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JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 
Twenty-seventh Report - “Hearing with the Parliamentary Inspector of the 

Corruption and Crime Commission on 9 May 2007” 

MRS J. HUGHES (Kingsley) [6.02 pm]:  In lieu of the fact that the committee chairman is unable to be in the 
house this evening, I present for tabling the twenty-seventh report of the Joint Standing Committee on the 
Corruption and Crime Commission, entitled “Hearing with the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and 
Crime Commission on 9 May 2007”.   

[See paper 2858.] 

Mrs J. HUGHES:  I will read out the chairman’s foreword on behalf of the member for Perth.  It states - 

The quarterly hearings of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission 
provide an opportunity for the Committee to assess the Parliamentary Inspector’s performance against 
an agreed set of actions.  Actions arise in the context of previous quarterly hearings or via Committee 
correspondence with the Office of the Parliamentary Inspector and are influenced by information 
tendered at hearings or as a consequence of other information that comes to the attention of the 
Committee Secretariat.  These reports therefore need to be considered in the context of reports 
pertaining to earlier hearings with the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime 
Commission.   
Importantly at this hearing held on 9 May 2007, Mr Malcolm McCusker QC, Parliamentary Inspector, 
in response to a Committee recommendation, committed to maintaining a register of conflicts of interest 
that may arise in the course of the conduct of his functions.  The Committee considers this to be a 
critical accountability measure because it provides a capacity to ensure compliance with Section 195 (3) 
of the Corruption and Crime Commission Act 2003.  That Section directs that the Parliamentary 
Inspector declare him or herself unable to act by reason of an actual or potential conflict of interest.  An 
example of the latter includes Mr McCusker establishing clear lines of demarcation in relation to the 
Mallard matter, in which he acted as counsel.   
Another critical issue under discussion was the inclusion of both qualitative and quantitative Key 
Performance Indicators in the Annual Report of the Parliamentary Inspector, ensuring more measurable 
performance of that Office.  The Parliamentary Inspector has engaged the services of the Office of the 
Auditor General to progress the latter.   
The Committee tabled in Parliament on 17 May 2007 the Report on Past Misconduct Inquiry - Western 
Australia Police.  The Committee has requested that the Parliamentary Inspector ascertain the existence 
of a referenced second report pertaining to misconduct matters arising as a consequence of the former 
Anti-Corruption Commission’s investigative report into any involvement by Western Australia Police 
Officers in the death of Mr Andrew Petrelis.  It is critical that the Government and this Committee 
ensure that identified matters of misconduct are dealt with appropriately.   

The Committee has discussed with the Parliamentary Inspector and the Corruption and Crime 
Commission on a number of occasions, the need to keep both individuals and agencies the subject of 
investigatory action by the Corruption and Crime Commission appraised of matters associated with that 
investigation, in line with the disclosure and secrecy provisions of the Corruption and Crime 
Commission Act 2003.  This is about ensuring fair process while not compromising the Commission’s 
operations.  The Committee believes that the Parliamentary Inspector should monitor that this occurs.  
There has been an ongoing discussion with both the Parliamentary Inspector and the Corruption and 
Crime Commission regarding the application of public versus private hearings to ensure the security of 
a person’s reputation peripheral to an investigation.  The Parliamentary Inspector and the Corruption 
and Crime Commission have agreed to examine this issue further, possibly through the development of 
associated protocols.  The Committee announced an Inquiry into the Efficacy of Public Hearings on 
17 May 2007 which will include a review of this issue.   

The Committee takes the opportunity in hearings to assess the progress of certain complaint matters 
referred to the Office of the Parliamentary Inspector that come to the attention of the Committee.  The 
Committee may request a progress or final report on these complaints.   

The Committee is aware of the increased workload of the Office of the Parliamentary Inspector and the 
impending appointment of an Executive Officer to streamline auditing and complaint processes.  The 
Committee views that consideration should be given to an interim appointment of an Executive Officer, 
pending finalisation of the substantive position.   
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The committee has included that issue in both the chairman’s foreword and the report because we have found 
that the Parliamentary Inspector’s office is under a great deal of stress.  We would like an appointment to be 
made sooner rather than later.  I commend this report to the house and suggest that people read it.  It is always 
good to keep up with committee reports, especially those concerning the Parliamentary Inspector.   
 


