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Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission — Eleventh Report —  
“Annual Report 2009–2010” 

Resumed from 23 September 2010. 

Motion 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I move — 

That the report be noted. 

What a delight it is to stand here this evening and speak to the “Annual Report 2009–2010”, the eleventh report 
of this important committee, the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission. If I have 
not said it before, may I express my deepest thanks to the Leader of the House for allowing us this 
comprehensive opportunity to consider these reports. Certainly, without his wisdom we would have been unable 
to do that today, noting the time. Therefore, I am pleased to make some brief comments on this report.  

Members would be aware that this is the annual report of the committee for 2009–10. Interestingly, while talking 
to a member of this place earlier today, the question was asked of me: do standing committees still need to table 
annual reports? I understand that for Legislative Council committees that is no longer the case because the house 
tables an annual report and so it is taken care of in that respect. The interesting point, which I might take up with 
the Clerk on another occasion, is whether that would apply to this particular committee, because it is loosely 
referred to as an Assembly committee notwithstanding that it is a joint standing committee. Therefore, perhaps 
this committee may still need to table annual reports. We will address that on another occasion.  

For the time being, this evening we have before us the annual report of 2009–10, which was tabled quite some 
time ago. I believe it was tabled on 23 September 2010. It is for the reporting period between 1 July 2009 and 
30 June 2010. The Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission spent the majority of the 
reporting period engaged in its inquiry into how the Corruption and Crime Commission can best work together 
with the Western Australia Police to combat organised crime. As you would be aware, Mr Deputy Chairman 
(Hon Brian Ellis), I already made quite a few comments about that report earlier today and also when we were 
last sitting. This inquiry, to refresh the memory of members or those who may not have been in the house earlier 
today, considered the ramifications of granting the commission an active organised crime–fighting jurisdiction. 
The committee devoted a year of solid research, debate, analysis and argument within dozens of closed hearings 
and interviews with key operatives who are at the cutting edge of fighting modern organised crime. Evidence 
was taken from a number of high-ranking officials.  

In that respect, I take particular note of the section of the report entitled “Briefings”, which is found under 
paragraph 1.4 of chapter 1 on page 5. There is a very comprehensive list of witnesses who provided briefings to 
the committee. They include not only the then commissioner of the Corruption and Crime Commission, Hon Len 
Roberts-Smith, but also Mr Nick Anticich who at the time was the director of operations at the Corruption and 
Crime Commission and is now one of the assistant commissioners of the Western Australia Police. It also 
included the manager of investigations of the CCC. More to the point and perhaps what I would like to draw to 
your attention, Mr Deputy Chairman, is that the committee had the opportunity to receive briefings from people 
as far abroad as Hong Kong. Professor Traver, a professor of sociology from Hong Kong University, was one of 
those gentlemen who briefed the committee. We also had the opportunity to meet with the acting assistant 
director of operations and the chairman of the Operations Review Committee of the Hong Kong Independent 
Commission Against Corruption. It was very valuable for the committee to be able to meet with these 
distinguished gentlemen. In addition, we had the opportunity to meet with people from the Legislative Council 
of Hong Kong. It has a committee that is known as the Panel on Security. We had the opportunity to meet with 
the deputy chairman and also a member of that panel.  

In addition, as members will see from the details of the report, the committee also met with various esteemed 
people from the Asian Human Rights Commission and had a very valuable meeting with the Hong Kong Police 
Force. When we met with the Hong Kong Police Force, we had the opportunity to meet with the assistant 
commissioner and also the chief inspector. That meeting provided valuable insight to the workings of the police 
force and how it interacted with the Independent Commission Against Corruption in Hong Kong. Lastly, we also 
had the opportunity to be briefed by the executive director of the Australian Crime Commission. The reason I 
outlined all of those things this evening is that we can see the wealth of knowledge not only from the Australian 
jurisdiction, but also from international jurisdictions, which was utilised in order for the committee to put 
together that comprehensive report that I referred to earlier. I have already made mention earlier today in my 
comments about that particular report, which dominated the reporting period in question, about the relevance of 
the Queensland Crime and Misconduct Commission; therefore I do not propose this time to repeat those 
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comments. I will just refer to my earlier comments in Hansard and I will also do so with the issues, if I could put 
it that way, about the reference group model that I outlined earlier. 

