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Division 29:  Corruption and Crime Commission, $26 711 000 - 
Mr G. Woodhams, Chairman.  

Mr J.A. McGinty, Attorney General.  

Mr M.J.W. Silverstone, Executive Director.  

Mr A. Abraham, Chief Finance Officer.  

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

The CHAIRMAN:  This estimates committee will be reported by Hansard staff.  The daily proof Hansard will 
be published at 9.00 am tomorrow. 

The estimates committee’s consideration of the estimates will be restricted to discussion of those items for which 
a vote of money is proposed in the consolidated account.  This is the prime focus of the committee.  While there 
is scope for members to examine many matters, questions need to be clearly related to a page number, item, 
program or amount within the volumes.  For example, members are free to pursue performance indicators that 
are included in the budget statements while there remains a clear link between the questions and the estimates.  It 
is the intention of the Chairman to ensure that as many questions as possible are asked and answered and that 
both questions and answers are short and to the point. 

The minister may agree to provide supplementary information to the committee, rather than asking that the 
question be put on notice for the next sitting week.  For the purpose of following up the provision of this 
information, I ask the minister to clearly indicate to the committee which supplementary information he agrees to 
provide and I will then allocate a reference number.  If supplementary information is to be provided, I seek the 
minister’s cooperation in ensuring that it is delivered to the committee clerk by 8 June 2007, so that members 
may read it before the report and third reading stages.  If the supplementary information cannot be provided 
within that time, written advice is required of the day by which the information will be made available.  Details 
in relation to supplementary information have been provided to both members and advisers and, accordingly, I 
ask the minister to cooperate with those requirements. 

I caution members that if a minister asks that a matter be put on notice, it is up to the member to lodge the 
question on notice with the Clerk’s office.  Only supplementary information that the minister agrees to provide 
will be sought by 8 June 2007. 

It will also greatly assist Hansard if when referring to the program statements volumes or the consolidated 
account estimates, members give the page number, item, program and amount in preface to their question.  We 
are dealing with division 29.  

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I refer to the outcomes and key effectiveness indicators listed on page 530.  The third 
outcome is that organised crime is combated and its incidence is reduced.  When the Corruption and Crime 
Commission was set up, it had three powers.  Its two main powers were to reduce the level of misconduct by 
public officers and to reduce the incidence of organised crime, which is defined in the legislation, and there is a 
list of scheduled offences.  I am sorry for the preamble.  I was not involved in the debate on this bill when it was 
introduced; Hon Cheryl Edwardes was.  That is not a criticism of her; I just want to tell the Attorney General 
where I am coming from.  Only the Commissioner of Police can use the exceptional powers, provided that an 
application is made to the Corruption and Crime Commissioner.  Only two applications have been made.  The 
Attorney General has refused to give the commission the power to investigate organised crime in this state.  He 
continually tells everyone that this is the toughest legislation in Australia, if not the world, when it is not.  The 
Crime and Misconduct Commission in Queensland has the ability under its legislation to proactively investigate 
organised crime.  The sorts of matters that the Queensland commission investigates include paedophile rings, 
bikie gangs, group rapes and prostitution in relation to sexual servitude.  The Attorney General is preventing the 
CCC, with its 153 employees, from using all its powers, techniques and skills to proactively investigate 
organised crime in this state, and I wonder why. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The CCC has been in operation now for three years.  When it was established, it was 
designed to do two things.  First, it was to deal with misconduct and corruption matters in the public sector, and I 
think its record during that time has been one of great success.  The second matter had its origins a couple of 
years earlier.  Members will recall that Don Hancock and Lou Lewis were the subjects of an assassination.  On 
their way home from the races, their car was blown up, killing the two of them.  The government’s response to 
that was to introduce legislation giving exceptional powers to a specially appointed commissioner on application 
by the police to properly deal with activities of an organised crime nature.  However, those powers were 
specifically limited.  The police have traditionally looked after their own territory and have jealously guarded 
their power to investigate organised crime.  This was, however, an exception to that general rule.  When the CCC 
legislation was introduced, we simply took the exceptional powers that arose out of the murder - assassination - 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 24 May 2007] 

 p470b-477a 
Chairman; Ms Sue Walker; Mr Jim McGinty; Mr John Hyde 

 [2] 

of Don Hancock and Lou Lewis and inserted those powers, with some minor modifications, into the CCC 
legislation; in other words, we appointed the CCC as the special commission to oversee those investigations. 

