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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 
Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 
HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [5.06 pm]: I am sure members 
will be pleased that I am bringing my contribution to a close. I would like to continue my comments on the 
appointment of John McKechnie to the Corruption and Crime Commission, and in particular the transcript of 
evidence that was provided to the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission on 
7 October 2020. The reason I am doing this is that, quite frankly, this evidence refutes every single accusation that 
the Premier and the Attorney General have made about the process that was followed. I am not talking about the 
generic political process; I am talking about the operational process of the CCC. We were told relentlessly by the 
Premier and the Attorney General that the commission could not operate without John McKechnie as head 
commissioner. He was the only man who could do it. He was the Messiah and the CCC would fall into an almighty 
heap without him. We were also told that the investigation into electoral allowances would be stalled and those 
terrible Tories—those terrible Liberals—were doing this for a reason: to stop that investigation. We were told that 
relentlessly over and again. We were also told that with one commissioner down, it was almost impossible for the 
CCC to continue. The evidence that was presented by the CCC as reported in this transcript has refuted—blown 
out of the water—those accusations. It is a shame that the CCC cannot appear before the estimates committee, because 
we would have had the opportunity to ask even more questions. I say to all members of the standing committee 
that they did a sterling job in this area. As I have said, the evidence completely refutes every single accusation that 
the Premier and the Attorney General have made. 

On top of that, there are still the issues with the parliamentary process, which is what the Premier keeps on saying: 
“We have to usurp the parliamentary process.” The Premier and his Attorney General tried to do that twice. They 
tried to introduce a new bill—the McKechnie bill. That went pear-shaped—where it belonged. The Attorney General, 
by sleight of hand, also tried to change it without notifying anyone, including the Leader of the House in this place, 
that he had gone to the Leader of the Opposition to try to do a sweetheart deal with her. That did not work either. 
They have tried absolutely everything. They can play their political games all they like, but to say relentlessly that 
the CCC is inoperable without John McKechnie is absolute garbage. The CCC has operated for decades without 
John McKechnie and it will operate without him when it has a new commissioner. 

An issue that came up, as I mentioned earlier, was when the Premier wrote a letter to the Leader of the Opposition 
when he was trying to usurp the process and introduce the McKechnie bill. He said, in part — 

We have been supplied with a list of the ongoing and emerging operational activities of the Commission 
which would be interrupted by a change of Commissioner at this time, or by the absence of any Commissioner 
(with an acting Commissioner stepping into the role). 

That is garbage! It came out in a hearing of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission 
that that is garbage. I wanted to know why the government had a list of the ongoing operational activities of the CCC, 
because surely that would compromise the CCC. Again, I asked the Premier a number of questions and, just like 
with today’s effort with the Victory Life Centre, it took me eight questions to get a response when the government 
could have given it to me on day one. Once again, the government went round and round and tried to find a way to 
not answer. But I will never give up—ever! Surely you guys know that. We are coming to the end of this parliamentary 
term; I am not going to give up. Just to digress for one second, if the government had answered that first question 
on the Victory Life church eight days ago, this all could have been avoided. The government gave an answer 
that everyone knew. But, no, the government tried to bypass it and tried to obfuscate and deflect attention away 
from it. 

I asked the Premier — 

(1) Has the Premier received a list of ongoing operational activities of the Corruption and Crime 
Commission? 

(2) If yes, when did he receive the list and will he provide it? 

The answer was no. 

I asked him about it the next day and said, “Hang on, Premier! You’ve actually written a letter to the Leader of the 
Opposition.” That letter said — 

We have been supplied with a list of the ongoing and emerging operational activities of the Commission … 

That is what he stated in a letter to the Leader of the Opposition. I came back and about three questions later—
I do not have time to go through them all—we worked out that, in fact, the Premier did not receive a list, but “we” 
did. He was referring generically to the government. Really? You have got to be joking! Talk about sleight of 
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hand. Again, it goes back to the default position of this government and that is to always hide the facts and do whatever 
it can to avoid telling the truth. We saw it again today with the Victory Life church issue. That is one of about 
20 examples we have, particularly with regard to the CCC. We finally got to that, which brings me back to the 
Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission public hearing held on Wednesday, 7 October, 
and why Hon John Quigley would have a list of the operating cases that were going on. Hon Jim Chown asked — 

On any previous occasion has an Attorney General requested such information from the CCC to your 
knowledge? 

That is, the operating activities of the CCC — 

Mr Warnes: Not to my knowledge. 

Hon ALISON XAMON: This is the first time. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: This is without precedent. 

Mr Warnes: I guess, administratively, he wanted to know the impact of not having a reappointed 
commissioner and we were giving him a sense, administratively, on what would happen at that point in 
time when we were trying to understand what the impact was. 

The CHAIR: Clearly, you failed to convince him. 

Mr Warnes: Clearly. 

