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JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION — 
MEMBERSHIP 

168. Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE to the Premier: 

I have a supplementary question. The Premier’s answer is not complying with the act. How can he be certain that 
this important integrity committee can operate effectively? 

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
The argument turns on whether the member for South Perth or Hon Alison Xamon should be on the committee. 
That seems to me to be what it turns on. Hon Peter Collier agreed with Hon Sue Ellery on the arrangements in the 
upper house. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: It appears to me that Hon Peter Collier may now be telling members opposite something 
different. They are shaking their heads. 
Mr D.C. Nalder: Put it on record. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I am putting it on record. I am standing in Parliament saying it; I am putting it on the record. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Honestly, where else do I put it on record? 

Hon Peter Collier and Hon Sue Ellery reached that arrangement. Members might note, if they look at the Hansard 
of the upper house, that it was done without division or debate. I would think that if the Liberal Party was so 
concerned about this issue, someone might have said something or someone might have called out “Divide”, but 
they did not. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Premier. 

Dr M.D. Nahan: You just stacked it. 

The SPEAKER: You will be stacking in a minute, Leader of the Opposition. Members, let us just hear the answer, 
please. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: If members opposite were so concerned about it, they might have called a division or there 
might have been some debate about it in the upper house, but there was not. There was an agreement there in 
which, in effect, two opposition members got on the committee. What is the government, which represents more 
than two-thirds, I think, of this chamber, to do—take one position and hand the other to the opposition or the 
Liberal Party, which represents about 20 per cent? What does the opposition represent—about 20 per cent of this 
chamber? I cannot do the maths; is it 15 per cent of this chamber? We are supposed to give two positions to the 
Liberal Party and one to Labor, which represents 66 per cent of the chamber and somehow that is fair. It is not. 

Do members opposite want to impugn the integrity of Hon Alison Xamon? I have met Hon Alison Xamon on 
a number of occasions and she is a feisty personality. She is a feistier personality than the member for South Perth. 
She is a person of firm and strenuous opinions. The member for South Perth is far more agreeable in my experience. 
I do not see the member for South Perth as some great harbinger of accountability. He is not a beacon of 
accountability. He is a nice bloke. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: When I was Minister for Racing and Gaming, he was my shadow. He was Moriarty and 
I was Sherlock Holmes. We did battle on a regular basis, but he was very agreeable. I think Hon Alison Xamon 
will do a good job on that committee. She is not a member of the government. Hon Jim Chown is not a member 
of the government. 

Point of Order 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: Under standing order 78, there has to be relevance to the question. The question was 
clearly about the operation of the act. It is not about the Greens member in the upper house; it is about the operation 
of the act. How is the Premier going to ensure that the act can be complied with? 
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The SPEAKER: I take your point of order, and I have had advice that standing order 78 states that an answer 
must be relevant to the question; it does not say “directly relevant”. So it is up to the minister to respond to the 
question in the best way he thinks so it is relevant. If they go off topic, they should be brought back to the question. 
I can remember when you were on the other side of the house and the previous Speaker was up here and his version 
was: “If you do not like the answer, it is up to the minister to give the answer.” You have to be careful about using 
relevance as a tactic, as you have used it before yourself. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Hon Alison Xamon is not a member of the government; she is a member of the opposition. 
She represents four or five members of that place. The decision of the upper house was that she should be 
a representative on that committee. We are not going to agree to there being one government member on 
a four-person committee. That would be inappropriate. That would be unrepresentative. I want to say this — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members on both sides of the house, I want to hear the Premier’s answer. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I heard some of the words last week. I remember that for five or six years the Corruption and 
Crime Commission was left to be dysfunctional under the term of the last government. 
Ms R. Saffioti: Intentionally. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: Intentionally. The previous government did not have a CCC commissioner. It let the CCC 
drift. It was known to be dysfunctional. It got back on track only in the last year or so when Hon John McKechnie 
was appointed. For the majority of the Liberal Party’s term in government, fortunately for it I suspect, the CCC was 
a dysfunctional organisation. It is back on track now. We intend to continue it that way. 
 


	JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION —MEMBERSHIP

