ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE —
ASSESSMENT RESULTS

1 Thisworking paper describesthe expenses assessment for administration of justice and
providesinformation onitsimpact on the GST revenue distribution for the 2007 Updates.
The assessment method is discussed in Volume 6 of the 2004 Review Working Papers.

DESCRIPTION OF THE CATEGORY

2 The Administration of Justice category comprised expenseson administration, support,
operation and review of law courts, thejudicia system and legal aid programs. More
specifically, the category included expenses on legal representation and advice on behalf of
the government and others; costs of crown prosecutions; trusteeship services; and law reform
and registration of legal titlesto property.

3 The category also included expenses on the registration of births, deaths and marriages,
regulation of the sale and supply of liquor; industrial law; prisonsand corrective services; and
tribunal sand appeal sboards classified to other categories.

4 Because the Special Purpose Paymentsfor legal aidispaid for Australian Government
mattersonly, it was not included in the category. Also excluded from the category arethe
following SPPs: Gun Buyback Scheme, Special Revenue Assistancetothe ACT, Legal Aid,
and State Grantsfor Indigenous purposes. The SPPfor nativetitle areincluded.

5 Table 1 showsthe average expensesfor thelast six financial years. In 2005-06, the
Australian average expensesfor this category was $118.66 per capita, which represented 1.96
per cent of average expenses.

6 Tablel Administration of Justice, average expenses, 2000-01 to 2005-06

2000-01 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-06

Average expenses ($pc) 90.12 96.66 103.71 102.53 110.34 118.66
7 % of total State average expenses 1.84 187 1.94 1.88 194 1.96

Source calculation: 4450 E Average expenses
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ASSESSMENT METHOD

Description of the assessment

N . . : e d: Bullets and
8 The Administration of Justice assessment was undertaken using seven components: fixed ; E,?,mz:,tneg Bullets an

costs, criminal courts, civil courts, other services, isolation, land rightsand nativetite.

9 The expenses assessment method for the 2007 Update is the same aswas used for the 2006
Update. Itisasfollows.

o the expensesfor fixed costs, isolation, land rights and native title were assessed using
genera methods.

) the expensesfor criminal courts were assessed using amix of common factorsand a
factor that accounted for the socio-demographi c composition of populationswho use
criminal courts. Under the socio-demographic compositionfactor, assessed numbersof
criminal court userswere calculated using total criminal court appearancesdatafrom
the ABS. The ABS datawere disaggregated by age, sex and Indigeneity using State
providedinformation. Remote Indigenous userswere cost weighted by 1.1 and those
with low English fluency by 1.5. Higher court userswere cost weighted by 2.0. An
adjustment was madeto the assessed cal cul ationsfor the costs of prisonersthat were
prosecuted against Australian government law.

) the expensesfor civil courts were assessed using amix of common factors and afactor
which accounted for the economic environment in which the civil court serviceswere
provided. Theeconomic environment factor was based on civil court lodgements data®
weighted by 40 per cent, and general population dataweighted by 60 per cent. These
economic environment factorswere also used to measure the revenue capacitiesin the
Fees and Fines category.

o the expenses for other serviceswere assessed using amix of common factors.

Changessincethe 2006 Update

10 TheCommission decided that, for the 2006 Update, the national average userateswould be
based on new and morereliable ABS data on the number of finalised defendantsin each State
(sourced from ABS catalogue 4513.0 Criminal Courts). The ABS datawere then
disaggregated by Indigenous status, age, and sex of defendants using the State provided data
on court appearances. This approach was retained for the 2007 Update.

Assessment structure

11  Table2summarisesthe assessment structure for the 2007 Update.

! Productivity Commission, Report on Government Services.



Table2

Expense
component

Fixed costs

Criminal courts

Civil courts

Other services

Landrights

Native title

Isolation

Administration of Justice

Administration of justice, assessment structurefor the 2007 update, 2005-06

Component
weight

%
2.06

54.45

36.3

6.00

0.03

0.87

0.3

Factors

Administrative scale

Fixed costs input costs

Socio-demographic
composition

Cross-border
Dispersion

Input costs

Economicenvironment

Dispersion

Input costs

Dispersion

Input costs

Landrights

Native title

Isolation

Basis of calculation

General method.

