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VIOLENT CRIME, MINISTER’S FAILURE TO MANAGE 
Motion 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [5.15 pm]:  I move - 

That this house condemns the Minister for Police and Emergency Services for her failure to manage 
violent crime in Western Australia.  

This is a fairly serious motion.  I have moved it in light of the figures released recently that reflect the number of 
violent crimes committed in the first three months of this year compared with the figures for the first three 
months of last year.  They clearly show an increase in violent crimes against the person of roughly 20 per cent.  
The minister will not acknowledge that.  When I brought this to the attention of the media about a week or so 
ago, the minister did not try to explain the failure of the government to reduce the number of violent crimes 
being committed during the first three months of this year compared with the number committed at the same 
time last year.   

It is always the same.  During the election campaign a poll was undertaken by, I think, The West Australian to 
determine the three most unpopular ministers in Western Australia.  I think the survey used the word “hated” but 
I will use the term “unpopular”.  The poll revealed that the Treasurer was the most hated minister in Western 
Australia among those surveyed.  After that came the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, and the 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure was seen as the third most hated minister.  It is interesting that, during 
the election campaign, those three ministers were kept in a cupboard.  We did not see hide nor hair of them; they 
were kept out of the public view because they knew from their own polling that they were very unpopular.  The 
Treasurer was unpopular because he robbed everybody of their money by imposing extra taxes and charges.  He 
broke the promise the Premier had made during the previous election campaign.  The Minister for Police, then 
also the Minister for Justice, was unpopular because she did not take responsibility when mistakes were made by 
her departments.  She was called Miss Teflon because of the perception that nothing would stick to her - 
mistakes were always someone else’s fault.  A close third was the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure.  I do 
not know why she was so unpopular.  It may have been because of her manner, the way she speaks in this house, 
or the way she is often rude to people on this side of the house.  According to that poll, they were the three most 
unpopular ministers during the election campaign.  

Today, the Minister for Police made a brief ministerial statement claiming that the rate of crime had reduced in 
Western Australia in light of the wonderful job the government has been doing about crime.  She keeps going on 
about the rate of home burglaries.  I will come to that in a minute.  

I guarantee that every single member in this house could tell a story in this chamber about violent crimes that 
have occurred in their electorates.  Unfortunately, the member for Kimberley can tell a story about a recent 
tragedy.  Every single member in this house could mention an incident.  I can tell the house about an incident 
that occurred in my electorate last week during which there was a violent attack against a person who was doing 
a security job.  That attack resulted in the victim losing an eye.  I find that sort of behaviour deplorable.  I find 
deplorable the type of behaviour that was graphically displayed during the news on television when young thugs 
committed violent crimes at Carlisle train station.  I was disgusted, as I suggest most members were, when they 
saw a different group of violent thugs kicking and stomping on an innocent victim’s head at Perth railway 
station.  These are not isolated incidents; they are happening throughout Western Australia.  The figures 
produced by the Police Service quite clearly show that there was a 20 per cent increase in violent crimes in the 
first three months of this year compared with the first three months of last year.  The figures are black and white; 
I am not making them up.  I have the police department’s figures.  The Minister for Police and Emergency 
Services misled the house earlier today because she said - I made a note of it - that the reason that our jails are 
fuller is that more burglars are being caught and locked up.  Am I quoting the minister correctly?  Is that what 
the minister said earlier?   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  The increase in crime is due to the fact that more burglars have been put in jail; yes, that is 
a correct statement.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The minister said that more burglars are being put in jail.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  That is right.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Over what period?  In the last month, the last six months or during the past year?   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  Certainly over the course of the past six months - absolutely.   
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Okay.  I think the minister has misled the house and I think she has misled the public of 
Western Australia.  A question on notice was asked of the minister in the Legislative Council on 9 November 
last year -  

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Let me tell the minister what has been happening with crime and criminals in this state.  
The answer that the minister gave -  

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  This is the same old rubbish.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  This is the minister’s answer, not mine.  If this is rubbish, it is her rubbish; it is certainly 
not mine.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  You continue to misinterpret the answer.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am not misinterpreting the figures; I have them in front of me.  The minister keeps 
telling us that they have changed the way they compile the statistics.  The minister does that every year to 
confuse people so that it is very difficult to compare one year with another.  Does the minister disagree that there 
was a 20 per cent increase in violent crimes in Western Australia in the first three months of this year compared 
with the first three months of last year?  Does the minister disagree with that?   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  All we have seen from you so far are personal insults and aggression.  Perhaps you are the 
last person who should be talking about violence.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, no, no!   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr M.J. Cowper):  Order, members!  I ask the member for Hillarys to direct his 
speech to the house.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Through you, Mr Acting Speaker, I want to remind the minister of the answers that were 
given on her behalf in the Legislative Council on 9 November 2004.  The questions were quite simple, although 
there were quite a few of them.  The opposition wanted to know the statistics for home burglary and for 
burglaries other than home burglary, which one must assume refers to commercial premises such as burglaries of 
petrol stations and delicatessens - that is, business-type burglaries.  I will tell the house about the government’s 
wonderful record for burglaries that are classed as other than home burglaries.  I will give the statistics for home 
burglaries in a moment.  This is an absolute doozey.  In 2000-01, 829 individuals were convicted under that 
classification.  Out of those 829, only 43 ended up in jail, which is 5.2 per cent.  That statistic goes against what 
the minister said.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Let me bring the minister up-to-date.  We asked the minister for the figures.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Mr Acting Speaker, the minister is bullying me now.  I am feeling quite intimidated.    

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The member for Hillarys has the floor.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The minister does not like the truth, that is her trouble.  I am quoting figures that the 
minister supplied to the Legislative Council.  This is very simple.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  Read the question.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, minister!   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  All one has to do is look at the figures.  There is a figure for the number of people 
convicted under that category and then the number of people who were jailed.  The third column refers to the 
prison rate in percentage terms.  I have told the house the 2000-01 figure; 5.2 per cent of those convicted went to 
prison.  I am not misleading anybody.  The minister misled the house today and she has misled the people of 
Western Australia.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  Read the question.  Come on - be honest.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am reading the answer.  The minister can bring the question forward when she speaks.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, no, no.  I am making my speech, minister.   
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The ACTING SPEAKER:  I think members have heard enough banter between the member for Hillarys and 
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services.  I ask the member for Hillarys to get to the point.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am making my speech.  I ask you, Mr Acting Speaker, to indulge me that much.   

I am quoting figures that the minister does not like.  These are the true figures she supplied to the Legislative 
Council.  As I said, I wanted to bring the house and the minister up-to-date.  I will talk about other categories 
also.  However, I am referring to the category of burglary other than home burglary, which one must assume 
refers to commercial burglaries.  I quoted the 2000-01 figure.  I will bring the house up-to-date.  I will save a bit 
of time, because we have only two hours of private members’ time.  In 2001-02, 535 people were convicted of 
these particular burglaries.  How many of those were jailed?  Out of 535, 52 people were jailed.  It gets better.  In 
2002-03, 544 people were convicted under that category.  How many of those 544 criminals who were convicted 
went to jail?  Three of those ended up in jail.  This is the real doozey.  In 2003-04 - these are the latest figures 
that the minister produced for the upper house - 495 people were convicted.  How many were jailed?  A big 
round figure - zero.  I am referring to the figures that the minister supplied to the upper house about people who 
were convicted and, of those, who ended up in jail.  I will turn now to home burglaries, because that is the 
category that the minister was talking about today and that is the category about which the minister has really 
misled the house.  The minister said that the jails are full because more burglars are being caught and locked up.  
I wrote that down.  I want you to remember that sentence, Mr Acting Speaker.  I presume by that that she must 
mean home burglars, because that is what she highlighted.  My colleagues will speak on home burglaries 
afterwards.  We invite the minister to come to our suburbs and to our electorates to learn about the true rate of 
home burglaries.  It is a lot higher than that maintained by the minister.  I will provide the figures for home 
burglaries.  In 2000-01, 338 people were convicted for home burglaries.  Of those 338 convictions, 96 people 
were jailed.  That is 28.4 per cent.  Some people might say that that is a reasonable percentage.  I think it is too 
low.  In 2001-02, 564 people were convicted of home burglaries.  How many of those 564 people convicted of 
home burglary were jailed?  I will tell members the answer, because I have it here - straight from the minister’s 
mouth.  One hundred and seven people were jailed.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Some people may well think that that is an acceptable level, but it gets even better.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  You should be embarrassed for standing there and saying that.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The minister should be embarrassed.  She is known as Miss Teflon.  She will not take 
responsibility for any of her actions.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr M.J. Cowper):  I am getting quite used to this role.  Perhaps members will take 
a moment and then they can get on with the job.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am in the middle of giving the house the figures that the minister provided to the upper 
house in November 2004.  That is barely six months ago.  In 2002-03, 498 people were convicted of home 
burglaries.  How many of those people went to jail?  Thirty-six people ended up in jail.  It gets even worse.  In 
2003-04 there were 580 convictions.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The minister hates the truth.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  What are you afraid of?  Why won’t you read out the question? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am certainly not afraid of the minister.  How many people out of the 580 who were 
convicted were jailed?  Fifty-one people were jailed.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  How can the minister’s argument that more burglars are being caught and locked up stand 
up?   

