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Division 4:  Anti-Corruption Commission, $11 706 000 - 
Mr Andrews, Chairman. 
Dr Gallop, Premier. 

Mr G.D. Charlwood, Acting Chief Executive Officer, Anti-Corruption Commission. 

Mr T.R. Lewis, Acting Director Business Services, Anti-Corruption Commission. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  Page 101 of the Budget Statements refers to the amount of money that has been spent on 
investigations by the Anti-Corruption Commission.  As there has been criticism of closed hearings into alleged 
police corruption, does the Government propose that the ACC will hold open hearings?  

Dr GALLOP:  From time to time, this matter has been raised by a range of inquiries.  When it introduced the 
ACC legislation, the former Government held the view that it would be better to have closed hearings.  It held 
that view on the grounds that if allegations were not proved, it would be in the interests of the people concerned 
for the hearings to be closed.  However, over time, the capacity for open hearings to involve the community and 
to put people under pressure about these issues has shifted the balance of argument towards open hearings rather 
than closed hearings.  Against the arguments of the Labor Party - in 1996 it argued and moved an amendment to 
that effect; I remember it well - the balance of opinion has shifted to people wanting open hearings to be held as 
another weapon in the fight against corruption.  Open hearings are held in the Independent Commission Against 
Corruption in New South Wales and the Criminal Justice Commission in Queensland.  The Government is 
preparing legislation on that matter.  

Mr BRADSHAW:  Initially, I supported the closed hearings to protect innocent people.  However, that does not 
appear to work.  Will some hearings be closed and will some be open?  
Dr GALLOP:  This is a matter for the inquirers.  On occasions, the inquirer may judge that the committee will 
need to go in camera for a range of reasons.  That is a matter for the inquirer.  The judgment of the people who 
sit on royal commissions and ACC inquiries must be trusted.  The legislation will give the ACC the capacity to 
go in camera if necessary; that must be made available. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  How many investigations were commenced in 2000-01? 

Dr GALLOP:  I will refer that question to Mr Charlwood. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  While he is looking through his notes, I ask, how many investigations were completed in the 
same year?   

Mr CHARLWOOD:  I refer to our draft annual report.  In 2000-01, the commission received 476 discrete 
matters, which were subject to a range of attention.  Some of them moved to full investigations, some were 
subject to assessments and preliminary inquiries, some were then referred to other agencies for investigation and 
some were subject to investigation by the commission itself. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  How many investigations were completed in that year?   

Mr CHARLWOOD:  In that year, 425 investigations were completed.  

Ms QUIRK:  I refer to the significant issues and trends on page 101 of the Budget Statements, dot point three.  
Mr Charlwood may also like to address this matter.  The ACC has committed to a proactive investigative 
approach.  What is meant by that term?  Does it mean, for example, the full deployment of all of its substantial 
telephone intercept capacity, which it has recently sought and obtained?  What other approach is encompassed 
by the word “proactive”.   

Mr CHARLWOOD:  It certainly does.  The declaration for telephone intercept capability was signed by the 
federal Attorney General last week.  It is hoped that the gazettal of that declaration will take place this week, 
although it is in the hands of the Attorney General’s office in Canberra.  Once the declaration has been gazetted, 
it will enable the ACC to deploy the full capacity of its telephone interception unit.  The proactive approach 
includes what is commonly referred to as an intelligence-driven approach to investigations.  Rather than being a 
reactive agency that responds to reports of corruption made to the commission, through its intelligence unit, the 
commission will examine the wider public sector, including the Police Service.  The commission will target 
individuals and their conduct that comes under the jurisdiction of the commission.  

Ms QUIRK:  Does that include the use of informants?   

Mr CHARLWOOD:  It does.  

Ms QUIRK:  How many staff will be used to man and monitor telephone intercepts?  Will additional staff be 
required?   
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Mr CHARLWOOD:  We have increased resources to take account of that.  We now have almost a full 
complement of trained staff in our telephone interception unit.  In compliance with federal and state legislation, 
we have worked with the Ombudsman’s office in the development of procedures for the unit.  The telephone 
interception unit will have a manager, an assistant, three supervisors and seven monitors.  At times, that number 
of staff may not be adequate, because operations can last 24 hours a day for seven days a week.  In that case, we 
would supplement those monitors with other staff from within the commission.  

Ms QUIRK:  I refer to the output measures on page 103 of the Budget Statements.  Has any consideration been 
given to using successful prosecutions as an output measure?  

Dr GALLOP:  The legislation that covers the ACC is specific.  The ACC conducts investigations and gathers 
evidence.  Prosecutions are matters for the State, including the Director of Public Prosecutions and others.  The 
use of successful prosecutions as an output measure would not be a reasonable performance indicator for the 
ACC because its role is to gather evidence.  Whether a case is taken to court is a matter for other agencies.  

[1.00 pm] 
 


