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JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 

Nineteenth Report — “Annual Report 2010–2011 — Tabling” 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [10.03 am]: I present for tabling the nineteenth report of the Joint Standing Committee 
on the Corruption and Crime Commission titled “Annual Report 2010–2011”.  

[See paper 3906.] 

Mr J.N. HYDE: The Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission has completed a very 
productive 12 months. This is a period in which we have provided a total of five reports to Parliament. In doing 
so, we believe that we have provided the Parliament of Western Australia with a wealth of information 
pertaining to the very important areas of anti-corruption and corruption oversight in Western Australia.  

Having spent the majority of the last calendar year engaged in our inquiry into how the Corruption and Crime 
Commission can best work together with the Western Australian police force to combat organised crime, the 
committee tabled the report pertaining to those matters on 9 September last year. In that report, the committee 
recommended that the CCC’s jurisdiction should not be increased to allow it to directly investigate organised 
crime, as any such extension of its jurisdiction would compromise the authentic independence of the CCC with 
respect to WA Police, and therefore the CCC’s important police oversight role. I note that in the debate we had 
in this chamber on Tuesday, the Attorney General stated for the first time that he and the Premier would now be 
considering the reports of our committee in light of the report that we tabled last week regarding the allegations 
of police use of excessive force, and that the Attorney General would be seriously re-examining the future role of 
the CCC. I am quite amazed that this has not received more attention in not only Parliament, but also the media. 
I congratulate the Attorney; I am not going to verbal him and say that he is coming round to the committee’s 
view. It needs to be stated again and again that our committee is bipartisan, with two Labor members and two 
Liberal members. The committee unanimously and strongly agreed, as does the Parliamentary Inspector of the 
Corruption and Crime Commission, Hon Chris Steytler, that the CCC should not have a more active role in 
directly combating organised crime with WA Police. I again urge the government to seriously consider this 
important issue as we examine the changes that are needed in the CCC legislation. I understand that that may not 
be discussed by this Parliament this year, but will be discussed, hopefully, next year.  

Among other findings and recommendations, our conclusion in that report was reasserted by the committee in 
two further reports that were tabled in the first half of 2011; namely, the committee’s analysis of recommended 
reforms to the Corruption and Crime Commission Act 2003 and the committee’s report on the corruption risks of 
controlled operations and informants. The first of these reports represented the culmination of a sustained effort 
by our committee chair — 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson): Member for Kalgoorlie, we have a member on his feet trying to 
speak. If you want to have a meeting, go outside. Thank you.  

Mr J.N. HYDE: The report represents the culmination of a sustained effort by the committee to analyse each of 
the 58 recommendations for reform to the CCC act contained in a report prepared by Ms Gail Archer, SC, that 
was tabled in Parliament in March 2008 following the statutory review of the act. The committee is hopeful that 
its analysis of the recommendations made by Ms Archer, SC, will prove a very useful aid to Parliament if and 
when the government seeks to amend the act.  

The committee’s report on the corruption risks of controlled operations informants arose out of the committee’s 
earlier inquiry into how the Corruption and Crime Commission can best work together with the WA police force 
to combat organised crime. In the course of conducting the earlier inquiry, the committee learned that the 
investigation of organised crime necessitates the use of controlled operations and informants—practices for 
which there exist significant inherent corruption risks and risks to public safety. Accordingly, and under the 
assumption — 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson): Members, when you get to your feet, you want everyone to hear 
what you are saying. The member for Perth has had to look around at three people on his own side and people on 
the other side while he has been trying to get a very important message across. If anybody wants to talk to 
someone, go outside; if you do not, I will call you to order. 

Mr J.N. HYDE: Accordingly, with the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission 
working under the assumption that the government still intended to pursue a significant change in the focus of 
the Corruption and Crime Commission, the committee has set out to familiarise itself with the best practices for 
managing the risks inherent in the use of informants and controlled operations.  

The work of this committee is, I think, among the most important work that is being done in the Parliament. 
Some people may hold the view that the committee works as a filter between the CCC, the parliamentary 
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inspector and Parliament; it is certainly my view that it does, and it is a most effective and needed filter. I remind 
members of the sheer volume of annual reports that have been tabled in this house this week, and they have 
barely had a look-in. The Parliament as a whole does not have the time, ability or, I would argue, the knowledge 
base for every member to be on top of every area of government oversight, so the work of this committee is very 
important in this complex and ever-changing world of anti-corruption. 

I look back to 10 years ago when I was involved in drafting the Corruption and Crime Commission Act. I have 
the benefit of hindsight in looking at the changes in thinking towards anti-corruption and changes in the 
effectiveness of achieving excellent anti-corruption outcomes. People forget that the CCC was set up because we 
had a royal commission into the activities of the police service. Again, if we fast forward 10 years to the report 
the committee tabled last week, it showed that of 381 serious allegations of misuse of police force, only one had 
been investigated by the CCC. That was a very important issue that needed to be brought to the attention of 
Parliament. Importantly, because our legislation provides for the position of Parliamentary Inspector of the 
Corruption and Crime Commission, we actually have an expert—in this case, Hon Chris Steytler—to do the 
important confidential work associated with the CCC. The work of the committee has enabled the CCC to come 
back and explain exactly the complexity and depth to which it is oversighting the police. 