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I call to order the member for Midland.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  These are the facts that I am quoting.  I am not misinterpreting the facts.  I am quoting the 
facts that were given in the answers provided by the minister to a parliamentary question in the upper house.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  What are they the answers to?  What was the question?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  It depends how we look at it.  Some government ministers like graphs.  I have a graph.  
This graph indicates that for home and other burglary convictions, 100 adults were sentenced to jail in 2000-01 
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and fewer than 60 were sentenced to jail in 2003-04.  For the other crimes, which include commercial burglaries, 
just over 40 adults were sentenced to jail in 2000-01 and zero were sentenced to jail in 2003-04.  This graph 
shows the rate of imprisonment of those people who were convicted of these crimes.  The minister can shout and 
argue and call me all the names under the sun, but she cannot avoid the facts that were delivered by her to the 
other place.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  Your argument is quite fraudulent.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  These are the facts.  There is nothing fraudulent in the minister’s figures.  If the minister 
is saying that these figures are fraudulent, she is the one who supplied them.  She signed off on them.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  She can tell us what the question was and she can give us her interpretation.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, I will not.  I have had enough bullying from the minister.  I cannot take any more.  I 
am a very sensitive person.  

Mr M.P. Whitely:  It was a polite question; that’s all.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I never get a polite question from the member, so I will not take an interjection.  I need 
the minister’s protection from the member for Bassendean.   

As I said earlier, I am more concerned about violent crimes than I am about a person breaking into a house.  Of 
course they are both serious crimes, and I would never condone anybody’s actions in breaking into a home and 
stealing a television set, video recorder or whatever.  However, I condemn those violent thugs in our society who 
inflict violence on another human being.  Violence against another human being is completely unforgivable.  At 
the end of the day a television set or a DVD player can be replaced, but brain cells damaged by kicking or 
stomping on a person’s head cannot be replaced.  A spleen damaged in a violent crime cannot be replaced.  I 
consider those the most important crimes that should be addressed.  That is why I believe the minister is falling 
down on her job to ensure the safety of Western Australians.  She might be good at launching an antigraffiti 
campaign, which is good news, but I condemn the minister for not having the guts to respond to the public about 
the hard facts that people are being seriously injured.  She has a responsibility under our parliamentary system to 
be open and accountable and to be honest to the public, not her bureaucrats and police officers.  They do a great 
job.  This is not a criticism of police officers.  This is about the resources that the minister and the government 
give the Police Service.  The problem is its lack of resources.  I know that if the government has a problem in an 
area, it tells the Commissioner of Police that he must sort out the problem because the government is getting a lot 
of stick from the opposition, so the police have a blitz in that area.  For that reason, there is a decrease in the 
number of home burglaries because the crims are being caught.  The trouble is that they are not all being sent to 
prison, so they are back out on the streets again.  The increase in prisoner numbers is not a result of the increase 
in the number of people convicted of home burglary.   

I will keep my comments brief.  I know that my colleagues have a lot to say on this issue, and I want to ensure 
that they get an opportunity to speak.  I know that, like me, they have problems in their electorates, as would 
you, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr M.J. Cowper).  There is crime in every electorate in this state.  There will always be 
crime in every electorate.  We expect the government of this state, whether it be a Labor or coalition 
government, to ensure the safety of Western Australians.  That is the paramount duty of government ministers.  
They can worry about other things after that.  If they cannot ensure the safety of the people of Western Australia, 
they are falling down on their job.  I think the minister has been falling down on her job very badly since she has 
been doing the job.  I do not think she is up to the job.  Perhaps the Premier should replace her with somebody 
who is up to the job and who can ensure that the number of violent crimes in Western Australia are on the 
decrease rather than on the increase.   

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland - Minister for Police and Emergency Services) [5.37 pm]:  Clearly, I need 
to take issue with a number of points.  It was very disappointing to see such a pathetic contribution by the 
opposition’s new police spokesperson.  In fact, I had been thinking how limp and listless the Liberal opposition 
looked earlier today, but after the efforts of its new police spokesperson, it seems he has taken the limp and 
listless to a new low.  He started his contribution today without any facts whatsoever.  It was another one of his 
shallow efforts to denigrate people individually.  He chose to try to denigrate three ministers at the beginning of 
his speech.  He chose to denigrate me throughout his speech without any facts.  In fact, about three-quarters of 
his speech was about the response to a question that I provided to the upper house last year.  In my view, he has 
completely misled people.  He would not read out the question.  It was a simple question that was asked.  He 
read out a lot of things and then he misrepresented that to the house.  
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Mr R.F. Johnson:  Tell us what it is then.  You have the chance to correct yourself.   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The member had the question in front of him, and I will get to that in due course.   

The member has attempted to say that the figures that were provided in the answer were the total numbers of 
people who went to jail for burglary.  That is not the case.  I do not have the question in front of me, but it is not 
even fresh material.  It has been used by the member for Kalgoorlie, and I think the question may have been 
asked by Alan Cadby in the upper house.  Members opposite used that material for the first time six months ago.  
They tried to rehash it during the election campaign.  They were exposed because the answer had a qualifier on 
it.  It actually said something to the effect that it was for when burglary was the most serious offence.  That is the 
qualifier on the answer.  The answer is not a fulsome answer.  The fulsome answer on the crime statistics is in 
the quarterly reports that I have tabled today.  Let there be no doubt about it: violent crime is of significant 
concern to this government.  That is unlike members opposite, who in their last four-year term did not recruit a 
single police officer above attrition.  They had not even introduced DNA legislation when every other state in 
Australia had progressed its DNA legislation and, worse than that, had not allocated any money in the budget for 
DNA legislation in their election campaign, forward estimates or anywhere else.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  That’s rubbish.  Who did all the negotiations for DNA?  Why don’t you tell the truth, 
minister, it was all in place when you came in.  It was all in place ready to go. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  That is completely, utterly and demonstrably untrue. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  It is not untrue.  Kevin Prince attended all the ministerial meetings. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Look at the forward estimates.  They contained a total of only $1 million to introduce 
DNA legislation.  The Liberal Party had no intention of progressing the DNA legislation in the way that we did.  
It had allocated $1 million in the budget.  We increased that in our very first budget to $20 million; that is, 
$20 million instead of $1 million.  The previous government dragged the chain on introducing the legislation.  
DNA legislation went through the Victorian Parliament and other states in 2000, but we had to do it in Western 
Australia in 2001. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Where was the legislation?  Was the legislation drafted when you became the minister? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Does the member for Warren-Blackwood believe the legislation had been drafted?  
Does he believe it had been introduced?  Does he actually know any facts here? 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  It was not introduced. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  No, it was not introduced. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  But a lot of work was done on the legislation. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Why didn’t the previous government allocate money in its forward projections for it then? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The member for Warren-Blackwood is misleading the house today.  If he checks the 
facts, he will find that DNA legislation was introduced at the very last moment by the Court government.  The 
bill was read to the house by Hon Kevin Prince but not progressed by the Court government at that time; it was 
left until the death knell.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Okay, I was wrong.  We introduced the legislation; you didn’t. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  After that, at my behest, I had to completely renegotiate this legislation with the 
commonwealth.  In fact, I received a letter from the federal Minister for Justice and Customs, Hon Chris Ellison, 
who said that the federal government had a number of concerns with the way we had strengthened the 
legislation; although he referred to it not as strengthening but as changes to the model bill.  That is because we 
chose to depart from the model bill to make the legislation better.  The provision in the national bill, which was 
introduced in other states, for qualification for placement on the DNA register was that a person be imprisoned 
for five years or charged with an offence punishable by five years.  We brought that threshold down to one year.  
That is symbolic of the significant and important changes that we made to the legislation.  That is why, despite 
Western Australia having a smaller population, many more people are on our DNA database than there are in 
much more populous states like Victoria and New South Wales.  In the years between the last budget of the 
Court coalition government and our last budget the police budget has increased by 39 per cent.  That is the 
largest increase in the police budget in the history of the state; it is almost 40 per cent.  That is simply massive.  
That indicates the priority that we have given to law and order in this state. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Why did you get rid of so many public servants in the police department?  You started 
retrenching a load of them. 
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Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  If the member for Hillarys visits the Liberal web site, he will see a lot of lies about 
policing.  One is the furphy that hundreds of public servants have been taken out of the police department.  A 
total of about 20 were taken out, which relates to a saving each year.  Therefore, the Liberal Party multiplied by 
four the same people who disappeared in one year and said that I, as Minister for Police, had got rid of 80 public 
servants.  Hello!  The saving is there because it is the same 20 people who have left the Police Service and who 
are not being employed in the out years; it is the one lot of 20.  Our government made a commitment to engage 
250 more police officers in our first four-year term, and at the last election we committed to increase the Police 
Service by 350 officers and, most importantly, 160 public servants.  That is significant.  Members opposite, who 
are embarrassed about it, did nothing much for the Police Service in the last four years of their government.  
They did not appoint a single police officer above attrition.  The police budget was at such a low point that the 
police did not have essential equipment.  That is why we had to make the kind of commitment that we have 
made.  No-one would know better than you, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr M.J. Cowper), that at just about every 
Western Australian Police Union annual conference, former government ministers - whether it was the former 
minister, Bob Wiese; the next minister, the current member for Darling Range; or the former member for Albany 
when he was minister - stood and said that they supported occupational health and safety legislation for police 
officers.  Those members said that it was not fair that police officers were the only employees in the state of 
Western Australia who did not have occupational health and safety coverage, and that they would introduce 
legislation and deal with it.  They said it every year for eight years.  Can you, Mr Acting Speaker, believe the 
audacity of it?  Guess what, member for Warren-Blackwood?  No legislation was even drafted.  How, therefore, 
could the previous government have introduced it?  That is the contempt the previous government showed police 
officers in this state.  You, Mr Acting Speaker, would know, as you were one of them. 