General method with weights of 80% for wages,
2% for accommodation and 0.5% for electricity.

Indigenous and non-Indigenous age-sex use
weights applied to population. Cost weights
applied to remote Indigenous people (1.1) and
those with low English fluency (1.5). A cost
weight of 2.0 applied for higher court
appearances. Adjustment was made for court
appearances of Australian Government
offenders.

General method.
General method.

General method with weights of 60% for wages,
2% for accommodation and 0.5% for electricity.

Based on weighted civil court lodgements (40%)
and population data (60%).

General method.

General method with weights of 60% for wages,
2% for accommodation and 0.5% for electricity.

General method.

General method with weights of 60% for wages,
2% for accommodation and 0.5% for electricity.

The additional costsin the Northern Territory
arising from the Australian Government
Aboriginal Land Rights (Northern Territory) Act
1976 weighted by 20%.

The costs associated with the administration and
compensation resulting from the Australian
Government Native Title Act 1993.

General method.

Source calculation: 4450 E Derivation of category factor — Final year

12 Theproportionsof expenses affected by fixed costs and isolation were cal culated using the
general methods.

13 Component weightsfor land rightsand nativetitle were cal culated by dividing the expenses
on land rightsand nativetitle by total category expenses.

14  Component weightsfor the other servicescomponent, which includes expenseson trusteeship
services, law reform, and registration of legal titles property, were assessed at 6 per cent of
the States’ average expenses, based on past Statefinancial data.
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Component weightsfor the criminal courtsand civil courts componentswere set at 60 per
cent and 40 per cent respectively of the remaining expensesin the category.

Table 3 summarisesthe components, component weights and factors assessed for this
category for the 2007 Update. It showsthe calculation of the category factor for 2005-06.
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Table3 Administration of justice, derivation of category factor, 2007 Update, 2005-06

Factors NSW Vic Qld WA SA Tas ACT NT

Fixed costs (component weight = 2.06 %)

Administrative scale 0.37633 0.50595 0.63736 1.25990 1.65290 5.24912 7.81806 12.47610
Input costs 1.02885 0.99514 0.97511 0.98495 0.97832 0.96027 1.02142 1.02379
Component factor 0.38718 0.50349 0.62150 1.24094 1.61707 5.04058 7.98555 12.77287
A Wgtd comp factor 0.00801 0.01042 0.01286 0.02567 0.03345 0.10427 0.16519 0.26423

Criminal courts (component weight = 54.45 %)

Socio-demographic

composition 0.96097 0.85664 1.07615 1.11221 0.93233 1.02992 1.00982 3.65118
Cross border 0.99146 1.00000 1.00000 1.00000 1.00000 1.00000 1.17718 1.00000
Dispersion 0.99940 0.99392 1.00733 1.00472 0.99481 0.99427 0.98019 1.06394
Input costs 1.02254 0.99590 0.98112 0.98853 0.98249 0.96833 1.01629 1.01849
Component factor 0.97367 0.84791 1.06373 1.10470 0.91117 0.99140 1.18456 3.95215

B Wgtd comp factor 0.52899 0.46066 0.57791 0.60017 0.49503 0.53862 0.64356 2.14717
Civil courts (component weight = 36.3 %)
Economic environment 1.02825 1.08629 0.91913 0.95908 0.89550 0.93744 0.91618 0.99513

Dispersion 0.99940 0.99392 1.00733 1.00472 0.99481 0.99427 0.98019 1.06394
Input costs 1.02254 0.99590 0.98112 0.98853 0.98249 0.96833 1.01629 1.01849
Component factor 1.05081 1.07523 0.90851 0.95261 0.87517 0.90239 0.91295 1.07715

C Wgtd comp factor 0.38126  0.39012 0.32963 0.34563 0.31753 0.32741 0.33124 0.39082

Other services (component weight = 6 %)