The powers really fitted into two categories.  The first category was a power to remove fortification around bikie 
headquarters, and the second was to investigate a limited range of crimes that were known to be associated with 
outlaw motorcycle gangs and organised crime activity.  In the debate on the CCC legislation, it was never 
intended that the CCC would have coextensive powers with the police to conduct investigations into organised 
crime.  The CCC legislation has a provision that requires it to be reviewed three years after coming into 
operation.  Those three years are now up.  I have appointed Gail Archer, a senior barrister in Western Australia, 
who has extensive experience in criminal law matters, to conduct that investigation and report to me, I presume, 
later this year with her recommendations for changes to the legislation, given that it is still relatively new.  One 
of the issues that I expect her to deal with is the issue of whether the powers should be extended, notwithstanding 
some misgivings by the police, to give the CCC, either of its own accord or on application by the police, the 
power to investigate those matters.  Section 226 of the Corruption and Crime Commission Act relates to the 
review.  The terms of reference for the review are, unusually, embodied in the statute.  The review is to 
investigate whether the commission is to have an investigative crime function.  That is one of the matters that 
was always envisaged by the Parliament would be the subject of review after the CCC had been up and running 
for three years. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  The Attorney General does not need to appoint someone; it is a matter of policy.  Most 
people can read.  The Attorney General can read and he can look at the website of the Crime and Misconduct 
Commission.  He can go to Queensland and find out for himself, and he knows that.  His only excuse and 
justification is that it was never intended.  How long will this review take and how much will it cost?  Surely the 
Attorney General has people who can advise him now. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The Parliament laid down a process by which these matters were to be considered.  It 
passed the CCC legislation, which came out of the Kennedy royal commission into police corruption. 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  It was a bipartisan vote; the Liberals backed it. 