Let us deal with facts and substance.  I was very disappointed with the speech of the member for Hillarys as 
there was no substance to it.  Almost his whole speech was based on a question and answer, and he read out only 
the answer.  He did not read out the question this afternoon, as that would have exposed the lie to his whole 
speech.  His speech deceived the members of this Assembly.  The figures he read out referred to all assaults or 
burglaries in Western Australia - or whatever the question was about.  The figures had a qualifier, but the 
member for Hillarys was too embarrassed to read it out because it related only to instances in which burglary 
was the most serious offence committed.  The member for Hillarys did not want to be exposed as talking about a 
small subset in the answer.  That is what the figures related to, not the whole picture.  It was, therefore, a sheer 
act of deception on his part.  The fact of the matter is that these are the statistics that have been provided to me. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Tell that to the people who are being bashed up. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  When are you going to accept that there was an increase in violent crime compared with the 
last year?  Do you deny that? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  This is the quality of debate that we have entered into today.  In the first speech in this 
house as opposition police spokesperson, the member for Hillarys said that the Minister for Police came into this 
place this afternoon and tried to tell us that crime was in decline in Western Australia when it was not.  Guess 
what?  I did not make it up.  The documents I have in my hand are reports from the police department that have 
been tabled in Parliament.  Later on in his speech, the member for Hillarys said that members could rely on the 
police department reports.  Yes, members can rely on the reports, but they indicate a sustained decline in crime 
in Western Australia.  That is what was tabled in Parliament today.  They are the facts and the member for 
Hillarys cannot argue with them.  He cannot come into this place and say that the Minister for Police claims that 
crime has gone down but it has not.  It is not my claim; it is in the official statistics, and it is a fact.  That is the 
pathetic quality of the speech we heard from the member for Hillarys today. 

The available statistics indicate that under this government the rate of assault has stabilised since 1999, after an 
upward trend under the previous government.  Here are some facts that perhaps the member for Hillarys might 
like to quote next time he makes a speech: in 1999 there were 799 assaults per 100 000 population; 786 in 2000; 
751 in 2001; 742 in 2002; 730 in 2003; and 720 in 2004.  Whether reference is made to the 1999, 2000 or 2001 
figures, at the very least it can be said that the crime statistics have been stabilised.  The facts show a slight 
decline. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  In violent crime? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Statistics show that the number of assaults peaked at 799 assaults per 100 000 
population in 1999 when the opposition was in government; 751 assaults per 100 000 population by 2001; and 
had reduced to 720 assaults per 100 000 population in 2004.  To suggest that there has been a huge escalation in 
assaults or crimes of that nature is not correct.  I read some qualifiers to the member because I know he has some 
difficulty understanding and interpreting statistics.  He said words to the effect that I was trying to make some 
excuses for the statistics.  He said later in his speech that the police statistics were credible and could be relied 
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on.  The following are not my words; they are the words on page 3 of the police department document, which 
says that assault offences have increased due to enhancement to family and domestic violence legislation in 
December 2004.  That was this government’s legislation.  It says also that the ongoing government commitment 
and police strategies encourage the reporting of offences.  Threatening behaviour offences have increased due to 
improvements in the frontline incident management system - IMS - in 2004-05 that now enable the recording of 
all threatening offences in the Police Act and the Criminal Code.  That simply means we are catching more 
offences in that database.  Under the heading “Increasing Breach of Restraint Offences”, the Police Service 
reports that the increase in the number of breaches of restraint offences may reflect enhancements to family and 
domestic violence legislation in December 2004.  That included a provision for police-initiated violence 
restraining orders and ongoing government and police strategies relating to an increased focus on the reporting 
of these kinds of offences.  Police-initiated violence restraining orders are an excellent initiative of the Gallop 
government.  I have not made that up; it forms a part of the tabled report.  From 2002-05, changes were 
introduced to the frontline IMS to provide a more open and accountable method of reporting incidents.  This has 
seen an increase in the number of offences that are now recorded because we have widened the pool. 

It is of note that several indicators of violent crime have actually decreased in recent years, such as sexual assault 
and robbery.  Between July and March 2003-04, 1 966 sexual assaults were committed and between July and 
March 2004-05, 1 640 sexual assaults were committed.  That is a 17 per cent reduction.  I will compare the 
number of robberies over the nine-month period from July to March.  In 2003-04, 1 666 robberies were 
committed and in 2004-05, 1 318 robberies were committed.  That is a 21 per cent reduction.  Far from 
escalating, sexual assaults during the nine months to March this year compared with the same period last year 
reduced by 17 per cent and over the same period the number of robberies reduced by 21 per cent. 

Indigenous violence and domestic violence contribute to a large proportion of assault statistics.  These are key 
areas on which the government has focused intervention strategies.  For example, it is because of the Gordon 
report that the government has stationed police officers into areas where previously there had been no police 
presence.  More police officers will go to those remote communities over the course of this year.  That will mean 
that crimes that were previously not reported will be reported.  It is because of the Gordon report and many other 
reasons that we know violent crimes and assaults occur in some Aboriginal communities that until now have not 
been reported.  I expect that when they are reported - many of the places to which I refer are in the Kimberley 
district - we will see an increase in the number of incidents of assaults in those areas.  We expect to see a spike in 
the figures for the Kimberley once the police begin their operations.  However, in the longer term, the policing 
presence and the punishment of people who commit crimes will hopefully reduce the number of crimes that are 
committed.  In the very first instance when police are sent to those communities I have no doubt that we will see 
what will look like an increasing crime rate.  It will mean that for the first time those crimes are being reported 
and dealt with in a way they are not currently dealt with. 

