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JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 
Sixth Report - Examination of the 2004-2005 Annual Report of the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption 

and Crime Commission 
MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [10.08 am]:  I present for tabling the sixth report of the Joint Standing Committee on 
the Corruption and Crime Commission, entitled “Examination of the 2004-2005 Annual Report of the 
Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission”.   

[See paper 1394.] 

Several members interjected. 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  This is the first full-year report -  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman):  I ask the minister and the member for Murdoch to take their 
discussion outside.  It is interfering with the processes of the chamber. 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  This is the first full-year report of the parliamentary inspector. 

Mr T.R. Sprigg interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Member for Murdoch, you are constantly interfering.  I call you to order for the first 
time. 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  The report we tabled last year covered the operation of the parliamentary inspector over six 
months.  I draw the attention of the house to a couple of points.  The Joint Standing Committee on the 
Corruption and Crime Commission is very satisfied with the 2004-05 annual report of the parliamentary 
inspector.  There is a tremendous degree of transparency in the way Mr McCusker has undertaken his role.  One 
of the hallmarks of the great successes of Western Australia’s Corruption and Crime Commission Act is the 
transparency of not only the commission, but also the parliamentary inspector.   

The report notes that the volume of complaints to the inspector has increased.  In statistical terms, it comes off a 
very low base.  The number of complaints has risen from low single digits to high single digits.  Compared with 
other states with similar inspectors and corruption agencies, we have a very low level of complaints about the 
operation of our corruption watchdog.  It is a credit to the inspector that he has taken these complaints seriously.  
Also, the way the committee undertakes its important oversight role with the inspector is a credit to the 
committee.   

I draw the Parliament’s attention to the fact that we are obliged to undertake a review of the CCC act.  I also 
draw the attention of the house to the statutory functions of the parliamentary inspector.  There are a couple of 
areas that I will flag personally.  The committee has not yet adopted a position on recommended changes to the 
legislation.  We ended up including in the CCC act the ability of the parliamentary inspector to undertake his 
functions on his own initiative; at the request of the minister, who is currently the Attorney General; in response 
to a matter that is reported directly to him; or in response to a reference from the house or the standing 
committee.  We largely based the CCC legislation on the successful Queensland model.  In Queensland, the 
inspector works directly at the behest of the parliamentary committee.  We have to decide whether we want to 
reconsider the functions of the parliamentary inspector.   

The second issue the committee has looked at is qualifications.  The Liberal opposition once had many more 
lawyers than it does at the moment.  The only people qualified to be the parliamentary inspector are those who 
have served for eight years at barrister level.  As members in this house delight in reminding the member for 
Nedlands, that would mean that the Attorney General could never be appointed as parliamentary inspector and 
would never be qualified, under our legislation, to be a commissioner of the Corruption and Crime Commission.  
It was my personal view during debate on the legislation that that requirement was unnecessary.  I also did not 
agree with the prohibition on someone who has been a police officer being appointed as a commissioner or 
parliamentary inspector.  Considering the qualifications and background of the current Commissioner of Police, 
some of the old stereotypes about police and the CCC are no longer valid.  I remind members that we should be 
reconsidering the bar on people who have been police officers attaining those positions, as well the very high 
purple circle barrister qualification for the parliamentary inspector.  If we consider what the parliamentary 
inspector does and the complaints that are made to the CCC, we realise that it is not primarily a police 
investigation agency; it has a much broader ambit.  With the relatively low levels of corruption and misconduct 
in this state, Parliament should look again at those requirements when the legislation is reviewed.  I commend 
the report to the house.  

MRS J. HUGHES (Kingsley) [10.13 am]:  I endorse the annual report and the comments made by the 
chairman.  The parliamentary inspector is a primary link for the committee in its understanding of the processes 
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and procedures of the CCC, so this is a very important report that all members should embrace.  The committee 
has highlighted in the report some issues that need further work and exploration.  We are looking to endorse 
some of the accountability measures, and to ensure that other agencies delegated to undertake action on minor 
indiscretions and misconduct are also adhering to adequate procedures.  This is another primary function of the 
parliamentary inspector, and adds to his ever-increasing workload.  Members will also note that the 
parliamentary inspector commented on his increasing administrative workload, and the committee is cognisant 
of this.  We would like to make sure that the time of the parliamentary inspector is spent on the very important 
task of monitoring the CCC, rather than being taken up with administrative work.  We are cognisant of the needs 
of the parliamentary inspector, and we will be looking at that very closely.  I am looking forward to engaging in 
the coming year with the parliamentary inspector, the acting parliamentary inspector who is now in that position, 
and the commissioner.  
 


