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CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 
Standing Orders Suspension 

MR M.J. BIRNEY (Kalgoorlie - Leader of the Opposition) [2.03 pm] - without notice:  I move - 

That so much of standing orders be suspended as is necessary to enable the following motion to be 
moved forthwith - 

That this house and the public have lost confidence in the crime and corruption commission 
and the processes in the legislative framework. 

We have submitted the same motion for the matter of public importance debate this afternoon, the problem being 
that the MPI is very limited by time; in fact, the house has a very succinct time frame in which to debate issues 
in the MPI.  The issue has been around in the public domain over the past week or so and is a very grave issue 
indeed, one that has caused very serious concern.  The time for debate, when the debate comes on in this house, 
should not be limited.  We have submitted the MPI on the basis that the government may choose not to suspend 
standing orders, because we are simply unaware of the time that will be necessary to deal with this matter. 

It is the case that the crime and corruption commission is the pre-eminent corruption fighting organisation in 
Western Australia.  When the public loses faith in an organisation such as the CCC, a great deal of urgency 
surrounds the matter.  That is why we need to bring this motion on today for debate.  In the debate, we would be 
calling on the Attorney General to make a very long and very clear statement on his involvement in this issue.  
We want to know when he was first made aware of the fact that these allegations had been made against Ms 
Rayner; indeed, we want to know when he was first made aware that Ms Rayner had resigned from her position.  
We also want to know why the Attorney General initially refused to submit this matter to the Director of Public 
Prosecutions for due consideration.  We are very concerned about the process that took place.  We were told that, 
basically, nobody would be speaking on this matter, apart from the member for Perth when he tabled the report 
in his capacity as Chairman of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission.  We 
want to know what the Attorney General was thinking when he made those statements.   

That is why there is a great deal of urgency for having to suspend standing orders today.  This issue has now 
been raging in the public domain for quite a number of days.  This is our first real parliamentary opportunity to 
discuss the matter, given that the report tabled by the member for Perth was tabled almost at the death knock last 
week at the end of the parliamentary sitting.  Now that we find ourselves at the start of a new sitting week, it is 
important that we have the opportunity to thoroughly debate this matter and that it not be restricted by time 
limits.   

Another very serious matter is the reports in newspapers of the internal operations of the CCC.  There are some 
very good journalists with some very good contacts but, notwithstanding that, every member of this house must 
be feeling anxious that the internal operations of the CCC could be reported in newspapers.  There is some 
urgency about this matter and that is why the opposition wants to deal with it forthwith.  The opposition does not 
want to wait until the scheduled time to raise the matter of public interest, when the time available to members to 
speak will be severely restricted.  In his capacity as the Chairman of the Joint Standing Committee on the 
Corruption and Crime Commission, the member for Perth will be keen to make a long and very transparent 
statement about the process that took place, leading to his tabling of the report at the death knock last week.  I 
am sure he will want to tell the house why he initially said that no-one else would speak on the matter, that it 
would be completely closed down and that that would be the end of it.  As we know, he later changed his mind.  
We also need to hear from the Attorney General the reasons that he changed his mind.  As a matter of urgency, 
we need to know whether the CCC is still leaking; whether the information was revealed as a result of a leak 
from the CCC.  The report in The West Australian contains a reference to a telephone call made by the former 
Clerk of the Legislative Council.  The words used in the report were to the effect that the telephone call was of 
great concern to members of the CCC.  It is of great concern to me as well, and it should be of great concern to 
every member of this house.  That is why the house needs to deal with this matter urgently.  Everything needs to 
be laid on the table.  The Attorney General needs to tell the house of his involvement in the matter.  He needs to 
tell the house whether he had some contact with the member for Perth prior to the member for Perth making the 
report public.  If he had some interaction on that matter with the member for Perth, we need to know exactly 
what the interaction was.  Did the Attorney General insist that this matter not be sent to the Director of Public 
Prosecutions?  Did he insist that Mr McCusker’s report should not be tabled?  If so, at what stage of the play did 
he get himself involved?  I think that is very important, and I know that every member of the house is very keen 
to know the answers to those questions. 