Since 2001, the government has taken a number of positive steps to target violence and to protect the most 
vulnerable members of our community.  Some of the government’s key actions have included the new domestic 
violence legislation to ensure that this high-volume crime is treated as a crime.  Recent initiatives have been 
taken to target family violence, such as placing importance on stationing a domestic violence sergeant in each 
district. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  It is a crime whether it is a domestic situation or not. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  That shows your ignorance.   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Again the member for Hillarys is showing his ignorance.  No-one is arguing that it has 
not always been a crime.  That is what I am pointing out to him.  I am suggesting that it has not always been 
reported to its fullest extent.  Domestic violence and family violence have been drastically under-reported for a 
variety of reasons.  We need to encourage and empower women generally, but sometimes men, to report those 
crimes so that they can be dealt with appropriately.  Sadly, some men in the community still believe it is okay to 
assault their wives and/or their children and that it is not a crime.  That has certainly been the case over a long 
time.  It is a crime and we are encouraging more people to report it.  Even the federal government has taken an 
initiative in this regard. 

The appointment of a domestic violence sergeant in each police district also sends a strong message to and puts a 
strong focus on dealing with these issues.  We did not appoint a constable or even a senior constable to that 
position.  We have stated the importance of this matter and therefore the person in that position in each district 
must be a senior officer and must be taken seriously.  That is why we have appointed officers at the sergeant 
level to the position.  I am very pleased to say that a number of people in the Police Service sought those 
positions because they are the types of people who joined the Police Service because they wanted to make a 
positive difference in the community.  Many of them have a particular ambition to help women and children in 
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the community.  Therefore, they put themselves forward and were selected for a sergeant’s position in each of 
the districts. 

Following the passage of the Community Protection (Offender Reporting) Bill 2004, we have commenced also 
the registration of child sex offenders as a preventive measure in the ongoing management of perpetrators of this 
crime.  We have not only increased the strength of police officers by 250 but also the number of Aboriginal 
police liaison officers by 40.  That is very significant.  It represents a very high percentage increase of APLOs.  
The government has provided multi-agency facilities in remote locations to establish a permanent policing 
presence.  We have initiated actions at Warburton, Kalumburu, Gillarong, Balgo, Bidyadanga, Warmun, 
Warakurna and Kintore in the Northern Territory.  I was delighted to attend the opening of the centre in Kintore 
that services the remote Western Australian community of Kiwirrkurra.  I look forward to assisting the Northern 
Territory in policing some of its communities in the central lands. 

The government has resourced also the establishment operations of the police gang response unit.  As I have said 
before, we have introduced the toughest DNA legislation in Australia.  By doing so, we are improving our 
clearance rates significantly.  That is very demonstrable in the police statistics that I have tabled today.  Not only 
are overall rates of crime being reduced but also clearance rates are improving. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  More importantly, you resourced it to be able to carry out that legislation which is something 
that the opposition failed to do. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Exactly.  The figures tabled today covering the two quarters from December to March 
show a 7.2 per cent improvement in the clearance rate of crime in this state.  That is a remarkable improvement.  
I congratulate the Police Service for that.  The member for Hillarys says that if anything negative is happening in 
the Police Service, it is the government’s fault, because it has not resourced the service properly.  The Police 
Service in this state has never been better resourced.  A 40 per cent increase in the police budget is not a small 
increase.  There will be another increase in the budget this year.  I am very pleased that the Gallop government 
has prioritised law and order and dealing with crimes.  It has assisted the Police Service to drive down crime in 
this state.  All we saw under the former government was escalating crime rates in every category.  The former 
government earned Perth the title of burglary capital of Australia.  We have now seen sustained decreases in 
crime.  I read out the statistics during question time, but there have been sustained decreases in crime.  This is 
not only home burglary, commercial burglary and car theft but also a range of other crimes. 
We have also provided additional funding for the operational budget of the Police Service to ensure that it is 
properly resourced and so forth.  We have enacted new police “move on” powers, which take effect from 1 May 
this year.  We have created new offences attracting more than 14 years imprisonment for offenders who carry 
unlicensed firearms and drugs or large sums of money - the tools of trade of drug dealers.  We have increased the 
penalties for firearms offences.  We have increased imprisonment to seven years, when it was previously two 
years, for people going armed in public to cause terror.  We have strengthened the Weapons Act to clamp down 
on possession and the carriage of machetes.  We have reviewed the Security and Related Activities (Control) Act 
through public submissions, consultation and expert advice, and have adopted a suite of recommendations.  We 
have relocated the Perth Police Station from the outskirts of the city to Northbridge.  We have introduced the 
young people in Northbridge policy - the curfew - which has not been supported by the Liberal Party but which 
has been supported by the community of Western Australia.  That is apparent, given the very strong support for 
the Gallop government at the last election.  It is about the time the Liberal Party came on board and started 
supporting the Northbridge curfew and dealing with the issue of young people in Northbridge in the way that our 
Premier has done.  We have introduced a new range of drug and alcohol programs and services.  We have much 
better targeted indigenous programs.  We have put in place racial vilification measures via the WA Charter of 
Multiculturalism.  We have introduced violence in sports programs through the Department of Sport and 
Recreation.  We have updated the penalties and definitions of offences through the Criminal Law Amendment 
(Simple Offences) Act 2004.  We have introduced a range of early intervention programs via the early years 
strategy, such as parental support and legislation for parental responsibility orders and contracts, and we have 
also created a parent support service in the south east metropolitan region.  We have introduced a range of local 
community safety and crime prevention plans.  We introduced transit security patrols.  In our first year in 
government, 50 police officers went onto our train lines.  We have targeted school behaviour through the 
$65 million behavioural management in schools program.  As Minister for Justice, last year I introduced the 
intensive supervision program, which was a $20 million commitment by our government to deal with those 
serious and repeat young offenders - 
Mr R.F. Johnson:  You woke him up! 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  What a great Treasurer we have in the member for Belmont.  I would like to thank him 
for the additional $175 million a year in the police budget. 
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Mr E.S. Ripper:  I would like to thank you for spending it so well. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I also thank the Treasurer in advance for further budget increases he will announce 
when he reads his speech on budget day, because I have a certain degree of confidence that there will be even 
more money for our Police Service to enable police to enhance their performance further and reduce the crime 
rates.   
During the election campaign we announced a range of other initiatives.  We have really delivered for the Police 
Service.  People ask me what is the best thing we have done for the Police Service and every time I say it was the 
introduction of occupational health and safety legislation for our police officers.  I was an MP for seven of the 
eight years we were in opposition and I thought it was an absolute scandal that there was no occupational health 
and safety coverage for police officers in this state.  They are people in whom the community places a great deal 
of faith and trust and whom the community wants to see treated properly as public officers; yet, the Court 
government refused to do it.  Worse still, those in the Court government paid lip service to the police each and 
every year.  After a while I learnt that I could not trust what Liberal ministers were saying because each and 
every year the Liberals, and the Nationals before that, would stand and say that at long last they would introduce 
legislation to protect police officers in this state so that they could go about their jobs in as safe an environment 
as possible, but it never happened.  We even introduced a bill when we were in opposition.  The Premier, when 
he was the member for Victoria Park and Leader of the Opposition, introduced a private member’s bill to try to 
afford police officers that protection.  It is important because we want to encourage good people in the 
community to become police officers, but without basic health and safety protection why would anyone be 
encouraged to join the Police Service at all?  Why would a person take on a job in this day and age that did not 
have basic occupational health and safety coverage?  Police officers in this state now have this coverage.  We 
introduced it as a priority - not last year or the year before at the tail end of our government, but right up-front at 
the beginning.  We also introduced a fair system of procedures for the dismissal of police officers, because we 
wanted a system that would get rid of those people we needed to get rid of.  Unfortunately, there are times when 
police officers do the wrong thing and the sooner those people are out of the Police Service the better, but there 
are other instances when people need to go through a fair and due process.  Again, our government gave police 
officers the right to go to the Industrial Relations Commission about those matters.  We put in place a much 
fairer and equitable system so police officers could have access to that system and good process and could not be 
just vexatiously dismissed.  That provided them with a proper and appropriate appeal process. 

