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CORRUPTION, CRIME AND MISCONDUCT AMENDMENT BILL 2017 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 
MR A. KRSTICEVIC (Carine) [3.58 pm]: It is fantastic to get an opportunity to continue my remarks on the 
Corruption, Crime and Misconduct Amendment Bill 2017. Just for members who were not here, I was going 
through the Parliamentary Privileges Act 1891, which I am sure everyone is interested in. 
Mr W.R. Marmion: I am interested only in section 8. Are you going give to give us section 8? 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: I was specifically talking about section 8. I had gone through paragraphs (a), (b) and (c), 
and I was just sitting on (d), which refers to sending to a member any threatening letter on account of his behaviour 
in Parliament. Again, I do not think that is something that the Corruption and Crime Commission will really be 
interested in. Paragraph (e) refers to sending a challenge to fight a member. Again, if someone sends a challenge 
to fight a member, I am not sure that the Corruption and Crime Commission would be interested in that aspect of 
section 8. Paragraph (g) refers to creating or joining in any disturbance in the house, or in the vicinity of the house 
while the same is sitting, whereby the proceedings of such house may be interrupted. Again, I do not see any 
reason the Corruption and Crime Commission would be interested in that. Section 8(f) states — 

offering a bribe to, or attempting to bribe, a member; 
There is some relevance to that point. If someone were offering a bribe to a member or attempting to bribe 
a member, that is probably something the Corruption and Crime Commission might be interested in. 
When the explanatory memorandum refers to the importance of section 8 and of course to breaches of the 
Criminal Code, I think it should also refer to paragraph (f), because that is the only one I think the CCC might 
have any interest in in terms of the Parliamentary Privileges Act 1891. The bill refers to returning the word 
“exclusively” to section 3(2) of the Corruption, Crime and Misconduct Act 2003. It would be interesting to know 
what matters are exclusively determined by a house of Parliament. I would like the Attorney General to provide 
a list of matters that are exclusively determined by a house of Parliament. I know, for example, that the Speaker 
can call members to order. 
Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
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