I am conscious of the fact that I cannot stray too far into the substance of the motion, and that I need to deal with 
the suspension of standing orders.  I believe that I have made a case for the urgency of this matter.  If the 
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government votes against the suspension of standing orders, it will effectively be voting to restrict the time that 
this house has to deal with this matter.  That would be viewed very harshly by the public, given that this is a 
matter of considerable importance.  This is probably the most serious matter we have had to deal with in the past 
few years.  The opposition looks forward to the government supporting the suspension of standing orders, so that 
the motion can be debated. 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Leader of the House) [2.08 pm]:  It is very strange that the Leader of the 
Opposition should seek to suspend standing orders to deal with exactly the same matter of which he has given 
notice as a matter of public interest.  I do not think that the Leader of the Opposition has given any reasonable 
explanation why the house should suspend standing orders.  It may be that his alter ego, Mr Brogden, has 
thought that he has to up things and go over the top!  Clearly, there are a lot of similarities between the Leader of 
the Opposition in this state and the previous Leader of the Opposition in New South Wales.  That does not 
justify - 

An opposition member:  That is not fair! 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  To Mr Brogden, I accept that; definitely. 

No case has been made for the house to suspend standing orders.  There is a very serious matter concerning the 
Corruption and Crime Commission.  If the opposition thought this was serious, its motion might at least have the 
correct title for the CCC!  The opposition’s motion states that it has no confidence in the “crime and corruption 
commission”.  Neither do I, because it does not exist!  It is called the Corruption and Crime Commission.   

Point of Order 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The written motion to suspend standing orders refers to the “Corruption and Crime 
Commission”.  The Leader of the House is referring to a foreshadowed matter of public interest, which is a 
different issue.   
The SPEAKER:  As the member for Hillarys is aware, that is an opinion.  There is no point of order.   

Debate Resumed 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  What has been revealed is that the opposition made a fundamental mistake in the wording 
of its matter of public interest - this was discovered after the matter of public interest had been submitted - which 
reflects how little homework it has done on this issue.  In an attempt to up the ante, it decided to move a motion 
to suspend standing orders to get the wording correct.  The government will give the Leader of the Opposition 
one concession.  When we debate the matter of public interest, if the Leader of the Opposition wishes to seek 
leave to amend the error in his first motion so that it reads correctly, we will accede to that request.  However, 
the government does not accept the suspension of standing orders.   

MR T.K. WALDRON (Wagin - Deputy Leader of the National Party) [2.12 pm]:  The National Party 
strongly supports the suspension of standing orders.  It is imperative that we debate this issue today.  I would 
have thought that it would be in the best interests of the government to suspend standing orders and have this 
debate.  I cannot understand why the Leader of the House does not want to have this debate.  In refusing to agree 
to the suspension of standing orders, the Leader of the House is telling the public that the government has 
something to hide.  What we are trying to do today is clear up this matter.  I am not legally minded -  
A government member:  Obviously.   

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  It may be obvious; however, I am being practical and sensible.   

The Leader of the House is making a big mistake.  With the events that have unfolded over the past few days, 
there is no doubt that the operations and general reporting process of the Corruption and Crime Commission - 
the fact that the name of the commission is incorrect as it appears in the matter of public interest is not the issue - 
the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission and Parliament are in question.  There 
are many doubts about this issue and further questions about what has happened over the past few days have 
arisen.  Today, members of Parliament and the people of Western Australia must be given an opportunity to ask 
questions so that we can get some answers.  The integrity of the Corruption and Crime Commission, the Joint 
Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission and, indeed, Parliament, are at stake.  Such is the 
importance of this issue that every member of Parliament should been given the opportunity to represent their 
constituents and speak on this matter.  It is in the best interests of Parliament, every member of Parliament and, 
more importantly, the constituents of Western Australia that this debate take place today without the shortened 
time frame for debate.  We need time to debate this matter properly.  The integrity of Parliament, its committee 
and its general reporting processes must be upheld.  If we start cutting corners and letting down the people of 
Western Australia by setting dangerous precedents, people will lose confidence in the Parliament of Western 
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Australia, which is a wonderful institution.  The National Party strongly supports the suspension of standing 
orders so that we can get answers to some vital questions on behalf of the people of Western Australia.   
MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [2.14 pm]:  I rise merely to inform the house that I have sought the Speaker’s 
permission to table a report of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission at the 
end of question time.  The committee met at 1.45 pm - less than half an hour ago - to consider letters that were 
sent to it during the day from the Corruption and Crime Commissioner and the Parliamentary Inspector of the 
Corruption and Crime Commission.  I do not seek to influence the current debate.  However, the information I 
seek to table is further transparent information that members could consider before they begin debating this 
issue.  If a debate on this matter begins now, I will not be able to table or refer to that extra information.  I also 
remind members -  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members!   