I turn to the agencies that provided feedback about the draft report. A hearing was convened at which the 
Corruption and Crime Commissioner and the Commissioner of Police attended and had the opportunity to 
provide feedback about that weighty report. Some might say that the report was a bit thick, but nevertheless, it 
has been a most useful and constructive report for the benefit of the house and certainly of members. A further 
hearing was attended by the head of the serious organised crime division of Western Australia, and I made some 
mention of that earlier today. With the benefit of that feedback, the draft report prepared by the committee was 
amended in the light of the feedback and the fresh evidence received. Members will recall that I referred to it 
earlier today as a very exhaustive process and indeed it was an exhaustive process. The committee came up with 
a number of recommendations in that report. Members would be aware that the most significant or major 
recommendation is that the CCC not be given an enhanced organised crime–fighting jurisdiction. That view is 
certainly supported by a number of people who contributed to the report. That particular report, to which I 
referred at length today, was tabled in this place on 9 September 2010 and the committee has asked me to pass 
on and make note that it was pleased with the accurate reporting by the media on the issues raised by the report. 
There are certainly controversial matters that will require some consideration by members in this place in the 
fullness of time.  

With regard to the annual report of 2009–10, I would also like to note that apart from this major inquiry to which 
I have been referring at length, the committee also continued to discharge its primary function, as detailed by 
standing order 289 of the Legislative Assembly—that is, to monitor and report to Parliament on the exercise of 
the functions of a Corruption and Crime Commission and the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and 
Crime Commission. To that particular end, the committee tabled four reports in Parliament during the reporting 
period, owing to the issues that were brought to the committee’s attention at the time, by either the Corruption 
and Crime Commission or the parliamentary inspector, Hon Chris Steytler, QC.  

I would also like to note that the committee made special efforts to ensure that it remained informed of the 
Corruption and Crime Commission’s regional outreach program. That program saw the commissioner and a 
number of senior commission staff conduct a series of seminars in Karratha and Port Hedland in March 2010. 
Additionally, the committee had the opportunity to deal with a number of inquiries that pertained to the work of 
either the commission or the Office of the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission, as 
raised by members of the public. Specifically at the invitation of the commissioner, the committee also had the 
opportunity to attend the Corruption and Crime Commission on 23 July 2009, which members will appreciate is 
at the beginning of the reporting period in question. The purpose of that invitation was to tour the commission’s 
facilities and receive a briefing by senior commission staff. I found that to be quite a productive tour of the 
commission’s facilities and a valuable briefing by those staff. During the tour, the committee inspected some of 
the commission’s technical equipment. I think it is fair to say that my colleagues and I were impressed with both 
the capabilities of the commission and the protocols that govern the use of the commission’s equipment. The 
committee returned to the commission on 26 October 2009, again within the reporting period in question, to 
attend the opening of the public hearings associated with the commission’s investigation into allegations of 
misconduct in the purchase of goods by public officers. If I recall correctly, I think that is often colloquially 
referred to as “the toner matter”.  

On 12 November 2009, the committee tabled its sixth report. As members will be aware, the sixth report is 
entitled “Parliamentary Inspector’s Report into an Alleged Unauthorised Disclosure by the Corruption and Crime 
Commission”. It was quite a serious report indeed. After receiving a report from the parliamentary inspector, 
Hon Chris Steytler, QC, on 3 November 2009, the committee immediately convened separate closed hearings on 
11 November 2009 with the parliamentary inspector and the then Corruption and Crime Commissioner, Hon Len 
Roberts-Smith. It is important to note that during these hearings the parliamentary inspector provided the 
committee with some additional information, which was not in the original report, about how he conducted his 
investigation. Therefore, at the suggestion of the committee, the parliamentary inspector incorporated this 
additional information into his report and the following day the committee tabled that more enhanced report as 
an appendix to its sixth report. I guess the purpose of specifically outlining that today is just to evidence how 
important and constructive it is that the parliamentary inspector can table his reports through the committee and 
how promptly the committee can deal with those reports.  