I am very proud of the way the Gallop Labor government has supported our Police Service with a $175 million 
increase in the police budget, which equates to nearly a 40 per cent increase in the budget.  We promised to 
appoint 250 extra police officers, which we have delivered, and 40 additional Aboriginal police liaison officers.  
We saw not only the introduction of DNA legislation but also the commitment of the Gallop government, the 
Premier and the Treasurer to back it up with appropriate funding so that we have the best DNA database in the 
country.  From my point of view, we also have the best fingerprint database, too.  Western Australia gets a better 
hit rate on fingerprints against the national automated fingerprint system than do other states.  That is not only 
because the officers have done a good job, but also they have been appropriately funded; they have also had the 
time, inclination and the funding to choose and upload the best of a number of prints onto the system.  Those 
fingerprints have been uploaded onto the national system and it is proving to be a boon for us.  We have put one 
linking system in place in the south east metropolitan district so that officers who were previously in what was 
called the Cannington district - it is still known as the Cannington station - were able to access that equipment 
and very quickly check fingerprints against the national database.  We put that system at Cannington because 
that is our biggest and most active metropolitan policing area and the area in which most crimes occur.  We put it 
there because it is of greatest use and the police officers have been using it to excellent effect. 

I do not think members will see any more openness and accountability than the tabling of the quarterly statistics.  
Each quarter the statistics are tabled in the house.  I have tabled the statistics for every quarter that I have been 
minister.  I think this is the first time that I have ever tabled two quarterly reports together.  This is because the 
December quarter report did not become available till January, and Parliament was not sitting at that time.  The 
government has been accountable.  The reports not only include figures on a state basis, but also members can 
look at figures for their own districts.  Sure, members can look at particular districts and particular categories of 
crime, and there may be some ups and downs.  However, for every downside in this report, there is an even 
bigger upside.  In anticipation of some people drawing out some of the downs and denigrating the efforts of the 
government and the Police Service in some of the regions in particular categories of crime, most regions show a 
significant decrease in overall crime figures. 

I draw the attention of members particularly to the north west metropolitan district.  It is a shame that the 
member for Hillarys is not in the chamber.  He and the former member for Kingsley, Hon Cheryl Edwardes, 
were making quite a fuss over the north west metropolitan district towards the latter part of last year, making all 
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kinds of claims in the lead-up to the election that the district was under-supplied with police officers and crime 
was on the increase.  I said at the time, and I will say again, that officers in the north west district have been 
doing an excellent job, and I draw members’ attention to the fact that the total selected reported offences for the 
nine months ending March 2005, compared with the same period last year, indicate a 19.9 per cent reduction.  
That is nearly a 20 per cent reduction in crime.  That is a figure that I know you, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr J.R. 
Quigley), will be very pleased about.  Equally, if not more impressive, is a 9.2 per cent improvement in the 
clearance rate for that same period; a very significant improvement.  That indicates to me that, in the first 
instance, police officers are out there doing a good job. 

Under the new commissioner we are seeing a lot more active policing at the frontline.  That will mean that a few 
more street offences and assaults will be picked up, because the police are out there in the community.  It also 
means that police are responding more quickly, and are actually turning out to deal with crimes.  One of the 
assurances that the Commissioner of Police has now given me is that all burglaries will be attended.  This is not 
something that happened, and was not even an aspiration, under the previous government.   
Mr M.J. Cowper:  They are not all attended. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  If the member knows of instances in which burglaries are not attended, he should let me 
know and I will advise the commissioner, because that is the undertaking the Police Service has made to the 
government.  We have given the Police Service a massive increase in its budget, and we have said that we want 
burglary targeted.  The assurance I have been given is that the police will aim to attend every burglary.  
Clearance rates show that forensic material is being taken from burglary and crime scenes, because the police are 
getting the matches.  The police are more and more seeing the benefits of crime scene and forensic examinations.  
The link to the national automated fingerprint database was made in 2001, and our own DNA database is the 
most successful in the country.  This has clearly assisted the police.  We have also seen some very good strategic 
approaches taken by the Police Service in the past year, in deciding to seriously target repeat offenders.  A 
number of specific operations have been put into a number of the regions, which have targeted people the police 
believe to be responsible for a number of crimes, be they home burglaries or car thefts.  The police have targeted 
those individuals and prosecuted them through the courts. 

The member for Hillarys suggested earlier that very few people are in jail for burglary, or that fewer people are 
now in jail for burglary then was the case previously, but it is just not true.  He misled the house by quoting a 
narrow set of figures I had given in response to a question which included a qualifier.  Although I do not have 
the question in front me, I believe the qualifier was something like cases in which burglary was the most serious 
offence committed.  Therefore, people who committed an assault or some other offence that was deemed to be 
more serious than burglary were not included in that answer.  The member for Hillarys then took the total figure 
given for burglary to indicate that hardly anybody went to jail in those circumstances.  That is not the case.  At 
the end of last year, as Minister for Justice, I sought and received figures from the Department of Justice that 
clearly indicated a significant increase in the number of people in jail for burglary offences.  It was quite untrue 
for the member for Hillarys to suggest that I had misled the house.  I said that if he was an honest and decent 
person he would read out the question, but he would not do that.  I asked him to do it at least 20 times during the 
debate by way of interjection, which may have been a little unruly, but the fact of the matter was that he was 
misleading the house, because he was not being honest and he would not read out the question.  He read 
something out of context and attempted to portray it as something that it is not. That was his whole effort this 
afternoon, and I think it was a disgrace.  It was nothing more than a personal attack, without substance.  His 
whole speech this afternoon was without substance.  It revolved around one single question and answer already 
used by the member for Kalgoorlie and by members in the upper house months ago.  It had already featured in 
one of the press releases of the member for Kalgoorlie last year, when it was pointed out to the member for 
Kalgoorlie that he was selectively quoting from an answer, in the way that he often does, and misleading with 
the statistics.  Once that was reported to the media, they were not interested in it any further, in the same way 
that they were barely interested in a press release put out by the member for Hillarys last week.  It was a very 
shallow press release, because he made assertions that he did not back up.  

The member for Hillarys said that I had tried to tell the house this afternoon that crime was on the decline, and 
that somehow that was not true.  However, the facts speak for themselves.  Yes, there have been some increases 
in some reported offences, and some of those things are explained in the qualifying remarks at the beginning of 
the report, because of the government’s proactive response on domestic violence and changes in the incident 
management system.  Those for whom this is not clear can refer to page 15 of the tabled March quarter report, 
where they will see a figure for total selected reported offences at the bottom of the page.  For the nine months 
ending March 2005, the figure is down by 9.5 per cent.  When the Liberals were last in government we never 
saw figures like that.  Total selected reported offences were virtually never down; they were always either the 
same or higher.  An even more impressive statistic on the right of the page is the percentage change in the 
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clearance rate for the nine months ending March 2005.  It shows a 7.2 per cent improvement.  In March 2004 
there was a 29.4 per cent clearance rate, and by March 2005 the clearance rate was 36.6 per cent.  That is 
something that the government should be rightly proud of, because it has supported our Police Service.  I am also 
very proud of the Police Service because, although the government has provided it with a lot more funding and 
will continue to support it very strongly in this term of government, we have certainly seen a dividend.  I applaud 
Commissioner O’Callaghan, the deputy commissioners, the assistant commissioners and all police officers down 
to the level of constable, as well as our Aboriginal police liaison officers, for the work they have done in 
assisting us to drive the rate of crime down and improving the clearance rates.  Unlike members opposite, I am 
not here to denigrate the Police Service, I am here to applaud it for the good work it is doing in driving crime 
rates down.  Yes, there is more to be done.  What we inherited from members opposite more than four years ago 
was not a good picture, and compared less than favourably with other states in Australia.  However, the crime 
rate has turned around considerably and there has been a downward trend, particularly over the past 12 months - 
maybe Commissioner O’Callaghan can take some credit for that - but certainly more generally over the past 
couple of years.  Is there still too much crime in the community?  Of course there is.  Do we want to do better?  
Of course we do.  That is why we are here.  That is why we are in government.  That is why the Police Service 
will receive another increase in its budget this year.  That is why we will continue to support Commissioner 
O’Callaghan, the Police Service and all communities throughout Western Australia with their police services.  
We will assist the Police Service in driving down the crime rate by giving it the tools it needs to improve 
clearance rates.   