Dispersion 0.99940 0.99392 1.00733 1.00472 0.99481 0.99427 0.98019 1.06394
Input costs 1.02254 0.99590 0.98112 0.98853 0.98249 0.96833 1.01629 1.01849
Component factor 1.02194 0.98982 0.98845 0.99325 0.97730 0.96260 0.99648 1.08243

D Wgtd comp factor 0.06132 0.05939 0.05931 0.05960 0.05864 0.05776 0.05979 0.06495
Land rights (component weight = 0.03 %)

Land rights 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 99.80879
Component factor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 99.80879
E Wgtd comp factor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.02637
Native title (component weight = 0.87 %)

Native title 0.11919 0.51581 0.00873 4.76250 3.60924 0.00000 0.06769 8.45634
Component factor 0.11919 0.51581 0.00873 4.76250 3.60924 0.00000 0.06769 8.45634
F Wgtd comp factor 0.00104 0.00450 0.00008 0.04153 0.03147 0.00000 0.00059 0.07374

I solation (component weight = 0.3 %)

Isolation 0.04030 0.07374 0.11575 1.86107 1.08664 2.90754 1.21355 58.91048
Component factor 0.04030 0.07374 0.11575 1.86107 1.08664 2.90754 1.21355 58.91048
G Wgtd comp factor 0.00012 0.00022 0.00034 0.00551 0.00322 0.00861 0.00359 0.17435
Category factor 0.98073 0.92530 0.98013 1.07811 0.93934 1.03666 1.20397 3.14162

Source calculation: 4450 E Derivation of category factor — Final Y ear



Administration of Justice

Note: For each component, the component factor is calculated using the formulain the following paragraph. The weighted
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component factor is the component factor multiplied by the component weight. Thisis then population weighted to
ensure that the sum of assessed expenses equals average expenses.

Component factor rebased so that the average is 1.00000.

Category factor=(A+B+C+D+E+F+G).

The category factor was cal culated asfollows:
category = fixed costs + criminal courts + civil

factor courts + other services + isolation +

land rights + native title

where

fixed costs = 0.0206 [administrative scale * input costs]

criminal = 0.5445 [socio-demographic composition

courts * cross-border * (dispersion + input costs
other - 1)]

civil courts = 0.3630 [economic environment *

(dispersion + input costs other - 1)]

0.0600 [(dispersion + input costs other — 1)]

other services

land rights 0.0003 [land rights]
native title 0.0087 [native title]
isolation = 0.0030 [isolation]

In each case, the contributionsto the category factor were calculated asthe expense
component weight (the percentagesin the table) multiplied by the factors (the bracketed terms
intheformulas). Each contribution to the category factor wasthen re-scaled to ensure that
the sum of assessed expenses equalled the sum of actual expenses.

RESULTSFOR 2005-06
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Table9 at the end of thisworking paper summarisesthe results of the assessment. 1t shows
the average, actual and assessed expensesfor each Statefor al years of the 2007 Update.

Table 4 shows actual, average and assessed expenses per capitaand the assessed cost of
providing servicesratiosfor the assessment in 2005-06. The assessed cost of providing
servicesratioisequivalent to the category factor shownin Table 3.

Table4 Administration of justice, assessment results, 2005-06
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NSW Vic Qld WA SA Tas ACT NT Avg

$pc $pc $pc $pc $pc $pc $pc $pc $pc

Actua expenses 108.84 120.00 102.82 131.14 150.28 94.16 134.27 392.89 118.66
Assessed expenses 116.38 109.80 116.31 127.93 111.47 123.01 142.87 372.80 118.66
% % % % % % % % %

Assessed cost of providing
services ratio (a)

Source calculation: 4450 E Assessment results

(a) The assessed cost of providing servicesratio istheratio of standardised to standard gross expenses per capita.

98.07 9253 98.01 107.81 93.93 103.67 120.40 314.16 100.00

22 Figurelillustratesthe per capitaassessed, actua and average expensesfor administration of
justice for 2005-06.

23 Figurel Administration of justice, grossexpensesper capita— assessed, actual and average,
2005-06

450 T
400 +
350 +
300 +
250 +
200 +
150
100
50 4
0

Avg 118.66

NSwW Vic Qld WA SA Tas ACT NT

] Assessed Actual

Source calculation: 4450 E Expenses per capita— assessed, actual and average.