[11.00 am] 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  It was; it was strongly supported by the Parliament.  That legislation itself said that after 
three years, we should look at whether the organised crime function should be expanded.  That is exactly what 
we are doing with the appointment of Gail Archer.  It is my understanding that Ms Archer will be calling for 
public submissions in the press in the very near future to look at that and all the other issues relating to the 
operations of the Corruption and Crime Commission.  Among the issues that she will need to look at, some are 
reasonably straightforward.  I think it is quite clear that we need to look at the capacity of the CCC to compel 
organised crime figures to give evidence.  That was shown to be a problem.  There are other matters.  I think we 
need greater clarity about the capacity of directors general of departments to be able to inform their ministers of 
matters that are relevant to that minister, provided it does not personally involve that minister.  However, that 
was an issue that arose in the case of the education department and the allegations of sexual misconduct by 
teachers, when a director general thought he was somewhat constrained in advising his minister of the existence 
of a CCC working with the education department to try to resolve those matters.  There is a raft of matters that 
are of intense public interest that Ms Archer will look into. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I have a further question.  I will correct the Attorney General on that.  He said that new 
legislation will compel organised crime figures to give answers in evidence.  They did give answers.  The 
commission did not like the answers, but got it wrong when it went to the Supreme Court.  The Attorney General 
needs to get that right. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  If I can just make a quick comment on that - 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  When was the last time a paedophile ring was caught?  Paedophile rings are operating in 
Western Australia.  The Attorney General’s lax attitude towards this legislation is allowing them to operate, in 
my view.  Also, on the issue of prostitution or sexual servitude, the Attorney General set up his own committee - 
he would not allow any of the conservative members of Parliament to go on that committee - with the member 
for Perth and the Greens (WA).  However, bikies are walking free from our courts almost daily; they are just 
walking free. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Can the member ask a question? 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Yes, I am getting to it.  I just want to make sure that the Attorney General understands.  I 
am concerned that, prior to the review, the Attorney General is ruling out enhancing the powers of the CCC, so 
that it could be a service of excellence to the community of Western Australia, in relation to organised crime.  Is 
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that what the Attorney General is doing?  Is he saying definitely no to that, or is he going to say that the review 
will consider it? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The review has certain matters that the act requires that it inquire into, and they are in the 
section of the act to which I have just referred.  In addition, other more specific terms of reference will be 
published on the Internet in the call for public submissions.  We want to have a comprehensive look at all aspects 
of the CCC legislation.  I am aware that the parliamentary committee dealing with the CCC is also looking at a 
range of matters.  The one most recently announced was the extent to which the power to hold public inquiries 
has been judiciously exercised and whether the CCC has the balance right in the view of the parliamentary 
committee, the argument being, of course, on the one hand, the protection of public reputations versus, on the 
other hand, the need to expose misconduct and corruption, and to have an educative effect.  They are all matters 
that will be looked into in the way in which Parliament always envisaged that these matters would be handled. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Will Gail Archer physically visit the Queensland Crime and Misconduct Commission, or 
has the Attorney General provided funds for her to do so?   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  One of the good things about conducting an inquiry and giving it to an independent person 
to do is that that person will determine what is relevant and what will assist him or her in his or her deliberations.  
I expect that Ms Archer would give consideration to that question if it were put to her by the member for 
Nedlands. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I refer to the first dot point of significant issues and trends on page 527, which relates to 
the recent recruitment of staff and the procurement of essential equipment.  I am interested in the equipment 
side.  In estimates on Tuesday, 22 May 2007, the Speaker of the Legislative Assembly advised the estimates 
committee that the Legislative Council’s office, the Premier’s office and the Leader of the Opposition’s office at 
Parliament House were swept for bugs in early 2006.  Did the CCC carry out this sweep, or did it plant the bugs? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  We have no knowledge of that matter. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I refer to the total cost of services on page 529.  What were the costs of all Burke-related 
investigations, broken down into the specific investigations; for example, Smiths Beach, the Wanneroo issue and 
the Port Coogee issue?  I cannot remember all of them because there were so many investigations.  Can the 
Attorney General give us a cost? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Although the Smiths Beach matter has been separately accounted for, and the total 
expenditure in respect of Smiths Beach is of the order of $4 million, the other investigations are part of the 
routine work of the commission and are not separately itemised in terms of the budgetary provision.   

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I have a further question.  Does the Attorney General have a collective figure for the other 
investigations relating to Mr Burke, Mr Grill and Mr Crichton-Browne? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I will ask Mr Silverstone to comment on that question. 

Mr M.J. Silverstone:  In terms of the matters, other than Smiths Beach, that we dealt with in the lobbyists’ 
investigation -  

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I am sorry; I did not hear that. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The lobbyists’ investigation. 

