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Division 4:  Royal Commission Into Whether There Has Been Any Corrupt or Criminal Conduct by 
Western Australian Police Officers, $15 200 000 - 
Mr Dean, Chairman. 
Dr Gallop, Premier. 
Mr M.H. Johnson, Executive Director. 
Mr M. Byrne, General Counsel and Director, Operations. 
Mr A. Rimkus, Manager, Finance. 
Dr GALLOP:  I make a request of the Parliament that in respect of this division I read a general statement 
outlining the budget and how the operations will be funded. 
The CHAIRMAN:  This is somewhat unusual. 
Dr GALLOP:  It is for the purposes of the Parliament. 
Mr BARNETT:  It may well be, and the opportunity is open to the Premier to make a ministerial statement if he 
wishes.  I have no objection if the Premier wishes to read out a statement after we have asked questions. 
The CHAIRMAN:  Let us start.  
[11.50 am] 
Mr BARNETT:  I refer to the budget for the Royal Commission Into Whether There Has Been Any Corrupt or 
Criminal Conduct by Western Australian Police Officers.  The Labor Party, in its election campaign, committed 
$15 million to a royal commission.  Last year, when the decision was made to delay the royal commission, 
others and I indicated the final cost would probably be at least $30 million, which was scorned by the then 
Premier.  Can he explain the reasons for the budget allocation in 2001-02 increasing from $5 million to a 
projected $9.9 million and can he explain why the overall budget for the royal commission is some $28 million 
when the royal commission is yet to hold a public hearing or examine a single witness? 
Dr GALLOP:  I will take the opportunity to answer that question with a statement on the royal commission and 
spending.  
The 2001-02 budget provided $5 million in 2001-02 for the police royal commission and $10 million in 2002-03.  
The initial budget was framed on the basis of a 12-month royal commission and did not include provision for the 
commission providing its own corporate services such as finance, payroll and human resources.  Traditionally, 
the Department of the Premier and Cabinet provided such corporate services.  The commission commenced 
operations in December 2001 with a small complement of staff who researched and commenced planning for the 
commission’s operational and logistical requirements.  In addition to that and since December, senior key staff 
with previous experience of working on similar royal commissions in other jurisdictions have progressively 
commenced working for the commission.  They have contributed extensively to the commission’s planning 
processes and have provided a better insight and understanding of the resourcing needs for the commission to be 
able to successfully address its terms of reference.  With this information, the commission’s initial budget 
allocation was refined using a zero-based line-by-line costing methodology and additional resourcing was 
identified as being required.  As soon as this happened, a request for supplementary funding was sought on 14 
February 2002, which the Treasurer subsequently approved.  

Mr BARNETT:  How can a budget be refined from $15 million to $28 million? 

Dr GALLOP:  We want the royal commission to work; that is the money that is required and that is the money it 
will get.  

Mr BARNETT:  The Premier’s election commitment was clearly false and has been proved as such.  Could the 
Premier detail the specific reasons and explanation for the increase in the budget in 2001-02 from $5 million to 
$9 million?  What accounts for a virtual 100 per cent increase before a single witness has even been called? 

Dr GALLOP:  The variations between the budget and the estimated actual figures recorded in the budget 
financial statements primarily reflect the revised zero-based costings of the commission’s operations, the 
increased duration of the commission from 12 to 18 months and the commission having to undertake its own 
corporate services as opposed to having a bureau service.  

Mr BARNETT:  If the task is extended over a longer period, presumably, fewer people would be employed for a 
longer time.  The other option is to have more people employed for a shorter time.  That fact that a decision was 
made to extend the duration of the inquiry does not explain a blow out in the budget, unless the task has been 
underestimated.  Clearly, that is the case and if the Premier were honest to Parliament he would admit that the 
Government grossly underestimated the task just as I, the police union chief and a number of other 
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commentators pointed out at the time.  Why can the Premier not admit that he underestimated the cost of this 
royal commission by in the order of 100 per cent? 

The CHAIRMAN:  I am not sure whether that is a question or a rhetorical question. 

Mr BARNETT:  It is a question that the Premier does not want to answer. 

Ms QUIRK:  I refer to page 107 and footnote (a) at the bottom of the table.  It states that 90 full-time equivalents 
are budgeted for in 2002-03.  How close is the royal commission to filling those positions? 

Dr GALLOP:  That is the estimated number of staff that will be working in the commission.  I urge members of 
Parliament to note that the royal commission is independent of the Government of the day.  Its operational work 
must also be very independent in terms of specific operations and issues.  That is the objective.  Currently, 73 
people are employed by the commission and over time that figure will increase to 90.  

Mr MASTERS:  Today is the last day for police officers to nominate or put themselves forward for amnesty.  
Normally there is a rush in the last 24 hours of any free offer.  Has there been any response to date? 

Dr GALLOP:  I have not raised that matter with the royal commission.  It is a matter for the commission and is 
not something that is appropriate for me to bring into Parliament.  

Mr MASTERS:  Does the Premier have any idea how many police officers came forward and dobbed themselves 
into the Wood Royal Commission into the New South Wales Police Service? 

Dr GALLOP:  I am happy to provide the information by way of supplementary information.  

Mr MASTERS:  Could the Premier also indicate how many serving police officers there were in New South 
Wales at the time of the Wood royal commission so we can have comparative figures. 
Dr GALLOP:  In the order of 13 000.  
The CHAIRMAN:  Could the Premier indicate what supplementary information he will provide. 
Dr GALLOP:  The supplementary information required related to the number of police officers who took up the 
amnesty proposal as part of the Wood Royal Commission into the New South Wales Police Service. 
[Supplementary Information A58] 
Mr McRAE:  On page 104 of the Budget Statements, significant issues and trends refer to the commencement of 
hearings into allegations of corruption and criminal activity.  Can we have any advice on the starting date for the 
hearings, the frequency of them and any breaks in the program? 
Dr GALLOP:  The expectation is that hearings will commence in July but that is always subject to the 
contingencies of operation. 

The appropriation was recommended. 
 