CONTRIBUTIONTO GST REVENUEDISTRIBUTION

24  Table5 showsthe category’ s contribution to the distribution of GST revenue and health care
grants (hereafter GST revenue). It also showsthe contribution of each factor and component
tothe GST revenuedistribution.
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Table5 Administration of justice, contribution of assessment to GST revenue
distribution, 2007 Update

Factor NSwW Vic Qld WA SA Tas ACT NT re;c;t%l
$m $m $m $m $m $m $m $m $m
Fixed costs
Administrative scale -11.6 -6.8 -3.8 15 2.7 5.6 6.0 6.4 22.1
Input costs 0.6 0.0 -0.3 -0.1 -0.1 -0.1 0.0 0.0 0.7
Component factor -11.3 -6.8 -4.0 14 25 53 6.2 6.7 22.1
Criminal courts
Socio-demographic
composition -16.0 -407 174 136 -6.8 0.5 05 317 63.6
Cross-border -3.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.8 0.0 3.8
Dispersion -0.3 -21 2.0 0.6 -0.5 -0.2 -04 0.9 35
Input costs 11.7 -0.8 -6.4 -1.9 -2.2 -1.1 0.4 0.3 12.4
Component factor 95 438 122 119 -9.6 -0.9 43 355 63.8
Civil courts
Economic environment 9.7 16.2 -14.2 -24 -7.2 -1.0 -1.0 -0.1 25.9
Dispersion -0.2 -1.4 13 0.4 -04 -0.1 -0.3 0.6 24
Input costs 7.8 -0.5 -4.3 -1.3 -15 -0.7 0.3 0.2 8.3
Component factor 17.3 140 -170 -3.3 -8.9 -1.8 -11 0.7 321
Other services
Dispersion 0.0 -0.2 0.2 0.1 -0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.4
Input costs 1.3 -0.1 -0.7 -0.2 -0.2 -0.1 0.0 0.0 14
Component factor 13 -0.3 -0.5 -0.1 -0.3 -0.1 0.0 0.1 14
Land rights
Land rights -0.3 -0.2 -0.2 -0.1 -0.1 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.8
Component factor -0.3 -0.2 -0.2 -0.1 -0.1 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.8
Nativetitle
Nativetitle -7.6 -35 -3.1 6.9 5.9 -0.6 -04 2.2 15.1
Component factor -7.6 -35 -3.1 6.9 5.9 -0.6 -04 2.2 15.1
| solation
Isolation -2.5 -1.8 -1.4 0.7 0.1 0.3 0.0 4.6 5.7
Component factor -25 -1.8 -14 0.7 0.1 0.3 0.0 4.6 5.7

Redistribution from EPC
resulting from the 2007
Update assessment -12.7 423 -140 174 -10.3 2.3 9.0 50.6 79.3

Source calculation: 4450 E Contribution of assessment to GST revenue distribution.
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Differencesfrom an equal per capita assessment
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Table5indicatesthat the disabilitiesthat had thelargest impact on the assessment were:

. soci o-demographic composition — it recognises the differences between Statesin the
characteristicsof popul ations subject to criminal courts proceedings;

o economic environment — it recogni sesthe differences between Statesin per capitause
of civil court services;

) input costs — it recognises the differences between Statesin the prices of labour,
accommodation and el ectricity faced, for reasons beyond the control of individual
States,

o administrative scale — it recogni ses the unavoidabl e costs each Stateincurred to have
the policy and administrativeinfrastructure necessary to providethe service, regardless
of the size of the task;

o native title — it recognisesthe additional costsincurred by the States dueto the
operation of the Australian Government’ s Native Title Act 1993. and

. dispersion— it recognisesthe differencesin per capitacosts of service provision
associ ated with the spread of population.

The category factorsreflected the following on a State by State basis.

