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JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 
Fifth Report � �Annual Report 2008-2009� � Tabling 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [10.04 am]: I present for tabling the fifth report of the Joint Standing Committee on the 
Corruption and Crime Commission, being the committee�s �Annual Report 2008-2009�. 

[See paper 1289.]  

Mr J.N. HYDE: I am very honoured to present this report as the chairman, again, of the committee during the 
reporting year. I note in the report that the committee has been very good with its budget and has spent only 
$15 000 in that 12-month period, over two Parliaments. Of course during an election year there is a large swag of 
time when Parliament is not sitting. I want to draw to the attention of members once again a concern that I have 
raised in previous reports. That concern is about the problems that may arise when the Parliament and 
parliamentary committees, particularly the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission, 
are prorogued during an election period. Queensland provides an exemption for its equivalent committee�the 
Parliamentary Crime and Misconduct Committee�that allows that committee to continue to sit while Parliament 
is prorogued. An example arose during our last state election that demonstrates why this is a very good provision 
and why our committee has recommended that we amend our Corruption and Crime Commission Act to include 
a similar provision. During the time the Parliament was prorogued, the Corruption and Crime Commission 
delivered a report. The Speaker decided to put that report in his safe until after the election. That was clearly the 
only option that was open to the Speaker. However, of course mischievous people, who could be on either side 
of the house, could cause trouble in that situation. If someone in Queensland were to mischievously make a 
complaint to the Queensland Crime and Misconduct Commission about the Premier of that state two months 
before an election, and if the CMC prepared a report that exonerated the Premier or made some administrative 
comments, that report would then go to that bipartisan oversight committee, the Parliamentary Crime and 
Misconduct Committee. The members of that committee would then be able to decide during that election period 
whether there was anything of importance in the report and whether it should be made public, or whether it 
should not be made public because it could be used as a political wedge. Members on both sides of the house 
could then feel comfortable about the release of that report, because their peers have said, in a bipartisan way, 
that the report does not raise any political issues that might cause a problem during that election period. I 
therefore maintain that a similar amendment should be made to the CCC act, perhaps next year when we get 
around to looking at other aspects of the CCC act that need to be reviewed. 

The committee announced last week what I think will probably be the committee�s most important inquiry in the 
six or so years that I have been involved with this committee since its inception. That is an inquiry into organised 
crime. It was very interesting that, last week, when the new Australian Federal Police Commissioner was 
appointed, he stated that his priority would be organised crime. He said also that the cooperation of agencies and 
police forces around Australia was absolutely paramount in dealing effectively with organised crime. It is very 
apt that our parliamentary committee is looking at recommendations for amendments to be made to the CCC act 
to allow it to inquire into organised crime from a Western Australian perspective. Our CCC is based largely on 
the Crime and Misconduct Commission in Queensland and also in a small way on the Independent Commission 
Against Corruption in New South Wales. Our mother body is the Independent Commission Against Corruption 
in Hong Kong. That body is generally recognised as the most effective not only corruption fighter but also 
organised crime fighter. I do not what to indicate that convictions are the only barometer of success for a 
corruption-fighting body. However, when we compare the conviction rate, the budget and the education work of 
our CCC with the ICAC in Hong Kong, I still maintain that our CCC is the most successful of the anticorruption 
bodies in Australia. However, the ICAC in Hong Kong is doing it better. We can learn a lot by looking at 
anticorruption organisations that have been around for a bit longer than ours, and by reviewing our legislation 
and making amendments to our act that will enable us to get the best possible outcome. Given the new broom in 
the Australian Federal Police and its focus on organised crime, and given what we have learnt from ICAC in 
Hong Kong and from the Crime and Misconduct Commission and the Criminal Justice Commission, and also 
from the Independent Commission Against Corruption in New South Wales, we should be able to come up with 
independent recommendations for government and the Parliament when we undertake what I think will be the 
most important legislative change in this term of government�that is, the review of our CCC act. 

In that vein, I want to alert the house that next Wednesday, the Western Australian Commissioner of Police will 
be appearing before the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission in a public hearing. 
One of the benefits of our committee is that we hold a number of hearings in public so that there is transparency. 
We will be discussing with the Commissioner of Police organised crime and how he believes the WA Police 
Service will be able to work with the CCC to deal with organised crime in Western Australia.  
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I also acknowledge the three newer members of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime 
Commission. Although the member for Swan Hills is a newer member, he and I are now the fathers of the 
committee, and I thank him very much for his input into the committee; it has been very strong for the entire 
time that he has been a member. I acknowledge our two new members from the other place who are on an RDO 
today, along with all our other colleagues in the other place. They are Hon Nick Goiran, who is the new chair, 
and Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm. I acknowledge our two retiring members of the committee from the upper 
house. Hon Ray Halligan was my predecessor as chair until his retirement from the upper house. Ray has, over 
many years, made a tremendous contribution to the oversight of the fight against corruption in this state. I also 
acknowledge Hon Ken Travers, who is still a member of the upper house, and is also a previous chairman. One 
of the strengths of this committee is that it goes under the radar; there has never been a leak from this committee 
and it has never been controversial. It has always worked in a consensual and mostly unanimous way, even 
though there is a diversity of opinion. I also acknowledge the strong support of Legislative Assembly officials 
and committee staff. Although this is a joint committee, the engine room is the Legislative Assembly. We are 
delighted to have spent only $15 000 of the Assembly�s money this year, but given our stepped-up workload, I 
am sure that members will forgive us if we run well over that amount in the coming year. I particularly 
acknowledge our principal research officer, Scott Nalder, and our research officer, Michael Burton, for their 
support to all committee members in making the CCC committee very effective and efficient, and a true 
oversight committee. 
 