Moving on further in the reporting period, on 14 October 2009 the committee convened a closed hearing with 
Mr Robert Cock, QC, in his capacity as special counsel to the Premier. Of course, he had previously served as 
Western Australia’s Director of Public Prosecutions for more than 10 years—from 2 March 1999 to 30 July 
2009. This hearing provided significant insight into a range of pertinent issues. At that time, the committee 
requested Mr Cock’s permission to make the entire transcript of the hearing public. He agreed to the request and 
subsequently the committee tabled the transcript as an appendix to its seventh report on 26 November 2009. 
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Further in this reporting period we are considering this evening, specifically on 25 February 2010, the 
Corruption and Crime Commission provided the committee, and simultaneously the Attorney General, with a 
report concerning an investigation into alleged public sector misconduct related to the activities of an associate 
to a judge of the District Court of Western Australia. I may say that it was another controversial matter; certainly 
not the norm. Nevertheless the committee, having received this report, immediately convened a closed hearing 
with the Corruption and Crime Commissioner on 3 March 2010. The purpose of that closed hearing was to 
discuss both the content of the report and the reasons cited by the commissioner as to why the report had not 
been tabled directly in Parliament.  

Of course a number of these particular reports to which I refer this evening will be further considered by this 
house as we progress through the lengthy list before us, so I will make some more elaborate comments at that 
time. For the time being, I will restrict my comments as follows. As a result of the hearing to which I have just 
referred, the committee requested the commissioner to provide the committee with a precis of the original report 
that would be suitable for tabling in Parliament. The committee then tabled this precis as an appendix to its 
eighth report on 18 March 2010 in the Legislative Assembly. For reasons that escape me at the moment, the 
tabling in the Legislative Council was on 23 March 2010.  

In trying to conclude the consideration of this report, I also make mention of a very valuable public hearing on 
5 May 2010, once again in the reporting period in question. That public hearing was for the purpose of 
discussing the work and role of the commission with Ms Gail Archer, Senior Counsel, and Mr Christopher 
Shanahan, Senior Counsel. At that time, 5 May 2010, both of those esteemed barristers were serving as acting 
commissioners at the Corruption and Crime Commission. The commission’s executive director, Mr Mike 
Silverstone, also attended that hearing. As a result of that public hearing, a transcript was provided as an 
appendix to the committee’s ninth report. Regrettably, I do not have the ninth report in front of me at the 
moment. It was tabled on 27 May 2010. I have made mention a few times this evening to the fact that the hearing 
with the then acting commissioners was a public hearing. However, upon further consideration I am not sure that 
was the case. It could well have been a closed hearing, so I stand to be corrected on that. It is regrettable that I do 
not easily have the ninth report available to discuss, but when that is considered by this place I will endeavour to 
clarify that point.  

Nevertheless during the reporting period 1 July 2009 to 30 June 2010 the committee also concerned itself with 
the task of providing Parliament with an appraisal of the recommendations contained within the review of the 
Corruption and Crime Commission Act 2003. This was of course the review that was completed by Gail Archer, 
Senior Counsel, in February 2008. This was prior to the time she became an acting commissioner. That work has 
subsequently been completed and is on the notice paper in the form of one of the reports that will be considered 
by this place at a later stage. If I remember correctly, it may well be the thirteenth report, which was tabled on 
17 February 2011. It is order of the day 25 on the notice paper, so it might take some time before we get to it. 
We will consider it at that point and I look forward to making a more comprehensive contribution about it at that 
time. 

I take this opportunity to thank all the witnesses who appeared before the committee over that 12-month period. I 
have mentioned several of them this evening. I have not mentioned all of them because I am conscious that we 
have limited time this evening, and I will not unpack that any further, but I encourage members to take note of 
the full list of witnesses who appeared before the committee. I thank each of them for their contributions. It 
would be remiss of me to finish my comments without acknowledging my fellow committee members, whose 
support and hard work is very much appreciated. I also take the opportunity to pay specific tribute to Hon Len 
Roberts-Smith, QC, whose tenure as commissioner of the Corruption and Crime Commission came to an end 
earlier this year. He has led the commission with distinction since his appointment in 2007. It was a significant 
act of public service for an esteemed gentleman such as himself to take on the role of commissioner. It is 
unfortunate that we currently do not have a commissioner. Obviously there are big shoes to fill in that respect 
and we look forward to that happening in due course. During my time as Chairman of the Joint Standing 
Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission, I have been grateful for the professionalism and courtesy 
that was extended to me by Mr Len Roberts-Smith and to the committee. It is fair to say that the citizens of 
Western Australia have much to be thankful for, for having a person of his calibre being willing to take on such a 
demanding role as commissioner. I commend this report to the house. 

Question put and passed. 
 