New South Wales and Victoria— their negative GST revenue redistributions were primarily
due the combination of their lower per capitacosts of providing policy and administrative
infrastructure and lower than average proportions of |ndigenous people, who are higher users
of criminal courts. Thesewere partly offset by their higher than averagecivil court
lodgementsasaresult of arelatively higher proportion of large businesses.

Queensland — Itsnegative GST revenue redistribution reflected itslower than average civil
court activity and significantly lower than averagewages. These were offset partly by higher
than average proportions of |ndigenous people, who are higher users of criminal courts.

Western Australia — Itspositive GST revenue distribution reflectsits higher than average
proportion of Indigenous people, who are higher users of criminal courtsand its significant
per capitanativetitle claims, which are assessed actual per capita.

South Australia— South Australiahas alower than average proportion of Indigenous
people, wages are lower than average and it has lower than average civil court lodgements.

Tasmania and ACT — Thehiggest disability for both Stateswasthe relatively high per capita
costs of providing the policy and administrativeinfrastructure necessary for administration of
justiceservices. The ACT also faced extra costs associated with the cross-border use of
criminal courts.

Northern Territory — TheNorthern Territory’ spositive GST revenuedistributionreflectsits
higher than average proportion of Indigenous people, who are higher users of criminal courts
and its significant per capitanativetitle claims, which are assessed actual per capita.
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CHANGESSINCE THE 2006 UPDATE

Major changesin thisupdate

33

34

Anincreaseinthe useof civil courtsin Victoriacombined stable and declining use for the
other Statesresulted in greater cost of providing civil courts services.

Anerror in the derivation of the national average use of criminal courtswas corrected. This
resulted in higher useratesfor Indigenous persons being applied in the calculation.

Effect of assessment on thedistribution of GST revenue
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Table 6 showstheredistribution of GST revenue resulting from the assessmentsin the 2006
Update and the 2007 Update. It also showsthe sources of changes.

Changesin thedistribution of GST revenue between the 2006 Update and the 2007 Update
were brought about because the Commission:

) used revised financial datain the average expenses and other revised datain factor
calculationsfor theyears 2000-01 to 2004-05; and

o replaced 2000-01 average expenses and factors with those of 2005-06 to move forward
the five-year period on which the GST revenue distribution wasbased. Moving the
five-year period forward in thisway ensuresthe assessments reflect recent trendsin
State priorities on the services provided and recent trendsin State demographic and
economic circumstances on therelative cost of those services.

Compared with an equal per capita (EPC) assessment, the 2007 Update redistributed
$79.3 million away from New South Wales, Victoria, Queensland and South Australiato the
other States,.

Table 6 showsthe changesin GST revenue attributable to changesin each factor, arising from
both revisions over 2000-01 to 2004-05 and replacing 2000-01 with 2005-06 data.
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Table6 Administration of justice, effect of assessment on GST revenuedistribution,
2006 Updateto 2007 Update
. Tota
NSW Vic Qd WA SA Tas ACT NT redist'd

$m $m $m $m $m $m $m $m $m
Redistribution from EPC
resulting from the 2006 Update
assessment (a) 93 -374 -172 158 -99 21 100 460 739

Effect of revising category
averages and factors for 2000-01

to 2004-05
Category average 0.2 0.3 02 -02 0.1 00 -01 -05 0.8
Category factors -28  -48 25 0.9 0.0 04 -04 4.2 8.0
Interactions 0.2 02 -01 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 -02 0.4
Total 24  -43 26 0.7 0.1 04 -05 35 7.2

Effect of replacing 2000-01
category averages and factors
with those for 2005-06

Category average 0.1 0.2 01 -01 0.0 00 -01 -02 0.4
Category factors -10 -08 0.6 11 -05 -02 -05 14 31
Interactions 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1
Total -1.0 -06 0.7 10 -05 -02 -05 11 2.8

Redistribution from EPC
resulting from the 2007 Update

assessment (a) -127 -423 -140 174 -103 23 90 506 793
Total effect of revisions and

updating (b) -3.3 -4.9 3.3 1.7 -0.4 0.1 -1.1 4.6 9.7
@ Assuming same pool and a constant population.
(b) Thisfigure shows the change in the amount redistributed among the States between the 2006 Update and the 2007

Update. It does not necessarily equal the difference in the total redistribution from EPC between the two enquiries.

