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Division 30: Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission, $249 000 — 

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas, Chairman. 

Mr J.A. McGinty, Attorney General. 

Mr D. Cloghan, Chief of Staff, Office of the Attorney General. 

The CHAIRMAN: The member for Murdoch. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: I refer to the grand total line item for the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and 
Crime Commission’s office on page 512 of the Budget Statements. Can the Attorney General explain the dip in 
the figures to $137 000 for the 2007-08 estimated actual figure from the 2006-07 actual figure of $513 000? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY: Establishment costs account for the high actual budget allocation in 2006-07 compared 
with what is now the more operational costs. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: However, why does it go up again to a similar figure that is indicated at the establishment 
phase in the out years? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY: I do not know the answer to that question. I undertake to provide by way of supplementary 
information the reason for the significant increase in expenditure on the parliamentary inspector in the forward 
years from 2008-09. 

[Supplementary Information No B36.] 

Mr C.C. PORTER: My understanding is that the parliamentary inspector, pursuant to the relevant act, is 
engaged one day a week. Can we obtain a breakdown of the figures to indicate what amount is paid on a yearly 
basis to Mr McCusker for the discharge of his duties as parliamentary inspector? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY: Yes, we can. The parliamentary inspector is paid on an as-needed basis. I can certainly 
provide by way of supplementary information the remuneration paid to Mr McCusker for the 2007-08 financial 
year. 

[Supplementary Information No B37.] 
Mr C.C. PORTER: My interest in the matter is that the act states the parliamentary inspector is to be engaged 
on a one-day-a-week basis. 
Mr J.A. McGINTY: Does it? I do not think the act does. Something of that order might be the practice, but I do 
not think it is in the act. 
Mr C.C. PORTER: Okay. It seems to me that the number of hours Mr McCusker is expending on his 
parliamentary inspector’s duties must be significant. I presume if we can work out how much he is being paid, 
we can work out how many hours he is billing the government for. 
Mr J.A. McGINTY: Yes; I think that is a reasonable proposition. I have no doubt that Mr McCusker has put in 
a lot more time than one day a week, certainly in the first four or five months of this year.  
Mr A.D. McRAE: Has any other agency in the Attorney General’s portfolio had a 100 per cent increase in its 
full-time equivalent allocation? 
Mr J.A. McGINTY: Some have had sensationally more than that.  
Mr A.D. McRAE: Really? 
Mr J.A. McGINTY: Yes. 
Mr A.D. McRAE: That is the case here, and I think it is worthwhile; this is money well spent. 
Mr J.A. McGINTY: I was thinking in particular of the Commissioner for Children and Young People. 
Mr A.D. McRAE: Yes, of course. 
Mr J.A. McGINTY: Being newly established, it has had a sensational increase in FTEs. 
Mr A.D. McRAE: A 75 000 per cent increase or something. 
Mr J.A. McGINTY: Something in that order. 

Mr A.D. McRAE: I note that the Corruption and Crime Commission reported in the previous division that it had 
spent in excess of 1 200 hours dealing with matters raised by the parliamentary inspector. Does the Attorney 
General have a similar calculation of the number of hours that the parliamentary inspector has spent on framing 
those questions? 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 22 May 2008] 

 p470b-471a 
Mr Christian Porter; Mr Tony McRae 

 [2] 

Mr J.A. McGINTY: No, I do not, and I am not aware that the parliamentary inspector has kept those hours. As 
the member heard from Mr Roberts-Smith, he kept a record once it became obvious from the beginning of the 
year that he was spending an inordinate amount of time on responding to the parliamentary inspector. Having 
read the many reports of the parliamentary inspector issued during the course of this year, I am somewhat in awe 
of his capacity to be able to absorb all those matters and then to report so pointedly on them. Maybe he has an 
incredible capacity to do things far more efficiently than the average human being — 

Mr A.D. McRAE: Mere mortals, yes. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY: I expect he does; nonetheless, I expect that he has spent an enormous amount of time this 
year on fulfilling his function and duties as parliamentary inspector. 

Mr A.D. McRAE: Is there any suggestion that the parliamentary inspector thinks his workload should be 
decreased by a change to the scope of his functions? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY: Not from the parliamentary inspector, no. In discussions I have had with the parliamentary 
inspector, he has taken the view that he has a public duty to perform and has performed that diligently, and some 
might even say aggressively, and, nevertheless, purposefully. I suspect demand on the parliamentary inspector’s 
services will be variable. It has been in high demand for the first part of this year, particularly in the first quarter, 
and I guess it will depend upon the nature of the matters that are dealt with by the Corruption and Crime 
Commission. I think that also some clarification—in fact, I think we have already seen it—will come from the 
Supreme Court challenge issued by Dr Wally Cox. Some of the, I will call it “fallout” and I do not mean 
anything untoward in that — 
Mr A.D. McRAE: Subsequent matters. 
Mr J.A. McGINTY: Yes. I think a defining of what is a young commission’s respective role, and the legal 
opinion the member for Murdoch has sought, will shed further light on that. I think the parliamentary committee 
on the Corruption and Crime Commission’s consideration of the interrelationship between the CCC and the 
parliamentary inspector, again, will further add to the evolution of their respective functions. Having said that, I 
place on record my appreciation of the work Malcolm McCusker has done as the parliamentary inspector; it has 
been outstanding. 
Mr A.D. McRAE: Noted; thank you, Attorney General. 
The appropriation was recommended. 
 