As I said, yet again this is without precedent. Hon John Quigley and the Premier cannot get their own way by 
following due process or by following a procedure that has existed since they put it in place 20 years ago. They 
tried to do all they possibly could to bypass due process. They tried to introduce a bill. That did not work. They abused 
us. That did not work. They criticised us. That did not work. They called us terrorists. That did not work. They tried 
to introduce another bill and make a sweetheart deal across the chamber with the Leader of the Opposition. That 
did not work. Members would think that they would finally wake up to the fact that when they do not get their own 
way in this place, it does not mean that they spit the chewy and try to bypass processes and procedures. I remind 
members opposite that the last time a government tried to do that was in the 1980s. It was called WA Inc. It was 
another previous Labor government. That ended well, did it not? It ended in tears. 

We have procedures within this Parliament that ensure integrity, probity and honesty. It is called parliamentary 
process and convention. When members do not get their own way in this place, they do not spit the chewy and try 
to bypass those procedures. Members do not get their own way by criticising their opponents and calling them 
terrorists or hiding corruption. It is just not true. I reinforce, as far as the opposition is concerned and as the proud 
Leader of the Opposition in this place, that we support and respect the processes of this Parliament. We support 
and respect the processes of the reappointment of the head of the CCC. We respect that. We do not in any way, shape 
or form think that, as the Premier has said, the reason John McKechnie was not appointed was that members of 
the committee were trying to hide corruption. That simply beggars belief. I put on the public record yet again: I have 
not spoken one word about the reappointment of John McKechnie to any member of that committee. I can say, hand 
on heart, with great confidence that not only the Liberal Party, but also pretty much everyone else in this chamber 
can say exactly the same. They respect the integrity of the parliamentary process. That is why we have it. As I said, 
as a direct result of the bleating and the absolutely relentless criticism of not just the Liberal Party, but also the 
whole process, the Premier and the Attorney General have fatally wounded John McKechnie in terms of ever, ever 
being commissioner of the CCC. 

As I said, I met John McKechnie a few times when we were in government. I would not say that I know him all 
that well, but I have always found him to be an honourable sort of character. I was not a member of the committee. 
I do not know what was provided. I have absolutely no idea, but I respect the committee. That is the simple fact 
of the matter. If we tried to do that every time someone was to be appointed through a parliamentary process, we 
might as well go fishing—change the goalposts like we did with Lotterywest grants over the last few months. If 
they do not fit into our DNA or what we actually believe in, just change the goalposts. We are not going to do that. 
We will not facilitate that. 

I know that members opposite are counting down the days to the end of this Parliament because they are so full of 
confidence that they are going to win the lower house and get control of the upper house. Can I say: heaven help 
us! Please, do not let that happen! That would mean we would have a government that is out of control. We already 
have a government that is out of control and a Premier who thinks that he can walk on water and a number of 
his ministers are following suit. There are several exceptions, but a number are following suit, including the 
Attorney General, who thinks that the Parliament is just a by-product and an inconvenience. They think, “We’re going 
do it whether they like it or not. We want John. Yes, with a nudge and a wink, we’ll put John in as head of the CCC. 
Oh, there’s this little thing called a committee, but they don’t want him. Oh, tough. I’ll speak to Liza and we’ll 
have a bit of a handshake deal and the two of us will do it. Don’t worry about it. Actually, we can’t because the 
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Liberal Party doesn’t agree with that. Oh, well. I’m going to call them terrorists and corrupt. That’s what I’ll do. 
I’ll get my own way.” That still did not work. Members would think that after all this time, they would have seen 
the writing on the wall and realised, “John, you’ve had five good years as commissioner. Let’s try to find the best 
candidate for that job and get on with it.” No! For almost 12 months the CCC has not had a commissioner and that 
is a direct result of the petulance of the Premier and the Attorney General and because they were not prepared to 
follow due process. 

I really hope that they learn something from this and that if by chance they win a second term, they come back and 
do things with respect for the Parliament. I hope they understand that after the last election, even though they 
got a thumping majority in the lower house, they did not have a majority in the upper house. The people who sit 
on the benches on this side and the Greens who sit on that side are a direct result of the fact that the people of 
Western Australia wanted some checks and balances. That is what they wanted. Government members can carry 
on all they like. They can carry on with their petulance, but when it comes down to it, this house represents the 
Western Australian people. That is why we have a bicameral system of government—to ensure that we have those 
checks and balances, just as we have another check and balance in March next year, which will elect or re-elect 
another government. 

After that, we will come back to this place, ideally with those on this side of the chamber on the other side of the 
chamber, and we will follow correct procedure. That is called the Parliament. That is why I am absolutely privileged 
to be here. We will uphold the integrity of the Parliament. I will not be bullied by a Premier and Attorney General 
who are drunk on power and who insist on bypassing the process. 
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Ken Baston. 
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