MR M.J. COWPER (Murray) [6.20 pm]:  I acknowledge and appreciate the minister’s understanding of a 
number of issues relating to policing.  Most members of this house know that I have an acute understanding of 
the policing situation, given that I was a police officer for the past 27 years.  I am not about to stand in this place 
and argue certain issues.  However, I would like to raise some significant points in the house.  One is very clear.  
I listened intently to the minister and agreed with a number of issues she raised.  Conversely, I disagreed with a 
number of issues that she raised.  I refer specifically to the reports that are brandished in the house.  I have an 
acute understanding of how they are compiled, distributed and used as a way to gauge the efficacy of the Police 
Service and whether crime rates are going up or down.  Unfortunately, my practical experience casts some doubt 
over the way in which those statistics are used.  I have often used an example of how this occurs.  For instance, 
the rate of burglary in an area might be 20 a month.  That would be a fairly nice place in which to live!  Warwick 
at one stage experienced about 375 burglaries a month.  Where I was based the rate was 20 a month.  If a known 
criminal moved into that area and the burglary rate went from 20 to 40, that would represent a 100 per cent 
increase in the occurrence of burglaries for that month.  With the good work of some police officers, some 
intelligence and the assistance of the community, the police would apprehend that person, take him out of the 
system and deal with him appropriately.  The burglary rate would then drop to 20 again.  That would be a 
decrease not of 100 per cent but of 50 per cent.  I will repeat that: if the burglary rate went from 20 to 40, it 
would be a 100 per cent increase; however, if the rate went from 40 to 20, it would be only a 50 per cent 
decrease.   

When figures such as a decrease of 17 per cent or increases of X, Y and Z are brandished about the house, I have 
some difficulty in acknowledging the integrity of those statistics.  As part of the duties of an officer in charge of 
a police station, I was involved in compiling such statistics.  I am familiar with four different ways in which 
offence statistics have been compiled and distributed over the years.  The minister mentioned the introduction of 
a new system, the incident management system.  That is an integrated system that goes hand in glove with the 
computer aided dispatch and communications services project, which tracks offences and response times.  It is a 
quite complex and reasonable tool on which modern policing now relies.  However, trying to compare offence 
statistics compiled under this system with statistics for offences that occurred five or six years ago is a bit like 
trying to compare apples with oranges.  Quite frankly, the system under which the statistics are obtained has 
changed over the years.  Policing changed in the 27 years that I was a police officer and will continue to change.  
That is the challenge for our good police officers.   

I take great exception to the minister saying that members on this side of the house denigrate the police.  Many 
of the people to whom she referred are close personal friends of mine, some of who are still out there doing a 
very difficult job.  I refer to some good friends in remote Aboriginal communities who have been spoken about.  
Peter Hayes is currently in charge of the Kalumburu Police Station.  The minister mentioned many other places, 
such as Kintore and Balgo.  I have first-hand knowledge of those places, having been stationed in or having 
visited or investigated crimes in those areas.  I believe that we can expect an increase in reported crime in those 
areas.  However, let me say this: I have some difficulty in saying whether incidents of crime are increasing or 
decreasing.   
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At the end of the day it is a matter of what the community perceives the situation to be.  I will refer to one issue 
that I raised in a paper that I wrote about eight or nine years ago, which was in a report that I believe was tabled 
in this house by the member for Leschenault and a subcommittee on crime.  I contributed extensively to that 
report.  That document talks about three causal factors of crime.  One is the fear of crime as opposed to crime 
itself.  Sure, we have an expansive news system.  We have newspapers and radio and television stations that 
broadcast the news explicitly these days, which generates a lot of interest in the community.  When I was 
doorknocking in my electorate during the election campaign I was often asked what I did in my former life.  At 
that time I was still a police officer.  Many people related how they were fearful of crime.  That is evident in the 
number of security systems that are now in place, the proliferation of security firms, and the number of window 
grilles, window treatments and alarm systems that are installed.  Those things actually assist burglars in the long 
run, as people have less interaction with their neighbours.   

The problem in policing today is the changing environment.  I acknowledge that the minister mentioned issues 
pertaining to the Occupational Safety and Health Act.  The amendments to that act were in the pipeline for a 
number of years.  The commissioner at the time, Bob Falconer, was a signatory to the principles of occupational 
health and safety before the legislation was put in place.  When I was the officer in charge of the Denmark Police 
Station in 1996 I had to train my officers in specific duties relating to the search for and seizure of a large 
quantity of drugs, particularly in situations involving hazardous conditions such as swamps where booby traps 
are often set.  It was my responsibility.  Police officers have for many years been subject to occupational health 
and safety provisions but have not been compelled to abide by them.  The new act is in place.  However, it has 
caused a number of onerous issues for the Police Service.  It has placed an impost on police resources.  The 
minister mentioned that an extra $175 million was added to the police budget.  Unfortunately, because of the 
Occupational Safety and Health Act amendments and other legislation that has impacted on the Police Service, 
there are now fewer police officers on our roads than ever before in the history of the Police Service.  I will 
explain myself.  Twenty years ago when I was stationed in Broome, my offsider and I would go out on patrol.  I 
would use one police car and the other officer would use another police vehicle.  We would patrol Broome and 
undertake inquiries.  There would be one officer in each police vehicle.  The general observation of the people of 
that town was that there was a great police presence, because they would see one officer going down one street 
and then down another, and officers going from one inquiry to the next.  The comparison today is that there 
cannot be one police officer in a car by himself.  That is symptomatic of today’s modern policing.  Two officers 
in a police car is the minimum, and in certain places in Western Australia, particularly in Perth, the minimum is 
three.  There are a number of reasons for that.  One is the occupational health and safety issue.  The second one 
is that the courts in Western Australia will not convict on the uncorroborated evidence of a single officer.  Thus, 
it is a requirement that the evidence of an on-duty police officer be corroborated.   

I throw into the mix the Criminal Investigation (Identifying People) Act.  The minister referred to DNA.  It is a 
great tool of modern technology and it is good that the Police Service has that technology.  It would be great to 
see the use of that technology expanded in the Police Service, with additional funding going towards it.  Most 
police officers have been trained in the collection of that vital forensic tool.  The problem that the Police Service 
has with the collection of DNA is that it must wait for up to eight to 12 months to get the result of a simple DNA 
test following attendance at a crime scene, such as a burglary.  As members can imagine, there is a great demand 
for DNA testing in Western Australia.  Consequently, the police prioritise the various jobs, and those jobs that 
have the highest priority - obviously, they are crimes of a serious nature investigated by the criminal 
investigation bureau such as murders and sexual assaults - get priority over the run-of-the-mill burglaries that 
occur from time to time.  Under the Criminal Investigation (Identifying People) Act, there is a requirement for 
those officers to maintain the continuity of evidence.  The actual process of taking DNA and fingerprints from an 
offender takes anything from 45 minutes to an hour, depending on the cooperation of the offender involved.  In 
effect, for every single person who is arrested in Western Australia, the process occupies an additional two hours 
of any police officer’s day.   

In addition to that, there is the investigative practices review that occurred.  It is commonly referred to as the 
Staltari report.  That report says that a minimum level of investigation of crime by police officers in Western 
Australia is required.  Previously, when it became apparent to police officers that there was the likelihood of a 
result in a particular case, they would bypass those requirements and perhaps not carry out the amount of 
investigation that should possibly have been carried out.  It is acknowledged that it was a judgment call.  
However, there is now a minimum level of investigative review of any crime.  That has created a problem for 
policing today.  An officer generally performs a shift of between eight and 12 hours.  If the police happen to 
make an arrest, they spend one hour taking the DNA.  They spend further time obtaining statements.  There is a 
minimum requirement.  If they have to arrest and lock up the person, they must find a justice of the peace.  
Often, at two o’clock or three o’clock in the morning, the task is a bit onerous.  In accordance with the lockup 
manual, the sergeant in charge of lockups will not receive an offender from an out-station unless there is a 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 27 April 2005] 

 p793b-807a 
Mr Rob Johnson; Acting Speaker; The Acting Speaker (mr M.J. Cowper); Mrs Michelle Roberts; Mr Murray 

Cowper; Mr Tony Simpson; Dr Graham Jacobs 

 [13] 

signed, sworn complaint and the necessary lockup admission forms have been completed.  Continuing on from 
that, other legislation that has impacted on police officers requires them to deal with issues relating to the output-
based management system.  Therefore, a lot of statistics have been generated so that people can stand in this 
house and say that the crime figures have gone up or down.  I find that a little strange.  Here we are arguing the 
point about whether crime is going up or down.  The simple test is for a member to knock on a few doors in his 
electorate and ask the people how they feel. 

