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Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission � Third Report � �Robert Bilos� 

Resumed from 7 May. 
Motion 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I move � 

That the report be noted. 

In moving the motion, I will make a few observations. It is somewhat unfortunate that we were not able to 
consider the second report, for understandable reasons, earlier today. Nonetheless, one of the recommendations 
of the second report was that from now on, the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime 
Commission will table his reports via the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission. 
This is an example of that having now taken place. It may be of interest to the house that the parliamentary 
inspector tabled this report following an investigation by the former acting parliamentary inspector concerning a 
complaint from Mr Bilos. Essentially, the complainant alleged that an officer from the Corruption and Crime 
Commission may have improperly released to a third party an email complaint that he had made to the CCC, and 
which led to his assault.  

The house will note that the report is extremely brief. In summary, the investigation found the following�firstly, 
there was no basis for any finding of misconduct; secondly, there was no evidence that the email had come from 
the CCC; thirdly, the evidence indicated that the email was obtained by other means; and, fourthly, the assault on 
Mr Bilos was not connected with the complaint.  

I am pleased to advise the house that the committee agreed with the parliamentary inspector�s recommendations; 
although, in saying that, it ought to be noted that I was not a member of the committee at the relevant time. The 
recommendation made was not to release the whole of the report as it identifies private individuals and mentions 
some operational aspects of the Corruption and Crime Commission.  

On that basis, I commend the report to the house and ask that it be noted.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: Mr Chairman, I would like some guidance here because I am not sure what the 
procedure is. I would like to ask a few questions in relation to the procedure that is to be taken with these reports. 
The parliamentary inspector is now to lodge the reports with the committee and the committee then provides a 
report to the house�that is fine�but we are now in a position where this house does not actually see, or may 
not see, the parliamentary inspector�s reports. I am somewhat concerned about that because I think that this 
house should be able to view the parliamentary inspector�s reports. If there are matters of confidentiality or 
procedural concerns that the CCC has, those sections of the report can be edited and names can be deleted, if 
there are individuals� names that need to be deleted. It just seems to me that we are in a position now where 
Parliament is no longer having access to the parliamentary inspector�s reports. This Parliament established the 
position of the parliamentary inspector for the parliamentary inspector to report to the Parliament. I am 
concerned about this change of events, which has occurred without any amendment to legislation and without�I 
am not sure, and I am happy to be corrected�discussion in this house. Mr Chairman, I am not too sure how I go 
about dealing with this issue�whether by simply having raised it now provides an opportunity for the mover of 
the motion to respond to this Parliament and then we could take the matter up further by motion separately. I 
seek the Chairman�s guidance on how we can discuss this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN: Members, the point that Hon Adele Farina raises is perfectly in order. The committee can 
certainly follow up on that or a committee member may wish to respond to the question. I will give the Chair 
that capacity if he deems that appropriate. But also, my advice is that Hon Adele Farina can provide notice of her 
intention, by way of a substantive motion, and that can be dealt with at some later point.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: I thank the Chairman for his guidance. My concern with that is that there could be 
some quite considerable delay before we get an opportunity to consider this matter. It seems to me that we have a 
situation here where the committee may be acting above the law. The law is that we established a parliamentary 
inspector to report to this Parliament. We have a situation where the parliamentary inspector is now reporting to 
the committee. I do not particularly have an issue with the parliamentary inspector reporting to the committee, 
but I do expect this Parliament to see the parliamentary inspector�s report when the parliamentary committee 
tables its report. I seek the Chairman�s guidance as to whether we actually need an instruction from the President 
to the committee that it is required to operate within the parameters of the law as set down by this Parliament.  

Hon MAX TRENORDEN: I agree with Hon Adele Farina, but in a different context. I have been here for a few 
weeks, but I did spend 22 years in the other place and I have spent a lot of time involved in committee work. I 
am 100 per cent in support of the committee but there has to be a process here whereby the information is 
current. This matter raises significant issues for each one of us in this chamber. It is very important that we have 
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full confidence�and I do�in the committees of this house. But it is also very important that we have current 
information. That is the difficulty before us. We need to deal with this as a chamber, because there will be the 
odd occasion when this might jump up and bite us, and because it is the Corruption and Crime Commission, it 
will not be a nibble! 

The CHAIRMAN: Members, I will quote two sections from the Corruption and Crime Commission Act 2003. 
Section 199(1) states � 

(1) The Parliamentary Inspector may at any time prepare a report as to any of the following 
matters � 

(a) any matters affecting the Commission, including the operational effectiveness and 
requirements of the Commission; 

(b) any administrative or general policy matter relating to the functions of the 
Parliamentary Inspector. 

Section 199(2) states � 

(2) The Parliamentary Inspector may cause a report prepared under this section to be laid before 
each House of Parliament or dealt with under section 206. 

By the same token, section 201 states that the parliamentary inspector may report to the standing committee 
instead of Parliament. Section 201 states � 

A report of the kind mentioned in section 199 may be made by the Parliamentary Inspector to the 
Standing Committee instead of being laid before each House of Parliament or dealt with under section 
206 if, for any reason, the Parliamentary Inspector considers it appropriate to do so. 