Mr M.J. Silverstone:  They are generally grouped as issues concerned with lobbying in Western Australia and 
the influence on public officers.  We need to bear in mind that that inquiry dealt with, in the first instance, 
matters to do with Wanneroo, matters to do with Cockburn, matters to do with Whitby Falls, matters to do with 
the attempt to influence parliamentary committees, and a number of other matters that have not yet been dealt 
with in public hearing.  We anticipate that in this financial year, that will cost in the order of another $4 million, 
bearing in mind that these amounts are from within our budget and incorporate the use of investigators, 
intelligence analysts, solicitors, counsel assisting, the additional costs required for hearing, and the use of 
surveillance officers, monitors and other staff.  It has required the collection and analysis of thousands of 
documents and other evidence, and those matters that are dealt with in hearings, albeit the hearings are brief, are 
but the tip of the iceberg in terms of the investigative effort of the commission.  I note that the commission’s 
investigations with regard to the lobbyist issues continue, and I am really not at liberty to make any more 
comments about that. 
Ms S.E. WALKER:  Are the costs of the Smiths Beach investigation and the lobbyists’ investigation $8 million 
all up? 
Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Yes. 
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Ms S.E. WALKER:  What percentage of the budget was spent on the education part; that is, the three areas that 
the CCC is responsible for: the education of public officers and all government departments in relation to 
misconduct, and its organised crime function? 
Mr J.A. McGINTY:  On page 529 of the budget papers, the member will see under service 1, “Corruption 
Prevention and Education Programs, Reviews and Consultancy Services to the Public Sector”.  The budget 
provision for 2006-07 was $2.8 million, the estimated actual for 2006-07 is $3.1 million, and the budget estimate 
for the coming year is also $3.1 million.   
[11.10 am] 
Ms S.E. WALKER:  I note, Attorney General, in looking at those figures, that of the three main services 
provided, the oversight and public sector misconduct investigations service cost $20 246 000.   
Mr J.A. McGINTY:  That was the 2005-06 actual. 
Ms S.E. WALKER:  The education service cost $1 781 000, and the organised crime area was nil - nothing.  
Does that not say something to the Attorney General?  Does it not speak volumes?   

Mr J.N. HYDE:  It says that the police commissioner has not requested it! 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I am not asking the member for Perth.  

Several members interjected. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  The member should be standing up there barracking; why is he not making sure that 
organised crime is targeted? 

Several members interjected. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Order, members! 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The 2006-07 budget made provision for $2.8 million for corruption prevention, education 
and research; $22 million for misconduct investigations; and $178 000 for investigations into organised crime.  
The organised crime power is triggered by an application from the police.  There has been limited application 
made by the police.  

The CHAIRMAN:  Before the member for Hillarys asks a question, I bring it to his attention that his party has 
only one official member at the committee.  It is the member for Nedlands. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am here anyway! 

The CHAIRMAN:  The member is welcome to ask a question.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am delighted to spend this time with you this morning, Madam Chair.  I could not say 
the same about some other members of the government; I do not want to spend any time with them.  It is always 
a pleasure talking to the Attorney General.   

I take the Attorney back to my previous question in relation to possible bugs in Parliament House.   

The CHAIRMAN:  Member, please state the page number to which you refer.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I have already done that. 

The CHAIRMAN:  For Hansard.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  It is page 527 and the first dot point.  Can the Attorney General provide an updated list, 
similar to the one that appears on page 57 of the 2005-06 Corruption and Crime Commission annual report, of 
the commission’s employee profile, with a breakdown for the areas of executive; operations; corruption 
prevention, education and research; legal services; and business services?  Can that be provided by way of 
supplementary information?  It is in the annual report. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The staffing level information is published in the annual report each year.  It is best 
collated there and presented annually.  If the member has a specific issue, I am happy to look at it.  The member 
is asking for information that is readily available in the annual report; he should look at that.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I take a point of order as the manager of opposition business.  I respectfully suggest that 
you should find an alternative Chair when dealing with the CCC. 

The CHAIRMAN:  That is not a point of order.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  As leader of opposition business, I ask that. 

The CHAIRMAN:  The member for Cottesloe can by all means go and have a word to the Deputy Speaker. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  No. 
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The CHAIRMAN:  Meanwhile, I will remain in the chair.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I make the point to you, as you are chairing this session: you should not be chairing it.   

The CHAIRMAN:  I thank the member.  It is not a point of order.  The member for Hillarys may continue. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  It is a sham.  It is a joke.   

Mr J.N. HYDE:  The member should go back to his chardonnay!  He comes in for one minute.  He has no 
policy, so he goes for the man.   

Ms S.E. WALKER:  He has a point.  The member for Perth should be standing up to organised crime!   

The CHAIRMAN:  Members are wasting the time of the committee.  The member for Hillarys has the floor.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I would be delighted to speak.  I could not get a word in edgeways; it is a problem I often 
have in this Parliament!  

