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Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission — Fifth Report —  
“The timeliness of misconduct investigations undertaken or overseen by the CCC: Supplementary report” 

Resumed from 19 September. 

Motion 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I move — 

That the report be noted. 

For the benefit of members, this is a supplementary report to the fourth report tabled by this committee 
in August. By way of some background, this matter has its genesis in November last year when the then 
committee held a public hearing with the Commissioner of the Corruption and Crime Commission, Mr Roger 
Macknay. One of the things that came out of that public hearing was that, at the time, the CCC did not have time 
lines for how it might handle its own complaints. In other words, the CCC receives complaints and they could be 
with the CCC for an indefinite period. This was all very interesting at the time because there was appetite to 
ascertain how quickly departments might handle internal complaints so, of course, at the very least we should 
expect the same if not a better standard from the CCC. In particular, at the time there was a lot of focus around 
WA Police and how long they took to handle internal inquiries. The CCC did not have any time lines to handle 
matters—no key performance indicators, if you like, in that respect—in November 2012. A learned observer will 
know that there was rumour and innuendo at the time that the proroguing of Parliament was not far away 
because a March 2013 election was understood to be taking place by virtue of the Barnett government’s decision 
to fix the time of those elections. At the time, the committee was concerned that the issue of timeliness would 
have to wait until the resumption of Parliament after the election, and that was seen to be an unsatisfactory 
period of time, probably some six months, so the committee referred this discrete issue to the then acting 
parliamentary inspector, Mr Colvin, SC. This matter was referred to him as a discrete inquiry, and when the 
substantive parliamentary inspector, Hon Michael Murray, took his position in January 2013, he responded to the 
committee and this is the first report, report 4 of August 2013. As we have discussed in this place in recent times, 
that report contains three findings and three recommendations. I do not propose to go over that again this 
afternoon because it has been discussed and there was unanimous agreement by the Legislative Council that it 
would note that report.  

This afternoon I am looking at the supplementary report of September 2013. Members may ask why there is a 
supplementary report. It is because in the course of the parliamentary inspector’s inquiry he discovered an 
additional issue that required resolution. The issue is with the database held by the WA Police internal affairs 
unit, the monitoring of complaints within WA Police and the access of the Corruption and Crime Commission to 
that database. In a nutshell, it is the case that the CCC has had access to the database, if my memory serves me 
correctly, for some four years and understandably WA Police are asking why the CCC is saying that it does not 
know how police internal complaints are tracking when it has access to this database that it can access whenever 
it likes. A dispute arose between the CCC and WA Police, which is another interesting tension that has arisen 
between those bodies. One may argue, possibly me, that it might be another reason why the two should not work 
in consort on organised crime, but I will leave that alone for the time being. The dispute, if you like, remains in 
place and the parliamentary inspector has reported back to the committee, which is the substance of this report. 

For the benefit of members, I indicate that in this report there are two findings and one recommendation. The 
first finding is — 

… on the use of the WAPOL IAPro database by CCC officers has shown that there exists unresolved 
tension between the two sets of staff who use it, even though the CCC has had access to the system for 
over four years. 

Hon Sue Ellery: I haven’t read the report; is it the case that they have used that access in those four years? 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: As I understand it, yes, they have used the database but there is a dispute as to how 
frequently and whether the database has all the information that the CCC might like to see. A fairly 
administrative operational detail, which is a timely segue to finding number two. Finding number two is — 

The Joint Standing Committee is concerned that this tension between WAPOL and CCC officers may 
lead to some misconduct investigations by the CCC being delayed for an extended period of time. 

The recommendation is — 

The Joint Standing Committee recommends that the Commissioner of Police and the CCC 
Commissioner personally intervene to overcome unresolved tensions between the WAPOL and CCC 
officers using the IAPro database system and assist these agencies put in place more efficient 
communication protocols by 1 March 2014. 
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By way of brief explanation, it was the view of the committee that while everything to do with the CCC is 
ultimately in the remit of the committee, the committee does not see its primary role as a mediator between CCC 
officers and police officers about the use of a database. With all due respect to the two commissioners, can I put 
it as bluntly as: that is what they get paid the big bucks for. I would think that it is appropriate for them to be able 
to resolve a matter of this nature without the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime 
Commission having to delve into it—hence the recommendation. It could be said that it is unfortunate that it 
even needs to get to this point, but nevertheless it has. Interestingly, for those who were involved in estimates in 
this place in recent times, the police commissioner indicated that he was going to have a meeting with Mr 
Macknay. I am not aware if that meeting has taken place or not, but one can only hope that they will be able to 
put something in place. To ensure some resolution to this matter, the committee has seen fit to set an arbitrary 
date, 1 March 2014, to see that this matter is efficiently concluded. That is the nuts and bolts of this report, and I 
commend it to members and the house. 

Question put and passed. 
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