the royal commission have independent telephone intercept capacity? 

Mr HASTINGS:  No.  We understand the policy of the federal Government is not to give telephone intercept 
facilities to interim bodies such as royal commissions. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  Does the royal commission also rely on the Western Australia Police Service telephone 
intercept capacity to conduct its investigations?   

Mr HASTINGS:  No, we have not.  We thought it tactically inadvisable to rely on the Police Service, and for 
that reason have entered into joint operations with the ACC. 
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Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I request a detailed breakdown of the $19.8 million expenditure for the current financial 
year by the royal commission in comparison with a detailed breakdown of the $15.2 million of budgeted 
expenditure. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  We can do that by way of supplementary information.  

[Supplementary Information No A29.] 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I seek some confirmation that the final estimated budget for the royal commission is 
$27 million.   

Mr HASTINGS:  That is correct. 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Every dollar is worth it. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Whether it is worth it or not, I want to know whether the $27.9 million is the final 
estimated budget. 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  We will all know that you were against it and we were for it. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  That leads me on to one more question.  What criterion will the Government use to judge 
the success or otherwise of the royal commission? 
Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  The community has judged already. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I am asking the Premier, not a smart-alec backbencher.  This involves $27 million of 
taxpayers’ money.  I want an answer as to the criterion for judging it.   
Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  The community has answered already. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  If you ever get to be a minister, which I doubt, you will have an opportunity to answer 
questions in the future.   

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  I am not interested in your opinion. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Chairman, I am not copping interjections.  I am asking the Premier a fair question on the 
criterion for judging the value of $27.9 million of expenditure. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I suppose that first we will be interested in the final report of the royal commission on a 
number of matters that have been contentious in Western Australia for some time and which should have been 
dealt with back in 1996 when the previous Government chose not to deal with them.  Secondly, we will be very 
interested in the ongoing reform process that is created in the Western Australia Police Service to guarantee that 
there is no corruption.  Thirdly, we will be very keen to ensure that the new Crime and Corruption Commission 
can act adequately, as opposed to the ACC which was never given the legislative status to be able to do the job 
expected of it by the public.  We look forward to answers to questions that have been posed in the Western 
Australian community since the 1990s and earlier, the ongoing reform process in the Police Service and how it 
relates to the effectiveness and probity of our police and the effectiveness of the new Crime and Corruption 
Commission that we are setting up. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  What is the Premier’s expectation of successful prosecutions flowing from the royal 
commission? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The facts determine that.  One does not have a prejudgment on that but lets the facts 
determine the matter. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Would less than 10 be failure? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The facts will determine that. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Would less than 20 be failure? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The facts will determine that. 

The appropriation was recommended. 
[7.50 pm] 
 