Ms M.M. Quirk:  You are saying that perception is more important than reality.  Is that what you are saying?   

Mr M.J. COWPER:  I am saying that the most important factor is that the fear of crime is a greater problem 
than crime itself. 

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  We have to make people feel safe in their homes, as well as fix the crime problem. 

Ms M.M. Quirk:  The member for Hillarys said that the escalating crime rates are the problem.  You are saying 
that people’s perceptions are that crime is worse than it actually is. 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  If the member had listened, she would understand that I was making the point that the 
biggest problem in our community is dealing with the fear of crime, as opposed to crime itself.  I am not saying 
that crime is not important - far from it.   

We have a Police Service that has been encumbered by legislation in recent times.  Modern policing is such that 
the requirements placed on police officers in carrying out their normal daily duties are impeding their ability to 
do their job.  It can be said that the Police Service has an additional 270 police officers and 40 new Aboriginal 
police liaison officers.  However, the requirements placed on those police officers have grown exponentially.   

Another concern is the facilities, resources and equipment that are available for police officers.  Recently I was 
on duty when a car slammed into a transformer on Manning Road.  It knocked out the power in the immediate 
area.  It caused a blackout.  That meant that the Cannington Police Station could not respond to that incident 
because the gates at the police station would not open, as there was no electricity.  The police had to put a police 
bike through a side gate to attend the traffic accident.  That highlighted the fact that the Cannington police 
district did not have a backup generator, which many of the new facilities do have.  The resources that police 
officers have available to them are of major concern. 

When we are looking at statistics, we should look at comparisons with last year.  There are seasonal factors.  In a 
certain period, X number of offences might occur.  That should be compared with the same time last year, 
because seasonal factors come into play.  It is no good comparing the first three months with the third three 
months of the year.  In my area, the Peel region, offences against the person have escalated dramatically, and that 
alarms me.  I do not have those figures in front of me.  Again, I do not want to burden the house with these 
statistics.  However, clearly, offences against the person, such as assaults, have increased.  An explanation has 
been given that reporting of domestic violence etc has gone up.  Yes, but I will tell the house something that has 
not been mentioned before.  Because of the sphere of crime and because police officers have difficulty getting to 
jobs, confidence in the police has dropped somewhat.  I still have great faith in my former colleagues.  I believe 
they are doing a great job under the circumstances.  However, the constraints on their ability to do their job are 
diminishing their standing in the eyes of many people in the community.   

I heard the minister mention that there have been X number of sexual assaults.  I cannot remember the figures 
now.  They were down only marginally.  In fact, they have gone down by 17 per cent, whatever that means. 

[Leave granted for the member’s time to be extended.] 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  At the end of the day, if a police officer attended at the house of some parents after their 
daughter had been sexually assaulted, I am sure that those people would not be consoled to any degree if they 
were told that the incidence of sexual assault had gone down by 17 per cent.  That means nothing to the person 
on the street.  The fact is that it still happens.  I acknowledge that sexual assaults have been occurring for a 
number of years.  Members opposite can rattle off all the statistics they like; however, they need only visit police 
stations to get a true picture.  If the minister had remained in this place, I would have reminded her that it is 
important for all members on both sides of the house to visit the police operations centre in the minister’s 
electorate of Midland.  During my time as a police officer I was a team leader for shift C at Midland Police 
Station.  My job was to allocate resources to the various stations in the metropolitan and country areas.  It is true 
that the Cannington, or south east metropolitan, district is by far the busiest district in the metropolitan area.  A 
fantastic new facility has been installed there, which is a great credit to the government of Western Australia.  
An online interception system will also be established.  That will have the capacity to deal with an additional 60 
or 70 interceptive callers; that is, civilians taking phone calls, receiving preliminary reports and sending them 
through a computer system.  The interceptive officers are often abused after taking a 000 call.  Those officers 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 27 April 2005] 

 p793b-807a 
Mr Rob Johnson; Acting Speaker; The Acting Speaker (mr M.J. Cowper); Mrs Michelle Roberts; Mr Murray 

Cowper; Mr Tony Simpson; Dr Graham Jacobs 

 [14] 

listen for many hours while the dregs of our society verbally abuse them.  They maintain their decorum and do a 
fantastic job.  Within about 30 seconds they can establish what is the problem; they code the offences and 
forward them through to dispatchers.  I think that the addition of the new call centre and that fantastic system 
cost more than $30 million.  A community could have the most fantastic system in the world, but unless 
policemen are on the road doing their job, it is a waste of money.  

Irrespective of what side of the house members sit, they should all make a point of visiting the Midland police 
operations centre and spending a couple of hours with the police officers to see what they do and what is shown 
on the computer screens.  A bloke coming on shift at Cannington can be almost guaranteed that at least 20 jobs 
will be waiting for him.   

Ms M.M. Quirk:  What about the female officers? 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  I said police officers  

Ms M.M. Quirk:  You said “a bloke”.   

Mr M.J. COWPER:  I said the police officers would see that there are up to 20 or 30 jobs.   

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  The member should tune in.  Twenty jobs that need attending to will be listed on the 
screen.  When the officers prioritise those jobs, they must make a judgment call.  If members opposite have been 
victims of crime, as I have been on two occasions - my house has been broken into twice - 

Ms M.M. Quirk:  Try seven times.  My house was broken into seven times under the Court government. 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  Is the member saying that the Court government caused those burglaries?   

Ms M.M. Quirk:  I was just saying. 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  Crime has been a problem for a long time.  I have not said one bad thing about the 
government; in some respects, I have given the government credit.  The member for Girrawheen, who is nodding 
and interjecting, should at least have the decency to listen to what I am saying.  

Ms M.M. Quirk:  I am listening. 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  That is great, and it will be great if she continues to do that.   

Every night my 13-year-old daughter checks all the doors to make sure they are locked.  She is frightened 
because our house has been broken into twice.  On one occasion we apprehended the offender.  I subsequently 
took my daughter to counselling, where she was taken through what is called the diversion process, formerly 
referred to as a panel.  During that process my daughter had eye contact with the offender who broke into our 
house.  I thought that process would assuage her angst about that incident.  However, she is still suffering a 
degree of anxiety about the potential for that offender to repeat the offence.  She asked the young female 
offender why she had broken into our house.  Her anxiety can be transposed to the number of people who are 
affected by the many burglaries that occur each year.  To be honest, I find the statistics abhorrent.  They indicate 
that burglaries have reduced from X to Y.  I do not know what the figures are.  Members have argued the point 
over the degree by which they have been reduced.  The fact is that many people in the community, particularly 
infirm and young people, are frightened by them.  I must admit that I have been around for a while and have 
suffered a few knocks.  However, I worry that I might go home and find my house broken into again.  I am sure 
that thought crosses the member for Girrawheen’s mind occasionally, given she claims that her house has been 
broken into seven times.  Crime is a very serious issue for the members of this community.  I find it rather odd to 
be arguing one way or another about the statistics.  We need to get on top of the real issues.   

I can assure the government of my support on issues that I believe will be effective.  At the moment decisions 
are being made that impact on our police officers, my former colleagues.  I sought election to Parliament because 
of my concern about the “people on the hill” making decisions when they had absolutely no understanding of the 
impact of those decisions on the officers on the street.  When I have an opportunity to talk to my former 
colleagues, I will look them in the eye and assure them that I will be batting for them in this place.  That does not 
mean sitting down, interjecting, carrying on and poking fun at the government.  If the government comes up with 
some great ideas, I guarantee that I will support them.  If the coalition is returned to government, I will expect 
the same courtesy. 

Ms M.M. Quirk:  Of course it will.  

