
8 March 2013 

Yu-Lan Chan 
Secretary 
ACT Remuneration Tribunal 
PO Box 964 
CIVIC SQUARE ACT 2608 

Dear Secretary 

ACTDPP 

REMUNERATION OF DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS 
REMUNERATION TRIBUNAL ACT 1995 

I refer to your letter of 28 February 2013 inviting submissions. 

As you are aware, extensive submissions were made last year in relation to the 
remuneration of the position of Director of Public Prosecutions, and a formal work value 
assessment was submitted. Those submissions and that assessment are still apposite, and 
I rely upon them for the present inquiry. I see no point in repeating them, given that they 
were before the Tribunal so recently. 

My central proposition remains that the appropriate level of remuneration for the position 
both to recognise the importance of the functions it performs, and to reflect a proper 
comparison with other Australian jurisdictions, is similar to that of a judge in the Territory. 

After considering the matter last time the Tribunal did conclude: 

"It is clear that the DPP plays a significant role in the administration of justice in the 
ACT, and the Tribunal understands that it is as least as significant as DPPs in other 
Australian jurisdictions. It is also clear that remuneration has slipped relative to most 
other jurisdictions and relative to judicial officers. 

The Tribunal agrees that the remuneration for the office of the DPP should reflect 
these considerations. The Tribunal has therefore decided at this time to go some 
way towards restoring relativities to the remuneration, allowances and other 
entitlements to be paid to the DPP by granting a 15% increase effective 
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1 November 2012. In 2013, the Tribunal will consider whether further adjustments, to 
achieve an even closer alignment with jurisdictional counterparts, are appropriate." 

The adjustment on the last occasion, although welcome and significant, did not fully achieve 
the alignment, and I respectfully submit that a further adjustment to achieve that closer 
alignment is appropriate on this occasion. 

I should be pleased to expand on any of the matters herein, or appear before the Tribunal if 
necessary. I presume that the Tribunal still has access to the previous material, but I can re
submit it if that is the more convenient course. 

( ' 

JW White 
Director of Public Prosecutions 
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