When is the annual report due?   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  It is September of each year. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  That is quite a long time away.   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I am happy to give the member whatever information he wants if it has some purpose. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The staff obviously would have changed from the time of the last annual report.   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Possibly.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  In some areas.  I ask for an up-to-date list. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  This might provide the answer to the member’s question.  The staffing establishment is 
153 FTEs.  The staff breakdown as at April 2007 -  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  That would be useful information.  It will be in the annual report, but we must wait until 
September for that.   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I am happy to provide it.  It is a breakdown by public service level of the number of 
female and male FTEs in each category.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Does it include the employee profiles that normally appear in the annual report?   

The CHAIRMAN:  Is this a further question?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No; it is the same one.  To save time, can the Attorney General provide that by way of 
supplementary information?  Also, can he provide the number of Parliament House committee staff who now 
work at, or have worked at, the CCC, and the directorates in which they worked in 2006-07? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  In respect of the question about former parliamentary staff now working at the CCC, or 
having worked at the CCC, Mr Silverstone will provide an answer. 

Mr M.J. Silverstone:  To my knowledge, we have had for a short period of time in 2006 going to 2007 two 
former members of parliamentary staff.  Both were working in the area of corruption prevention, education and 
research.  One of those staff members for a short period acted as the report writer for the commission.  They 
have both now left the commission’s employ.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Are there now no former Parliament House staff working there? 

Mr M.J. Silverstone:  Not to my knowledge. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Regarding the question about staffing, I presume by profile that the member means the 
staff levels.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Profile is profile.   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I will run through it quickly.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  There are 150 of them - it will take ages. 
Mr J.A. McGINTY:  It will be fairly quick.  At level 2, there are eight males and three females; at level 3, four 
males and 13 females; level 4, five males and 10 females; level 5, four males and 1.8 females; level 6, 15 males 
and 14.8 females; level 7, 26 males and seven females; level 8, 17 males and two females; level 9, four males; in 
the “negotiated” category, there are two males and one female; and at class 1, there are three males and two 
females.  The position numbers by services for purposes of key performance indicators in the 2007-08 budget are 
as follows: corruption prevention, education and research, 18; operations, 135; and organised crime, zero, with a 
total of 153.  
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I will read Hansard for that information.   
I have a further question on organised crime.  The name of the organisation is the Corruption and Crime 
Commission, but the one area that the commission has not dealt with at all is organised crime.  I have a couple of 
questions about that aspect.  First, I believe it should deal with that area, but that is a statement.  My question is: 
have the police come to the CCC at any time in the past couple of years to ask for assistance in relation to 
facilities, investigative powers and investigators to assist in the investigations of organised criminals and 
organised crime gangs?  
Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I will ask Mr Silverstone to respond. 
Mr M.J. Silverstone:  The Western Australia Police has sought to use the exceptional powers available under 
part 4 of the act on two occasions.  The circumstances surrounding those are well known.  We have regular 
discussions with the police about prospective matters for which they might come to the commission to seek the 
use of the powers.  None has come to fruition.  Police have on occasions asked that they might gain some form 
of support.  From our understanding of the act, we are unable to provide investigative support or intelligence 
support and analytical support because we do not have an investigative crime function.  We have on occasions - 
one occasion springs to mind - provided a degree of technical support to deal with a technical problem they had.  
Other that that, we are limited in that regard.   