Mr M.J. COWPER:  Crime is probably one of the most serious issues in the community at the moment.  The 
minister is not here so I will suggest to her later that she should arrange to take members to the police operations 
centre at Midland for a couple of hours.  Thursday night is a fantastic night for seeing the true situation.  I can 
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guarantee that, since the beginning of this year, the number of crimes reported on Thursday nights is in the 
vicinity of 200 000, and this is only the fourth month of the year.  From memory, I think that centre receives 
about 5 000 to 7 000 calls a day.  When police officers attend a residence that has reported an offence, they can 
see that the house has been broken into and burgled.  I can assure members that burglaries that are occurring in 
certain areas of the metropolitan area are not being attended.  When a call was made to the police station I 
worked at, officers had to carry out a minimum level of investigation.  The investigative practices review made 
sure that occurred.  When I came to the metropolitan area I was astounded to learn that that minimum level of 
investigation was not happening.  I found that it was not happening because of the workload.  That review has 
created a rod for the Police Service’s back inasmuch as officers must undertake a basic level of inquiry and, as a 
result, their time is consumed.  Members have given examples of slow response times.  I have even spoken to the 
Leader of the Opposition about response times.  Everyone wants to hang their hat on the issue of the amount of 
time it takes police officers to reach a scene.  However, people do not understand that officers must prioritise 
jobs.  They cannot be everywhere at once; therefore, they select the most important jobs - those that have been 
getting stale.  The teamwork between dispatchers and officers on the road is phenomenal.  Although 20 jobs are 
waiting to be dealt with, if an officer is required to deal with an offender whom he must take to the police 
station, all the jobs will remain in abeyance until someone can be brought in from the regional operations group - 
which does a fantastic job - or until someone from the night shift or the day shift arrives.   

The point I want to make today is that the systems are under stress.  Funds for police officers need to be 
increased, and I hope that issue has support from both sides of the house.  I do not believe police officers are 
paid enough for the job they do.  However, I understand they received an increase during the previous term of 
government.   

Ms M.M. Quirk:  A very generous one.  

Mr M.J. COWPER:  I must admit that it was a generous increase, but I can say without reservation that they 
still do not get paid sufficiently for the work they do.   

In closing, I draw to members’ attention that when statistics are bounced around in this chamber and members 
refer to increases or decreases in statistics, they mean nothing.  When I see those statistics I throw them in the 
bin; I do not read them.  I want to see the figures for this year compared with those of last year.  When my new 
colleagues get statistics, they should compare them with the figures for the same time the previous year, without 
converting the difference to a percentage because percentages and statistics lie.  

MR A.J. SIMPSON (Serpentine-Jarrahdale) [6.49 pm]:  My concern is the Minister for Police and 
Emergency Services’ failure to manage the rate of violent crimes.  Earlier, the minister referred to some 
excellent statistics and I must admit they are very good.  The report to which the minister referred states that 
there was a 34 per cent drop in aggravated robbery and a 23 per cent reduction in burglaries at commercial 
properties.  All the statistics mentioned today by the minister related to crimes against property.  However, I am 
gravely concerned about other latest crime figures.  Violent crimes in Western Australia were up in the first 
quarter of 2005 by nearly 20 per cent, and aggravated assaults in the Peel region were up by 53.1 per cent in the 
first quarter of 2005.  The Peel region is made up of areas covered by the Shires of Murray, Serpentine-
Jarrahdale, Waroona and Boddington and the City of Mandurah.  It is a large area.  The Peel police district has 
experienced the highest increase in violent crime in 2005, with total offences against the person up by 63.8 per 
cent.  This is not a failing of our Police Service, but a failing by the Minister for Police and her government to 
provide police with the resources they need.  In my electorate of Serpentine-Jarrahdale, which is at the bottom 
end of the Shire of Serpentine-Jarrahdale area, seven police officers cover 900 square kilometres; it is quite an 
area.  I acknowledge my fair-weather friend from Bassendean, who is not in the chamber at the moment: in his 
term as member for Roleystone, he lobbied hard in this Parliament to get police numbers increased, and I 
acknowledge him for that work; he did a good job.  However, the people of Serpentine-Jarrahdale deserve better 
than the situation represented by these figures. 

Amendment to Motion 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  I move - 

 To add after “Western Australia” the following words -  

  and calls on the Labor government to immediately repeal the two-plant policy on marijuana 
which is sending the wrong message to young Western Australians often leading them into a 
lifetime of drug addiction and crime. 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 
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Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  If the member sits there quietly, I will explain.  The government’s two-plant policy sends 
the wrong message to young Western Australians and often leads to a life of crime and drug addiction.  The great 
work done by the Drug Use Monitoring in Australia project - DUMA - shows clear links between drug use and 
crime in our community.  In 2003, DUMA research indicated that 67 per cent of all violent male offenders tested 
positive to cannabis.  There is a clear link between cannabis and violent crime.  This can be compared with an 
equivalent figure of 47 per cent in Brisbane and 27 per cent in Parramatta, New South Wales, for the same year.  
In 2000, the year before the Gallop government became soft on drugs, the equivalent figure in Western Australia 
was almost 10 per cent lower.  The “Drug Use Careers of Offenders” study, known as DUCO, found that the 
majority of incarcerated male offenders began their drug use by taking cannabis, and the study also found that 
women were even more likely than men to be using cannabis before embarking on a career of violent crime.  
There is a clear link between cannabis use and crime.  As I mentioned before, 67 per cent of violent male 
offenders in 2003 tested positive to cannabis.  It is a clear statement.  Everyone says that smoking a bit of weed 
causes no harm, but it is clear that it can lead people to no good at all.  There is a clear link between cannabis use 
and crime in our community. 

The Minister for Police should hang her head in shame about the current violent crime figures.  As I mentioned, 
they were up by nearly 20 per cent for the first quarter of 2005 when compared with the previous quarter.  Even 
though the minister said earlier today that great crime figures had been released - I agree that the figures 
generally were very good - the motion before the house deals with violent crime.  In your previous life as a 
lawyer, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr J.R. Quigley), you would have dealt with victims of violent crime.  The statistics 
in that regard are alarming, too.  The government should immediately repeal the soft on drugs policy, which is 
doing the community no good at all.  I call on the government to do two things: to act strongly on violent crime 
and to repeal the two-plant policy, which does not work and sends the wrong message to the young people of 
Western Australia. 

DR G.G. JACOBS (Roe) [6.55 pm]:  I thank the house for the privilege, albeit at this late hour, of talking in 
support of this motion, and I thank the member for Serpentine-Jarrahdale for his amendment.  As a practising 
doctor before this life, I have some experience with young people and teenagers in their use and abuse of 
marijuana.  I refer first to the original motion dealing with violent crime in Western Australia.  A report released 
this year indicates that violent crime in Western Australia soared nearly 20 per cent in the first quarter of 2005 
when compared with the corresponding period last year.  The “WA Police Service Monthly Reported Offence 
and Clearance Statistics” shows that from January to March this year, the incidence of aggravated assaults 
jumped 20.6 per cent, non-aggravated assaults jumped 18.8 per cent and threatening behaviour jumped by 96.4 
per cent.  Overall, total offences against people rose by 19.7 per cent.  Just as a point of definition, if someone 
physically hits another person with a part of his or her body, that is an ordinary, non-aggravated assault.  If a 
person is attacked with an implement, that is aggravated assault.  I am sure all members understand threatening 
behaviour.  We heard the Minister for Police talk to the house this morning about reductions in crime rates.  In 
fact, we concede that some aspects of aggravated robbery offences and home burglaries reduced 34 per cent and 
22 per cent respectively, and some figures show a drop in burglary of 15.4 per cent, a drop in motor vehicle theft 
of 12.3 per cent, and some reductions occurred in the incidence of sexual assault.  It seems that if one is not 
sexually assaulted or one’s car is not knocked off or one is not burgled, one has a one in five increased chance of 
being a victim of aggravated burglary and a one in five increased chance of being a victim of non-aggravated 
burglary.  As the police minister attempted to suggest when the shadow Minister for Police spoke about violent 
crime, it is not a furphy to suggest that aggravated burglary and non-aggravated burglary are a significant 
component of crime in Western Australia.  The “Western Australian Police Service Monthly Reported Offence 
and Clearance Statistics” for 2004 indicates that in the period to March 2004, 2 344 cases involved offences that 
included murder, attempted murder, manslaughter, aggravated sexual assault, non-aggravated sexual assault, 
threatening behaviour, deprivation of liberty etc.  Members must agree that these categories of offences come 
under the definition of violent crime.  The Police Service monthly reported crime statistics report of 2005 
indicated that the equivalent figure for March 2005 for offences under that same violent crime list was 2 748 
cases.  Members would concede that 2 344 cases last year and 2 748 cases for 2005 represents a significant 
increase.  

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

House adjourned at 7.00 pm 

__________ 
 


