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DECEMBER QUARTER CRIME STATISTICS 

70. Mr M.J. BIRNEY to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services: 
I refer the minister to her media statement yesterday regarding the December quarter crime statistics in which 
she stated that the figured represented a significant achievement.   

(1) Is the minister aware that these crime statistics reveal that for the third consecutive year the rate of 
aggravated assault, aggravated sexual assault and property damage increased in the December quarter?   

(2) Is the minister aware that these crime statistics also revealed that clearance rates for assaults, aggravated 
robbery and robbery, as well as overall clearance rates for offences against the person, fell by as much 
as 10 per cent? 

(3) Given that violent crimes are on the rise, and that more than 70 per cent of crimes in Western Australia 
are going unsolved, how can the minister claim any success? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 
I sincerely thank the member for Kalgoorlie for asking the question.  I have some excellent figures I will run 
through. 

(1)-(2) No. 

(3) Members should listen to these statistics.  In 12 out of 14 police districts - 

Mr M.J. Birney:  Are you going to be selective?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  No, I will do them all.  In 12 out of 14 police districts, over a six-month period from June 
to December last year, there was a decline in crime rates.   

Mr M.J. Birney:  I thought they were for three months - quarterly. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I will explain that aspect to the House.  Every quarter - namely, in June, September, 
December, March, and then back to June again - I table the quarterly crime rate statistics.  This is as previous 
ministers for police have done.  These statistics include year-to-date figures.  Therefore, when December figures 
are tabled, one has six-months year-to-date figures, and one has the nine-months year-to-date figures in March.  
Let us look at the year-to-date figures.  Twelve out of 14 districts saw a decline in crime rates.  The north west 
metropolitan district crime rate was down 5.5 per cent; the west metropolitan district was down 7.7 per cent; 
south metropolitan, down nine per cent; and south east metropolitan was down 9.7 per cent.  These are the 
overall figures.  The crime rate in east metropolitan district was down 6.3 per cent; and the rate in central was 
well down, too.  It was over 10 per cent, but I do not have it to hand - I believe the figure might be 15 per cent. 

Over that period, we have seen reduced crime rates in every metropolitan police district.  To talk about it 
globally, crime has gone down in the southern region overall by 1.8 per cent, including, for the benefit of 
National Party members, a decline in crime rates in the wheatbelt area of 9.7 per cent in the year to date to 
December.  It is a great result.  The northern region had an overall nine per cent decrease in crime.  It is another 
fabulous result.   

In two out of the 14 police districts, crime rates increased.  The Pilbara district experienced an 8.2 per cent 
increase, although I can report that the December quarter was looking better than the six-month year-to-date 
figure, with a 2.8 per cent increase in crime rates.  The great southern district experienced a 1.5 per cent increase 
in crime for the six-month period.  Again, the December quarter component was a 0.3 per cent increase in crime.   

Overall, one must say these are fantastic statistics.  The selective figures the member for Kalgoorlie quotes - he 
found one of the only figures for which crime has increased - are three-month figures.   

Several members interjected. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Members do not want to hear them, but these are the facts that were asked for.  Let us 
look at the full facts.  

Mrs C.L. Edwardes:  The figures have gone up.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  They have not gone up; the member for Kingsley is wrong.   

In the three-month period to December 2002, compared with the same period to December 2003, in about 16 out 
of 20 categories, crime rates have reduced.  There is one area of increase.  Aggravated robbery has a December 
2002 figure of 212 incidents, and a December 2003 quarter figure of 248.  That is a 17 per cent increase.  Let us 
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take a look at the six-month figure: one sees that the aggravated robbery rate has reduced by two per cent for that 
period.  Members should look at the figures on page 15 of the report. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  These are the best figures we have seen in years.  If members look at the figures for the 
six months ending in December, they will see that crimes against the person for that six-month period declined 
by 5.7 per cent.  It is simply dishonest for anyone to suggest that crime rates against the person have increased - 
they have not.  The figures speak for themselves.  The figure is down by 5.7 per cent.  The offences against 
property rates are down by 7.3 per cent overall.  The other offences for the six-month period are down by 16.2 
per cent, and the number of overall total selected reported offences is down by 6.7 per cent.   

