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JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 

Seventh Report — “Hearing with Robert Cock QC” — Tabling 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [10.09 am]: I present for tabling the seventh report of the Joint Standing Committee on 
the Corruption and Crime Commission, entitled “Hearing with Robert Cock QC”.  

[See paper 1678.] 

Mr J.N. HYDE: On 14 October this year the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime 
Commission held a closed hearing with Robert Cock, QC. Mr Cock was the Director of Public Prosecutions 
from 2 March 1999 to 30 July this year. Mr Cock is now special counsel to the Premier, employed within the 
Public Sector Commission. During this hearing, Mr Cock gave a very clear presentation on a number of matters 
that were of interest to the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission, arising out of 
his experience as the Director of Public Prosecutions. These included: how he had judged the prioritisation of 
prosecuting charges initiated by the Corruption and Crime Commission as against prosecuting charges for other 
crimes; the fact that he did not support the suggestion that a special prosecutor be appointed solely to prosecute 
charges initiated by the commission; the distinction between laying charges and prosecuting charges; the ability 
of the commission to lay charges; the length of time between the laying of a charge and the commencement of 
trial; the pros and cons of public hearings; and the process that is followed when the commission recommends 
disciplinary proceedings be considered by a public authority. The committee had determined to talk to Mr Cock 
because of his role in advising on organised crime legislation. The committee is undertaking a major inquiry into 
organised crime legislation and the potential role of the CCC in a new organised crime milieu in Western 
Australia. 

Although this was a closed hearing, the committee decided—as is its preference—to be transparent wherever 
possible. We wanted to table the full transcript of Mr Cock’s evidence, and, as is the committee’s practice, we 
consulted with Mr Cock, who agreed that the unadulterated, unedited full transcript could be tabled. We table 
that transcript in the Legislative Assembly today. 
 