I quote from those sections for the information of members. If I understand Hon Adele Farina correctly, then that 
does not necessarily go far enough in her view. I may be pre-empting something in that respect. 

Hon ADELE FARINA: I thank the Chairman. I do not think that establishes a right for the committee not to 
provide that report to the Parliament along with its own report on the parliamentary inspector�s report. It 
certainly does not suggest that in the wording of the legislation as read out by the Chairman. It simply states that 
the parliamentary inspector may table the report with the committee. In the normal course of events, I would 
expect the committee, in then reporting to Parliament, to attach the parliamentary inspector�s report to its report. 
It may table an edited version if it feels compelled to for confidentiality reasons. However, I think that for this 
Parliament not to be able to read the parliamentary inspector�s report at all goes against the initial intention of the 
act as drafted and considered by this Parliament. That is a matter that must be considered. 

Also, the Chairman�s foreword of this report states � 

In the Committee�s report entitled �Report on the Relationship between the Parliamentary Inspector and 
the Commissioner of the Corruption and Crime Commission�, tabled in Parliament on 19 March 2009, 
the Committee made the following recommendation. 

Parliament has not yet considered that committee report, but the committee has taken it upon itself to adopt its 
recommendation that all of the parliamentary inspector�s reports should be tabled with the committee, to which 
the Parliament may take exception. That is quite contrary to the intention of the act, which states that they may 
be tabled with the committee if the parliamentary inspector determines that to be appropriate. Instead, we have a 
committee telling the parliamentary inspector that regardless of the legislation, he will table all of his reports 
with the committee, and then it will determine whether anybody else reads the reports. I do not think that was the 
intention of the legislation, and it was certainly not the intention of the Parliament in passing the law. I think we 
are venturing into very, very dangerous territory and we need to have a debate about this as soon as possible. We 
must ensure that the committee is operating within the confines of the law, not above the law, as the 
ramifications could be quite significant. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I do have some sympathy for the conjecture raised by Hon Adele Farina. I will remind 
the member of my initial comments in speaking to this report today about it being unfortunate that we were not 
able to deal with the first report on the list. I stand by those comments, and I was prepared and ready to go as 
first cab off the rank at 12.00 pm, but it was not to be. I accept that it would have been preferable to deal with 
that report first. 

I note Hon Adele Farina�s comment that the committee is acting above the law in some way. Firstly, I remind the 
member that I was not a member of the committee at the relevant time. I realise that the member is not making 
an issue of that, but it is important that I emphasise it. 
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Secondly, I also have great sympathy for the situation that the committee finds itself in. It is impossible, given 
the timeliness of events, for the committee to look into a crystal ball to try to guess what the Parliament may 
decide when considering these reports. The committee must act in a way it deems appropriate. The committee 
report states that the parliamentary inspector elected to table his report through the committee. It is certainly not 
the situation that the committee demanded anything or told the parliamentary inspector to do anything. 

Hon Adele Farina: Read the paragraph under recommendation 2. It states � 

The Parliamentary Inspector � has given his support to recommendation 2 � 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I will take the member�s interjection, and put to her that if the parliamentary inspector 
decided to accept that recommendation, the committee is not telling the parliamentary inspector what he must 
do. The committee formulated a series of recommendations, which became the first report, which we will not be 
discussing today. The parliamentary inspector, of his own volition, decided that recommendation 2 was good and 
accepted it and forwarded his report to the committee. As the Chairman has just indicated, that is certainly within 
the scope of the legislation. 

Hon Adele Farina: On what basis is the committee withholding that report from this Parliament? 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I will take an interjection. 

The CHAIRMAN: I wish to make clear to members that this is perhaps not the forum in which to debate the 
pros and cons of this situation. I take on board that it is a valid question, but we are simply considering the 
report. My suggestion to the committee would be to go away and consider the concerns raised by the Hon Adele 
Farina. At the end of the day, we are here to consider the report as presented by the member.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: Is it possible for me to move that this report be made an order of the day for 
consideration on another�s day�s sitting, so that we move it from this section of the program? We can then debate 
the issues that are not appropriate to be debated today.  

The CHAIRMAN: My suggestion is that the member needs to provide notice by way of a substantive motion 
that the house can debate at a later time, because this particular report will be noted now that the process has 
been commenced. I think I made the point earlier that the member needs to put forward later some sort of 
substantive motion that can be debated in the same context but later on in proceedings. 

Hon ADELE FARINA: If I may seek some clarification, by noting the report now, it does not preclude the 
consideration of this report as an order of the day if a motion were to be put to that effect. 

The CHAIRMAN: That is correct.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: Thank you, Mr Chairman, for that advice. I appreciate that. What steps can be taken 
immediately to ensure that the committee does not continue to operate in a way that concerns at least me as a 
member of this house, which is that it is considering reports from the parliamentary inspector and potentially not 
tabling those reports with its report to this house? 

The CHAIRMAN: May I simply suggest to the member that the point she makes is valid but the issue would 
seem to be that the committee has been informed through the discussions she has entered into. There is a need 
for that committee in turn to go away and give consideration to the points she has made and to address those 
considerations in that committee context.  

Question put and passed. 
 