Mr J.N. HYDE:  I endorse the comments of the Deputy Leader of the National Party about how we should not 
cut corners.  Last year this Parliament - both this house and the upper house, Liberal and Labor together - 
endorsed legislation to set up a committee that would be separate from the Parliament.  The Parliament also 
endorsed legislation to set up a parliamentary inspector who would have full access to all the CCC information.  
That legislation provided that the parliamentary committee would not have access to any operational 
information.  Members of Parliament who are subject to investigation by the CCC should have no right to access 
that information directly.  This system has worked well in Queensland.  Because of that, after much deliberation, 
the Liberal, Labor and Independent members, including the member for Churchlands, who is a longstanding 
member of the joint standing committee on the CCC, agreed unanimously to this structure.  Of course it is fitting 
that we look at the structure again.  However, if members opposite are seeking a debate through which they can 
obtain every possible bit of information from the CCC, then that is a contradiction of the legislation that was 
passed by this Parliament last year.  

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Events have moved on since then, my friend. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, member for Hillarys! 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  A member behind me - I am not sure who - made an interjection about my not being able to 
say anything until the report has been tabled.  I remind members that the standing orders of this house provide 
that a member of a committee shall not speak on any matter until a report has been tabled in the house.  The 
moment a report has been tabled in the house, the democratic debate can begin.   

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members!   

Mr J.N. HYDE:  Some members opposite seem to be able to find a conspiracy in everything.  I remind members 
that the committee formally began its meeting at 1.45 pm today.  It finished its meeting at 1.55 pm.  My advice 
from the Clerk of this Parliament, and others, was to put the documentation in the legal format, as the standing 
orders demand, so that, when the report is tabled, there will be enough copies at the back of the chamber so that 
every member in this place can be given a copy at the same time as the executive.  That is exactly the procedure 
that was followed on Thursday with this committee’s report.  It is exactly the procedure that was followed on 
Friday.  If I as a committee member, or any member of this Parliament, were to release information before the 
proper time frame, I would be undertaking action similar to that which the former acting commissioner is being 
accused of undertaking.  I urge all members to think long and hard about that.  I urge all members to consider the 
fact that, regardless of whether it is a matter of public interest debate or another type of debate, members will be 
better informed once this additional report has been tabled. 

MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [2.18 pm]:  I support the motion.  In response to the comments of the Leader of 
the House about the name of the Corruption and Crime Commission, I refer to the second reading debate, to 
which the member for Perth has just referred, in 2003.  During that debate, the former member for Kingsley and 
former Attorney General, Hon Cheryl Edwardes, said that the Corruption and Crime Commission Bill was 
supposed to restore confidence.  She said also -  

However, the important thing is not necessarily the name of the body but the confidence established in 
the body.   