39 Themainreasonsfor the changesin GST revenue distribution were asfollows.

Changesdueto revising aver age expensesand factor sfor years 2000-01 to 2004-05

40 Revising aver age expenses. A combination of upward and downward revisionsto the
average expenses for 2000-01 to 2004-05 resulted in minimal GST revenue redistributions.

41 Revising category factors. Two changeswere mainly responsiblefor the changein GST
revenue shares. Revisionsto Victoria snumber of lodgementsfor civil courtsfor 2004-05 in
the assessment of the demand for civil courtsbenefited Victoria. The impact of this change
on revenue shares was offset by the correction of an error in the socio-demographic
composition assessment. Theindigenous use rates had been under estimated. The correction
of theerror resulted inincreased GST sharesfor Queensland Western Australia, Tasmania
and the Northern Territory.
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Table7 Administration of justice, effect of assessment on GST revenuedistribution by
factor, 2006 Updateto 2007 Update

. Total

NSW Vic Qd WA SA Tas ACT NT  isd

$m $m $m $m $m $m $m $m $m

Fixed costs
Administrative scale 0.7 0.3 0.0 -0.1 -0.1 -0.3 -0.3 -0.3 1.0
Input costs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1

Criminal courts
Socio-demographic

composition -2.3 -8.0 33 17 -0.6 0.5 -0.5 5.8 11.3
Cross-border 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -0.1 0.0 0.1
Dispersion -0.1 0.0 -0.1 -0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.3
Input costs -14 -0.1 1.0 0.1 0.5 0.0 0.0 -0.1 16
Civil courts

Economic environment 0.1 24 -1.0 -0.9 -0.5 -0.1 -0.3 0.4 2.8
Dispersion 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Input costs -0.9 -0.1 0.6 0.1 03 0.0 0.0 0.0 11
Other services

Dispersion 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Input costs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Land rights

Land rights 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nativetitle

Native title 0.2 0.2 -0.9 0.9 -0.2 0.0 0.0 -0.2 13
I solation

Isolation 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -0.1 0.1

Source calculation: 4450 E Contribution of assessment to GST revenue distribution, previous enquiry to
current enquiry.

Changesin Statecircumstances — replacing 2000-01 with 2005-06 data

42  Table8showstheactua expensesandimplied costsof service provision for 2000-01, the
year that drops out of the assessment period, and 2005-06, the year that comesin, for the 2007
Update assessment.

43 Replacingaverageexpenses. Since 2000-01, the category average expenses have increased
by 31.67 per cent, lessthan theincreasein the pool of 43.3 per cent. Thisdifferencewas not
sufficient to materially alter revenue share between the two updates.
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Table8 Administration of justice, actual and assessed expensesand assessed cost of

providing services, 2000-01 and 2005-06

NSW Vic Qd WA SA Tas ACT NT  Avg
$pc  $pc  $pc  $pc  $pc $pc $pc $pc $pc
Actual expenses
2000-01 7659 8735 9264 89.78 139.31 76.67 100.14 203.25 90.12
2005-06 108.84 120.00 102.82 131.14 150.28 94.16 134.27 392.89 118.66
% % % % % % % % %
g‘(ﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ%"vee” 200001 4211 3738 1098 4607 788 2281 3408 9330 3L67
$pc $pc $pc $pc $pc $pc $pc $pc $pc
Assessed expenses
2000-01 8890 8391 8776 9524 8587 95.03 113.79 258,51 90.12
2005-06 116.40 109.82 116.32 127.93 111.47 12291 142.69 371.69 118.66
% % % % % % % % %
Assessed cost of providing services ratio
2000-01 98.65 9310 97.38 105.68 95.28 105.44 126.26 286.84 100.00
2005-06 98.10 9254 98.03 107.81 93.94 103.58 120.25 313.23 100.00

44
Source calculation: 4450 E Assessment data, Year 0 and Year 5.

45 Replacingcategory factors. Anincreaseinthe number of lodgementsin civil courtsin
Victoria, combined with stable and declining use for the other Statesresulted in relatively

greater cost of providing civil court servicesfor Victoria.