The member for Kalgoorlie would have people believe, so what, there has been a 13 per cent reduction in home 
burglary, but the police have let other things get out of control.  However, there were 10 000 fewer offences for 
the six months to December 2003 than we saw in the same period in 2002.  This is a great result by the Western 
Australia Police Service. 

Point of Order 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I refer to the earlier point of order I raised in relation to the document that the Leader of the 
House quoted.  It was an official report.  He said clearly that the Leader of the Opposition signed off on that 
report that the Premier had earlier said the Leader of the Opposition had concealed - that is, it had not been 
tabled in Parliament and did not even go to the then Ministry of Premier and Cabinet.  The Leader of the House 
said that there was clear evidence that the Leader of the Opposition signed off on the report for it to go to the 
Premier and Cabinet showing consultancies that were taking place.  The Leader of the House is quickly undoing 
the report.  I suggest that is in contravention of standing orders and a disgraceful thing to do in this House.  It is 
mischievous.  He should table the report.  He tried to say that the report had been tabled but it had not.  Mr 
Speaker, I ask that you instruct the Leader of the House to table the whole report that he quoted from.  He has 
just taken the staple out of it.  The Premier and others made an accusation against the Leader of the Opposition.   

The SPEAKER:  What is the point of order? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The point of order, Mr Speaker, is that the Leader of the House has quoted from an official 
document.  I ask that he table the whole of it, not just the part he wants us to see.   

The SPEAKER:  It is a simple point of order that has taken some time.  If the Leader of the House has quoted 
from official documents, they need to be tabled.   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The member is requesting that I table documents.  Under standing orders he is well out of 
time.  He should have done it at the time.  He therefore does not have a basis. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I take real offence that the member - 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The member got to his feet to make accusations against me that are totally without 
foundation.  That is what he took a point of order for.  He sought, through that point of order, to make 
unfounded, malicious accusations.  I know that is his habit and he does it regularly, but it is not within standing 
orders.  We are hearing absolute rubbish from the rabble opposite.  I seek your leave, Mr Speaker, to table the 
letter written by the Leader of the Opposition when he was a minister and also the stapled attachments.  The 
Opposition can have the documents that were tabled in this place in 1998.  There is no basis for the unfounded 
accusations made by the member, who should be careful that he does not seek to slur people when making points 
of order, because that is his manner of doing things. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The manager of opposition business previously asked for those documents to be tabled.  
When he rose to make the point again, every member on this side of the House at least could see the Leader of 
the House proceed to unstaple that document.  Why?   

Dr G.I. Gallop:  What is the point of order? 
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Mr C.J. BARNETT:  It reflects on the integrity of the Parliament.  It is a disgrace for the minister to sit there and 
pull the evidence apart because a member has sought to have it tabled.  This is a most serious issue for you, Mr 
Speaker, and the conduct of this Parliament.   

The SPEAKER:  It is very serious.  It is a simple procedure.  If the minister quotes from an official document 
and is asked to table it, he shall table the document.  If the official document has other papers attached to it, they 
can be removed.  I do not know what was removed.  The minister has tabled the documents, and they are now 
tabled.   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I am concerned that people taking points of order have used the opportunity to make 
accusations about other members of this Chamber and to make observations about their behaviour.  I wonder if 
we might have some guidance from you, Mr Speaker, on how members should use points of order and whether 
such statements are in accordance with standing orders. 

The SPEAKER:  The practice of this House is that points of order should be succinct and relate to the issue 
being raised.  They should not be an opportunity for putting forward an argument that supports what is being 
said.   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  It is a very important point of procedure for this House.  I have no particular desire to 
get into the argument about the Leader of the House, but there is a difficulty when we see a minister taking a 
document apart.  Government members may shake their heads and do what they like, but there is a clear issue.  
Mr Speaker, you have made the correct ruling that notes and other matters can be taken away, but the difficulty 
we have when we see a document being pulled apart is that we have no way of judging what should be tabled 
and what should not.  I suggest the position be made clear for the clarity of procedure in this place, but not so 
much on this occasion.  It was an unwise action by the Leader of the House; he should not have done it in 
everyone’s vision. 

The SPEAKER:  It is a simple standing order.  If the document has other documents attached to it, the minister 
should remove those other documents from the official document.  That has happened. 

[See paper No 2172.] 

The SPEAKER:  Before we move on, a very important announcement failed to be made earlier in the day; that 
is, dinner will be taken between 6.00 and 7.00 pm. 
 