I hope the following information will be included when the CCC annual report is tabled; and, if not, it is 
something that we should discuss at a future opportunity. I bring to the attention of the house that over the past 
calendar year, the CCC undertook 73 formal investigations and 15 of them were associated with the police 
service. To put that into context, the police service makes up only four per cent of the public service, while 
21 per cent of the formal investigations were conducted in areas associated with the police service. As we know, 
of those 15 formal investigations, only one was to do with an allegation of the use of excessive force, but I think 
that is an indication from the CCC that it is oversighting the operations of the police service. I am sure the CCC 
is able to speak on its own behalf, but it is important that the committee puts issues in context. By having a 
parliamentary committee and a parliamentary inspector, we are actually able to examine the depth and the extent 
of that oversight. It is important that we look into this issue in the full context of the operations of the 
organisation. 

On a number of occasions, the committee and the parliamentary inspector have reported to Parliament on the 
many, many successes of the CCC. One of the most recent ones was the corruption exposed in the misuse of 
IELTS examinations—a very, very important operation within the public service in which at-risk people, 
international students and people who do not have residency in this state became victims of extortion and threats 
of being kicked out of the country. The CCC did a terrific job in its investigations, working with the police 
service, exposing the corruption that was occurring in that very important area of the public service, and there 
are other areas. 

Of course, members of Parliament may sometimes not be aware of the extent of this committee’s oversight and 
the amount of good work the CCC is doing. We quite openly state areas where we believe the CCC should be 
working on a more concentrated level, a different level, or where it may have got issues wrong. That is a very 
important reason for us being in a democracy and having both a parliamentary inspector and a parliamentary 
oversight committee. 

I draw members’ attention to a visitor in the house today, Mr Kuban Omuraliev, who is the executive director of 
the Public Association Kyrgyz Parliamentary Group against Corruption, which is a national chapter of the 
Global Organization of Parliamentarians against Corruption. Mr Omuraliev is visiting for three days from 
Kyrgyzstan to meet with members of our committee and visit the Corruption and Crime Commission to see the 
operation of the anti-corruption measures in Western Australia. 

As I have previously stated in this house, when we first set up the CCC, we took a lot of models from two of the 
most effective organisations in the world, which were Hong Kong’s Independent Commission Against 
Corruption and Australia’s then first anti-corruption body, the Criminal Justice Commission, which became the 
Crime and Misconduct Commission, in Queensland. I still maintain that we got the legislation right and we got 
the model right, but over those 10 years there have been many changes, and we need to look again at the act to 
ensure that our CCC body and our oversight, through the inspector and the committee, is the most effective in 
Australasia and, hopefully, the world. 

In the context of the knowledge base that is required by members of Parliament to be aware of what is happening 
in anti-corruption, one of the benefits of having a small, hardworking parliamentary committee is in the 
provision of that knowledge base. I urge members, when we look at the CCC act review, that we do not change 
the model we have. We have two options. In the original Queensland model, the parliamentary committee is 
bigger and remains bipartisan, decisions can be made only by an absolute majority, and there must be support 
from committee members of both sides of the chamber. This is a very important role in the appointment of the 
commissioners and also of the parliamentary inspectors. We have spoken previously about how the Corruption 
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and Crime Commission has not had a full-time commissioner for some time. I am pleased, but perhaps a bit 
disappointed, that I had to read in The West Australian yesterday that the government has been given the names 
of three candidates for that position. No appointment of a person to the position of commissioner of the CCC can 
be made until the parliamentary committee has been consulted. As we have shown with previous appointments, 
our committee can meet with half a day’s notice, can undertake its legal right to interview the government’s 
preferred candidate, and can have the appointment approved within two days. So I would certainly urge the 
government to get the name of its preferred candidate to the committee very quickly. 

I want to thank very much my fellow committee members for the incredible workload that they have put into the 
committee during the past year. I thank our chairman, Nick Goiran, in the upper house, who is an exceptionally 
talented and hardworking member of Parliament. I also praise the contribution of Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm in 
the upper house. I also acknowledge the very hard work of Frank Alban, MLA. We have a very strong spread of 
knowledge and experience on this committee. 

Most importantly, I need to acknowledge the hard work of our staff on the committee. As all parliamentarians on 
committees know, the bulk of the very, very hard research work is done by the excellent staff that we have in this 
Parliament. The committee has had some staff changes during the year. Our one constant has been our research 
officer, Michael Burton, who has a wealth of information, not only in the area of anti-corruption, but also from 
other work that he has done around the world. We also had our principal research officer, Scott Nalder, and then 
the Clerk of the Legislative Assembly snared him and demoted him to work for him! Of course that was an 
ironic statement; and, as I have learnt in this house, irony does not work in the Parliament, so when I said 
“demotion”, that was an irony. But we wish Scott very well. We now have our new principal research officer, 
John King, who is proving to be a valuable addition to the team. He took over from Dawn Dickinson, who 
worked with the committee for a period of three months during this year. We have also been fortunate to have on 
secondment from WA Police, Emma Clegg, who is proving to be a valuable addition to our research team. 

I also inform the house, in closing, that I am particularly pleased that a number of parliamentarians, not only 
members of the committee, but also others, such as the member for Southern River, Hon Peter Abetz, and the 
member for Girrawheen, Hon Margaret Quirk, have expressed an interest in being involved with the Global 
Organization of Parliamentarians Against Corruption. Today we will be having the inaugural meeting here in 
Perth to establish the Australian chapter of the Global Organization of Parliamentarians Against Corruption. It is 
pleasing that those members whom I have mentioned, and other members of Parliament who have or have not 
been members of the anti-corruption committee, are seeking to improve their knowledge base of this important 
area. It is also fitting that, later this year, the Australian Public Sector Anti-corruption Conference will be held in 
Fremantle, and delegates and experts from around Australia and many places in the world who work in the field 
of anti-corruption will be coming here to discuss anti-corruption measures. 

I commend this report to the house. 
 