46  Other changesweresmall.

This chapter was prepared by the Expense — Law and Order section of the Commonwealth Grants
Commission. If you have any questionsabout its content, please contact Marc Boisseau on

(02) 6229 8889 or marc.boisseau@cgc.gov.aul.

Date: 16/2/07



Table9 Assessment of expenses— Administration of justice
2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-06
Amount Per Capita Amount Per Capita Amount Per Capita Amount Per Capita Amount Per Capita
$m $ $m $ $m $ $m $ $m $
Average Expenses 96.66 103.71 102.53 110.34 118.66
New South Wales
Assessed difference -2.976 -0.45 -7.135 -1.07 -13.711 -2.05 -16.248 -241 - 15,552 -2.29
Expenses - Assessed 635.767 96.21 683.495 102.63 673.507 100.48 728.009 107.93 791.448 116.38
Actual 525.760 79.56 587.913 88.28 607.142 90.58 702.405 104.14 740.176 108.84
Victoria
Assessed difference - 30.643 -6.34 - 31.953 -6.54 - 28.674 -5.81 - 42.655 -8.54 - 44.837 - 8.86
Expenses - Assessed 436.424 90.32 474.669 97.16 477.686 96.72 508.458 101.80 555.413 109.80
Actual 419.326 86.78 489.000 100.10 463.244 93.80 530.876 106.29 606.986 120.00
Queensland
Assessed difference - 13.589 -3.70 -11.117 -2.96 -12.470 -3.24 - 8.860 -225 -9.470 -2.36
Expenses - Assessed 341.057 92.96 378.584 100.75 381.835 99.29 424.969 108.09 467.018 116.31
Actual 336.283 91.65 348.000 92.61 372.376 96.83 418.859 106.53 412.856 102.82
Western Australia
Assessed difference 10.811 5.65 13.069 6.75 13.238 6.74 17.237 8.64 18.827 9.27
Expenses - Assessed 195.791 102.31 213.892 110.45 214.659 109.27 237.314 118.98 250.874 127.93
Actual 235.049 122.82 212.081 109.52 217.925 110.93 249.588 125.14 266.389 131.14
South Australia
Assessed difference -8.570 - 5.66 - 8.945 -5.87 -5.379 -3.52 - 10.050 -6.54 -11.145 -7.20
Expenses - Assessed 137.893 91.00 148.951 97.83 151.469 99.01 159.584 103.80 172.590 111.47
Actual 239.693 158.19 282.443 185.51 253.043 165.41 186.831 121.53 232.696 150.28
Tasmania
Assessed difference 2.339 4.95 1.568 3.30 1.441 3.00 2.081 4.30 2121 4.35
Expenses - Assessed 47.979 101.61 50.800 107.01 50.673 105.53 55.496 114.64 59.977 123.01
Actual 46.005 97.43 43.839 92.34 44.550 92.78 51.121 105.60 45911 94.16
Australian Capital Territory
Assessed difference 7.353 22.95 7.695 23.86 8.007 24.75 7.129 21.95 7.923 24.20
Expenses - Assessed 38.320 119.61 41.146 127.56 41.178 127.28 42.962 132.29 46.768 142.87
Actual 39.655 123.78 44.779 138.83 48.664 150.42 43.971 135.40 43.954 134.27
Northern Territory
Assessed difference 35.275 178.03 36.819 185.71 37.548 188.76 51.366 254.92 52.132 254.13
Expenses - Assessed 54.427 274.69 57.379 289.42 57.942 291.29 73.600 365.26 76.474 372.80
Actua 45,889 231.60 40.861 206.10 42.003 211.16 46.741 231.97 80.595 392.89

Source calculation: 4450 E Assessment of expenses
Note: Refer to Attachment A, Relative Fiscal Capacity of Sates for how these figures are compiled
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