I will outline the reasons that we need to have this debate.  The way in which this matter has been handled by the 
government has damaged not only the integrity of, but also the public confidence and trust in, the CCC.  The 
member for Perth dropped this matter like a bombshell last week.  Everyone is concerned about this matter now.  
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We have had no opportunity to debate it.  The scandal has grown over the weekend, not because of our doing, 
member for Perth, but because of the doings of the member for Perth, and because of Ms Moira Rayner and her 
story in The West Australian and the untruths that she has told.  Other articles have emerged since then.  I know 
that this is a matter for Parliament and it must be resolved in Parliament.  The Corruption and Crime 
Commission Act 2003 is an act of Parliament.  All sorts of questions have evolved since then.  We do not know 
who is leaking what from the CCC.  The perception is that there has been political interference in the way this 
matter has unfolded.  This is a grave matter, as it goes to the very heart of corruption and crime.  Enormous 
powers have been given to the CCC.  The whole purpose of the creation of the CCC was to ensure integrity in 
the public sector and to reduce misconduct.  Like a bombshell last week the member for Perth dropped on our 
laps the fact that the acting commissioner was guilty of misconduct.  The member for Perth was not frank 
enough to say in his statement that she was guilty of misconduct, but that is what was found by the Parliamentary 
Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission.  Since then, an enormous amount of damage has been done 
to the CCC.  It is important that we restore confidence in the CCC.  I will be supporting the motion.   

Question to be Put 

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn - Minister for Housing and Works) [2.20 pm]:  I move - 

That the question be now put. 
Question put and a division taken with the following result - 

Ayes (27) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mrs J. Hughes Mr M. McGowan Ms J.A. Radisich 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr J.N. Hyde Ms S.M. McHale Mr E.S. Ripper 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr A.D. McRae Mrs M.H. Roberts 
Dr J.M. Edwards Mr R.C. Kucera Mr N.R. Marlborough Mr P.B. Watson 
Dr G.I. Gallop Mr F.M. Logan Mr M.P. Murray Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mrs D.J. Guise Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr D.A. Templeman 
(Teller) 
Mr S.R. Hill Mr J.A. McGinty Ms M.M. Quirk  

Noes (21) 

Mr C.J. Barnett Mr M.J. Cowper Mr D.T. Redman Mr G.A. Woodhams 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mr J.H.D. Day Mr T.R. Sprigg Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr M.J. Birney Dr K.D. Hames Dr S.C. Thomas Dr G.G. Jacobs 
(Teller) 
Mr T.R. Buswell Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr M.W. Trenorden  
Mr G.M. Castrilli Mr R.F. Johnson Mr T.K. Waldron  
Dr E. Constable Mr J.E. McGrath Ms S.E. Walker  

            

Pairs 

 Mr J.R. Quigley Mr G. Snook 
 Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr P.D. Omodei 
 Mr T.G. Stephens Mr B.J. Grylls 

Question thus passed.   

Standing Orders Suspension Resumed 
Question put and a division taken with the following result - 
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Ayes (21) 

Mr C.J. Barnett Mr M.J. Cowper Mr D.T. Redman Mr G.A. Woodhams 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mr J.H.D. Day Mr T.R. Sprigg Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr M.J. Birney Dr K.D. Hames Dr S.C. Thomas Dr G.G. Jacobs (Teller) 
Mr T.R. Buswell Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr M.W. Trenorden  
Mr G.M. Castrilli Mr R.F. Johnson Mr T.K. Waldron  
Dr E. Constable Mr J.E. McGrath Ms S.E. Walker  

Noes (27) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mrs J. Hughes Mr M. McGowan Ms J.A. Radisich 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr J.N. Hyde Ms S.M. McHale Mr E.S. Ripper 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr A.D. McRae Mrs M.H. Roberts 
Dr J.M. Edwards Mr R.C. Kucera Mr N.R. Marlborough Mr P.B. Watson 
Dr G.I. Gallop Mr F.M. Logan Mr M.P. Murray Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mrs D.J. Guise Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr D.A. Templeman (Teller) 
Mr S.R. Hill Mr J.A. McGinty Ms M.M. Quirk  

            

Pairs 

 Mr P.D. Omodei Mr J.J.M. Bowler 
 Mr B.J. Grylls Mr T.G. Stephens 
 Mr G. Snook Mr J.R. Quigley 

Question thus negatived. 
 