[11.20 am] 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  In relation to the powers of investigation into organised crime, the Attorney General said 
that whether Ms Archer looks at the Crime and Misconduct Commission and how it operates is a matter for her 
to determine.  That is not the case.  It is a mandatory requirement of this Parliament that the Attorney General, 
under section 226 of the Corruption and Crime Commission Act, look at that matter and that Ms Archer look at 
that matter.  It is a mandatory requirement that other matters are to be looked at; there are about 10 of them.  I 
raise that matter and want to make sure that the Attorney General understands he is required to do that as a 
matter of law by this Parliament. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The question the member for Nedlands put to me earlier was whether I would either ask or 
direct Ms Archer to travel to Queensland - 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  The Attorney General said it was up to her what she does in the review. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  - to look at the arrangement.  That is not actually a true requirement. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  It is not up to her.  It is up to the Attorney General; he is responsible. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  If I can finish answering the question. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Go and read the act. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Can the member please allow the Attorney General to answer? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Section 226 of the Corruption and Crime Commission Act does not make it a requirement 
that either I or a person appointed to conduct the investigation travel to Queensland to look at the provision 
there.  Ms Archer is to have regard to whether the act should be amended to include the adoption of the 
legislative scheme of the Queensland Crime and Misconduct Act 2001.  Whether that involves her travelling to 
Queensland is a matter that she will determine as an independent investigator or reviewer. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I refer to the seventh dot point on page 528 that relates to a review of the operations of 
the CCC.  Can the Attorney General provide a list of legal practitioners in Western Australia who were 
approached to review the Corruption and Crime Commission Act 2003? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Ms Archer was identified as being an appropriate person, having been formerly employed 
in the public sector as both a prosecutor at the Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions in criminal matters 
and a defence lawyer while working for Legal Aid WA.  She is now a highly respected barrister.  She was 
approached and asked to undertake this investigation.  It is my understanding that the CCC recommended her for 
the position and it is certainly one that I support. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  As the Attorney General - 

The CHAIRMAN:  A further question? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Yes, please.  Does the Attorney General think it is appropriate that a practitioner who has 
represented Sam Salpietro at the CCC public hearings, and who is one of Brian Burke’s stooges we are told, 
should conduct the review? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I think Ms Archer’s qualifications for the job are impeccable.  Anybody who is a decent 
criminal lawyer - 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Is there not a conflict of interest there somewhere? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  - will have represented various rogues from time to time. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  No; that is not true. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I do not believe that that in any sense - 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Prosecutors do not. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  They may have prosecuted rogues.  As I said, any criminal lawyer worth their salt would 
have been involved with people who have frequently appeared in the criminal jurisdiction of this state; it is 
necessarily part of their experience. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  The Attorney General has no understanding of the system. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  So the Attorney General does not have a problem with it; he is quite happy with it? 

The CHAIRMAN:  A further question. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  There is no conflict of interest? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Of course there would not be.  Ms Archer is a person of impeccable ethical standards and 
I am sure that she would disqualify herself if that became an issue.  However, if we disqualify someone who has 
merely represented someone in a CCC hearing, we would disqualify the cream of the criminal law profession in 
Western Australia. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Who in the CCC recommended her? 

The CHAIRMAN:  A further question. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Ms Archer. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No; who in the CCC recommended her?  She did not recommend herself. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I understand it was in discussion with Commissioner Hammond. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I have a further question. 

The CHAIRMAN:  The member for Nedlands. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I refer to page 532, service 2, which refers to the oversight and conduct of public sector 
misconduct investigations.  Can the Attorney General explain why the CCC, which has a budget of around 
$20 million a year, is successful in investigating and charging police officers for offences in relation to assaults, 
but is unable to investigate and prosecute police officers who may be involved in the disappearance of two 
kilograms of cannabis from a local police station? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  No, I cannot. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  No, I did not think he would be able to.  Can the Attorney General explain - 

The CHAIRMAN:  A further question. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Can the Attorney General explain why the CCC, which has a budget of around $20 million 
a year, is unable to successfully investigate and prosecute police officers who may be involved in the 
disappearance of two sums of money, $5 800 and $8 850, seized by the North Perth tactical investigation group? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The budget of the CCC for this year is in fact $26.7 million, not $20 million as referred to 
by the member for Nedlands. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I am just testing the Attorney General! 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  It is not appropriate in these matters to be probing the day-to-day operations of the CCC -  

Ms S.E. WALKER:  What I am saying is that it does not have the power. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  - and I will not be answering questions about the operational matters and the way in which 
the CCC has tackled or is continuing to tackle particular issues. 

The appropriation was recommended. 
 


