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JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 
Tenth Report - Interim Report on Amendments to the Corruption and Crime Commission Act 2003 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [11.06 am]:  I present for tabling the tenth report of the Joint Standing Committee on 
Corruption and Crime Commission, entitled “Interim Report on Amendments to the Corruption and Crime 
Commission Act, 2003”.  

[See paper 1614.] 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  Passage of the Corruption and Crime Commission Act 2003 arguably saw the most 
comprehensive and effective anticorruption legislation of any English-speaking jurisdiction introduced into 
Western Australia.  The legislation has enabled the Corruption and Crime Commission to realise its considerable 
powers and to grow into an effective corruption-deterrent body.  However, as with all legislation, unforeseen 
flaws can arise.  The statutory requirement of a three-year review provides for a considered re-evaluation of the 
intent and application of the legislation.   

The committee believes that the recommendations contained in this report are of such urgency and commonsense 
that they should be addressed by Parliament expeditiously.  The committee anticipates that other amendments, 
including those of a more contentious nature, could be considered in the near future.  The committee will table 
further reports on these future proposed amendments.   
In the report the committee recommends a number of amendments to the act to improve the legislation and, 
therefore, the CCC’s ability to fight corruption and organised crime.  As a result of the big pending increase in 
Corruption and Crime Commission activities, the committee wants the commissioner to be able to delegate his 
powers to conduct examinations on oath.  The commissioner has implored that he be given these powers, and we 
urge this Parliament to act quickly.  We urge the Attorney General to ensure that this becomes a priority in 
legislation and that this Parliament is not stymied by people who do not want the Corruption and Crime 
Commission to have those powers.  Those people are often too scared to go to the CCC with any allegations.  
Indeed, rather than take an allegation to the CCC, which is the correct body, those people would rather 
mischievously raise allegations in a coward’s paradise.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  They do so for purely political purposes.   

Mr J.N. HYDE:  The member for Yokine is so correct.   
The committee reiterates Commissioner Hammond’s plea that this amendment be made to the act and urges the 
Attorney General to act strongly and forthrightly in getting these amendments before Parliament.  Members will 
note that in recommendation 3 the committee advises against instituting a multi-person commission at this stage.  
Quite importantly, the committee has recommended against establishing a separate judicial commission in 
Western Australia.  The committee recommends that the Corruption and Crime Commission Act be fixed so that 
the CCC can fully oversee judges in the same way that it fully oversees politicians and other public servants in 
this state.  The committee is of the strong view that judges should not be exempt from equal and proper 
treatment.  Similarly, we believe that a separate judicial commission, in which those of a nature associated with 
the judiciary would form a commission to sit in judgment of the judiciary, is not appropriate.  The very strength 
of our overarching CCC act is that every public servant and official in the state is treated separately.  Of course, 
gratuitous allegations against the judiciary could be dealt with and the cowards who make those sorts of 
allegations could also be dealt with by the CCC.  That is a personal observation on that issue.   

The committee makes a number of other recommendations in the report.  We implore the Attorney General to 
bring these minor, but very far-reaching, amendments before this house promptly to improve the effectiveness of 
the CCC.   

MRS J. HUGHES (Kingsley) [11.09 am]:  I will make some brief comments about the Joint Standing 
Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission’s tenth report.  One of the joint standing committee’s 
functions is to monitor and report to Parliament on the exercise and functions of the CCC.  Another is to inquire 
into how its practices can be enhanced.  Certainly the terms of reference of this inquiry clearly fall under that 
function.  Ten recommendations have been made in this report.  Clearly, some of the outstanding issues require a 
deeper understanding of the concepts and practicalities.  There is a need to assert and ascertain the impact of the 
separation of powers in relation to outstanding amendments, such as contempt and witness protection.   

One of the amendments I wish to highlight is in recommendation 2 of the report, which calls for some discussion 
on the definition of “public officer” in terms of the volunteer and foster carer categories and the references to 
whether they should be subject to Corruption and Crime Commission scrutiny.  Clearly, the committee is of the 
view that the definition of “volunteer” as opposed to “public officer” should be clearer.  However, there is a need 
for such persons to be required to meet a high level of scrutiny and accountability of their services.  Also, there is 
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a need to respect the work and goodwill of people who choose to take on the very important work of caring for 
children who, otherwise, would not have a stable carer.   

Foster carers are paid by the government by way of subsidy; therefore, it may open the way to bring all 
volunteers who perform any service for the community or government under the definition of “public officer”.  
Foster carers’ roles are not all the same.  Therefore, our recommendation is to look more closely at a category of 
carer in terms of a public officer.  For example, should a foster carer who dedicates his or her home to caring for 
several charges, having more than one child in his or her care, fall into a different category from carers who take 
on a child who is integrated into a family environment?  It is of great concern that we should not discourage the 
participation of volunteering in foster care - to drive them away from an important and heartfelt service.   

Each year about 1 800 children are in care in Western Australia.  Foster carers are everyday members of the 
community who have a strong commitment to helping others, especially children.  Financial support is provided 
to foster carers to cover the day-to-day expenses of looking after a child.  The amount they receive will depend 
on the age of the child or children they look after.  Subsidies cover food, accommodation, heating, transport, 
haircuts, small toys and other incidental expenses, as well as education, leisure and hobby expenses.  Additional 
payments are provided to foster carers who look after children with special needs.  It is apparent that further 
consultation and discussion is required on this issue.  The committee recommends that the Attorney General 
consider what category of carers, if any, should be included.   

The committee expressed concerns that genuine carer volunteers should not be included in the definition of 
“public officer”. The Attorney General is currently undertaking a review of the legislation and, in light of this, 
the committee considers it prudent to present its report 10 to the Parliament in order to separate the more 
contentious amendments from the less contentious amendments and to streamline the review process.   
 


