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JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 
Seventh Report - Clarification Sought by the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime 

Commission 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [10.05 am]:  I present for tabling the seventh report of the Joint Standing Committee on 
the Corruption and Crime Commission titled “Report into Clarification Sought by the Joint Standing Committee 
on the Corruption and Crime Commission”.  

[See paper 1509.]   

Mr J.N. HYDE:  The committee is satisfied that the clarification sought from the Acting Parliamentary 
Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission in the fourth report titled “Acting Parliamentary Inspector’s 
Report in the Matter of an Allegation Concerning Hon John D’Orazio, MLA”, has been provided.  The 
committee held a closed hearing with Hon Graeme Scott, Acting Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and 
Crime Commission, on Tuesday, 9 May 2006, and received evidence from him.  In relation to the committee’s 
request for the Acting Parliamentary Inspector to clarify the Corruption and Crime Commission’s finding in its 
report of 3 March 2006 that “The term Godfather used by Ms Chong alone, and only once in the public hearing, 
was a throwaway line and was not intended, nor did it have any further meaning or significance”, the Acting 
Parliamentary Inspector gave evidence to the committee as follows - 

Ms Chong gave evidence on oath before me on 4 April 2006 at my request.  Her evidence was that her 
use of the word “Godfather” came from her Chinese ancestry.  In Cantonese the term is “Tai Ko” a 
reference to village elders who were held in respect and were used to settle disputes.  

The commonly understood term “Godfather” in our culture has a different meaning.  Ms Chong said 
she did not use the word in the pejorative sense to refer to an “enforcer” or “standover man”.  The 
term was used as a term of respect.   

Ms Chong said that she had no evidence which would justify the use of the word “Godfather” in the 
sense commonly understood.  

Due to the forthcoming trial of Mr Spagnolo, it would be inappropriate for the committee to make any further 
public comments on the CCC’s investigation.  The joint standing committee has conscientiously and diligently 
exercised its parliamentary role in regard to our state’s Corruption and Crime Commission.  In order for Western 
Australians to remain justly confident in the robust and powerful corruption fighting watchdog, it is important 
that the Corruption and Crime Commission, the Parliamentary Inspector and the standing committee remain 
independent of each other.  In relation to the public interest allegation investigated, I am confident that all three 
bodies have exercised their duties and responsibilities properly.  The Corruption and Crime Commission tabled 
in this house three minutes ago its full, complete report.  The Parliamentary Inspector has provided the 
committee with the clarification the committee sought.  I urge members to read the CCC’s initial report of 3 
March and the extended report tabled today.  The CCC’s fourth report and the standing committee’s seventh 
report tabled today were both accepted by the committee with bipartisan support.   

The state’s anticorruption system is working.  More transparency, more openness and better outcomes are being 
achieved under our CCC than ever before in this state or anywhere else in Australia.  Given that this was 
considered as a matter of public interest and it referred to a public figure, the CCC should be praised for 
delivering a very quick interim report that rightly informed the public that no misconduct occurred by the public 
official named, the member for Ballajura.   

As public figures, we are open to more scrutiny and innuendo than are other members of the community.  Also, 
the community expects from us - quite rightly - higher standards.  The Western Australian public is confident 
that the CCC is scrupulously fair.   

I have been appalled at some of the ill-informed comments that have been made in this place.  On any basis of 
assessment, the Corruption and Crime Commission is one of the world’s peak corruption-fighting bodies.  It has 
achieved outcomes that we could only dream of from its predecessors in this state - the Official Corruption 
Commission and the Anti-Corruption Commission.  The CCC has implemented prevention programs that are 
having a real impact on the delivery of government services in Western Australia.  Commissioner Hammond, 
Chief Executive Officer Mike Silverstone and the entire CCC team deserve our praise for the way in which they 
have undertaken these inquiries.  When there is ongoing legal action concerning a witness, we in this house have 
a duty not to use parliamentary privilege for political advantage.  Members are doing the work of a desperate 
defence legal team if they knowingly float a non-fact that a defendant can twist and use to allege an unfair trial. 

MRS J. HUGHES (Kingsley) [10.11 am]:  I want to make a few comments about report 7 of the Joint Standing 
Commission on the Corruption and Crime Commission, which has been laid on the table of this house and the 
other place and is titled “Report into Clarification Sought by the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption 
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and Crime Commission”.  I also want to address some of the comments that have been free-flowing in this 
chamber.  Those comments have been made despite the fact that an earlier report on findings relating to this 
same issue has been tabled in this house.  It would seem that despite an interim report from the Acting 
Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission, people are continuing to attribute the 
allegations related to the use of the term the “Godfather” in a CCC hearing to the member for Ballajura in a 
derogatory manner.  That is continuing even though the report states clearly that no misconduct had occurred and 
the remark was a throwaway line.  The acting parliamentary inspector made a report on this issue at the request 
of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission.  The Acting Parliamentary 
Inspector’s report shows how this determination that there was no misconduct was reached and clarifies that the 
reference to the “Godfather” was a throwaway line.  The report shows that Ms Chong specified under oath that 
the terminology was in fact used as a mark of respect.  It is always particularly important that members in this 
house respect and understand the impact of such statements, particularly when they can be construed as 
culturally and positionally derogatory, and I might add also insulting to the individual and the community to 
which they might be intended. 

I am very pleased that the Acting Parliamentary Inspector undertook the measures that he did to have Ms Chong 
give evidence under oath early in April 2006 to explain her meaning at the time of the inquiry, and that it was 
indicated that Ms Chong had no reason to believe that any evidence gave rise to her words being interpreted in 
any other manner.  It is unfortunate and disappointing that when those words were relayed to the community, 
they gave rise to an interpretation that has damaged an individual.  The May 2006 report of the Corruption and 
Crime Commission of Western Australia, which was tabled this morning, states that the CCC’s reason for 
undertaking the investigation of the allegation of public sector misconduct was as follows -  

The Commission took this step because of the very considerable public interest associated with this 
matter.  Before doing so, the Commission weighed the benefits of public exposure and public awareness 
against the potential for prejudice and privacy infringements and decided that it was within the public 
interest to pronounce its opinion and decision publicly. 

That is found at page 5 of the report.  That relates also to section 140 of the Corruption and Crime Commission 
Act. 

It is important to balance the need for openness and accountability against the need to protect the reputations of 
citizens, and, importantly, to avoid the potential to prejudice outcomes in any criminal proceedings.  These 
issues have been paramount during this entire process.  It has become very clear that the management of issues 
relating to such interpretations should be addressed in the very short term to mitigate the damage that can be 
sustained to individuals.  I trust that the evidence and findings of the CCC will now put this matter to rest, and 
that any further dealings on this issue will now reflect the actual meaning of respect that Ms Chong intended 
when she attributed that term to Mr D’Orazio, the member for Ballajura.  It is clear from the reports tabled today 
from the Corruption and Crime Commission of Western Australia and the Joint Standing Committee on the 
Corruption and Crime Commission that this issue relating to misconduct has been investigated and settled.   
 


