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COMMONWEALTH HEADS OF GOVERNMENT MEETING (SPECIAL POWERS) BILL 2011 

Committee 
Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Hon Michael Mischin) in the 
chair; Hon Donna Faragher (Parliamentary Secretary) in charge of the bill. 

Clause 72: Use of force by police officers and authorised persons — 

Committee was interrupted after the clause had been partly considered.  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: Before we broke for question time Hon Giz Watson asked a question about the 
period of time special powers could be exercised. Albeit I do not think any of us want to go back to clause 16, 
we do in fact have to go back to clause 16! It states the powers can be exercised “only during the CHOGM 
period in, or in relation to, a CHOGM security area”. So, the answer is, during the CHOGM period.  

Hon GIZ WATSON: Did you also say in the security area as well as within the time?  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: “In or in relation to”. Again, going back to clause 16.  

Clause put and passed.  

Clause 73: Provision relating to powers —  

Hon KATE DOUST: My questions about this clause are fairly straightforward. Having read it, I would like the 
minister to explain what the purpose of this clause is and why is it considered necessary.  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: It is for a circumstance that may arise if someone runs away from a restricted area 
and the police want to use one of their special powers. If the member looks at the end of the clause, it states “has 
recently left the area”, so for a pursuit.  

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 74 to 77 put and passed. 

Clause 78: Corruption and Crime Commission may provide assistance — 

Hon KATE DOUST: This is the first clause where we actually see the Corruption and Crime Commission 
formally make its entry into the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting (Special Powers) Bill 2011. I 
have a series of questions related to why the CCC has been included in this bill, which is for the purposes of 
dealing with CHOGM. The second reading speech really does not explain the necessity for the CCC to be active 
in this area. The first question I would like the parliamentary secretary to answer is: why does the government 
think it is necessary to have the CCC involved in this type of event, when, as we know, the primary functions of 
the CCC are to investigate misconduct and organised crime? I am not too sure how the functions they normally 
carry out relate to CHOGM. I will get the parliamentary secretary to answer that first, and then I have some other 
questions that will flow on from that answer. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I think the questions being asked by Hon Kate Doust perhaps may be more 
appropriately asked when we get to part 8. I am not saying I do not want to talk about it, but I just think it would 
be more appropriate to answer those questions at clause 81, because this clause relates to “may provide 
assistance”, rather than the more general questions I think the member wants to put. 

Hon KATE DOUST: The parliamentary secretary is probably right, because part 8 deals with a whole range of 
matters associated with the CCC and its potential engagement with CHOGM. Clause 78(2) deals with providing 
assistance and states — 

… the Commissioner may, by arrangement with the CCC Commissioner — 

(a) make use, either full-time or part-time, of the services of any officer of the 
Commission; and 

(b) make use of any facilities or resources of the Commission. 

In the context of this clause, I wanted to know why they would enter into that agreement when the functions of 
the CCC are quite substantially different. Coming back to clause 78 and the fact that a set of arrangements can be 
entered into in relation to staffing facilities and resources, the simple question is: why would they want to do 
that, when they are operating under such substantially different arrangements for their function and purpose? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: Under section 16 of the Corruption and Crime Commission Act, the CCC has 
functions under that act or any other written law. The CCC act provides the functions of the CCC as, primarily, 
misconduct, cooperation with the Australian Crime Commission, organised crime and reviewable police action. 
Herein lies this aspect of this bill: the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting (Special Powers) Bill 2011 
provides that the Commissioner of Police may arrange for the use of officers of the CCC and any other facilities 
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and resources for the purposes of the bill—that is, to promote the security and safety of people attending 
CHOGM—which is obviously quite specific. 

Hon KATE DOUST: What sort of facilities or resources—I will ask about staffing in a minute—would the 
CCC be able to offer that the police would not already have access to? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: A couple of examples could be vehicles or computers. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I do not understand why. Is this in addition to any other allocation that the police may 
already have? What is so special about accessing vehicles or computers that the CCC would have management 
of? I could understand it if this was any other type of event, such as one of those G20 or G7 or G8 meetings that 
we see on the media, at which there is usually some sort of significant protest or acts of violence or windows 
getting smashed or threats of terrorism. I could understand it if the government sought the advice of specialists in 
the area of terrorism or activist groups that conduct themselves in a violent or aggressive manner, but I do not 
think the CCC fits into that category. I do not even know whether organisations like the Australian Security 
Intelligence Organisation, which is able to ferret out intelligence about individuals or groups, has been contacted. 
I am not too sure why the police need to access resources from the CCC. If they needed to access additional cars, 
computers or other types of equipment, it has already been noted that the 2010–11 budget contains an allocation 
for police specifically for CHOGM to deal with additional or extra resources. Surely if they needed extra cars or 
computers, they could get it out of that $20 million, or whatever the allocation was. I do not know why the police 
would have to go to the CCC for that type of resource.  

Progress reported and leave granted to sit again, pursuant to temporary orders. 
 


