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Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission — Third Report — “Acting Parliamentary 
Inspector’s report on a complaint by the Commissioner of Police against the CCC” 

Resumed from 27 June. 

Motion 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I move — 

That the report be noted. 

I have 10 minutes in which to speak on this matter, which might work nicely, I may even finish slightly before 
then. Subject to anyone else wanting to speak on this particular report, it might get us off to a clean start at 
7.30 pm.  

This report entitled “Acting Parliamentary Inspector’s report on a complaint by the Commissioner of Police 
against the CCC” is—I am sorry to sound like a broken record today—another very important report. In recent 
times, the Commissioner of Police for Western Australia has had a number of complaints made against him, 
which were very highly publicised, I might add. It is very interesting that they became highly publicised because 
one has to ask the question: how is it that the media became aware that a complaint was made against the police 
commissioner? When a complaint is put into the CCC, it does not exactly put out media releases telling everyone 
that is has received a complaint. Imagine if the CCC did that every time it received a complaint—there would be 
about 3 000 of them a year—apart from it being highly inappropriate, amongst other things. Nevertheless, the 
fact remains that complaints were put in about the WA police commissioner and they became highly publicised, 
which may be good for selling newspapers but probably makes the process of integrity more difficult, and a lot 
of mud then gets thrown at individuals including, in this case, the Commissioner of Police. The outcome was that 
the Corruption and Crime Commission found no misconduct against Dr O’Callaghan. The police commissioner 
then put in a complaint to the Parliamentary Inspector of the CCC. There was no parliamentary inspector at that 
time, so the acting parliamentary inspector, Mr Craig Colvin, Senior Counsel, undertook the consideration of the 
complaint. I put on the record the thanks of the committee to the acting parliamentary inspector, Mr Colvin, for 
undertaking this highly contentious matter, because in fairness to that honourable gentleman, when he took on 
the role of acting parliamentary inspector he had no idea that the then parliamentary inspector, Hon Chris 
Steytler QC, would retire. That left the acting parliamentary inspector, Mr Colvin, who is a very busy senior 
barrister in this state running his own busy practice, in the unenviable position of having to fulfil the duties of 
parliamentary inspector, and it does not get more controversial than considering a complaint from the chief of 
WA police against the chief of the Corruption and Crime Commission. However, I am pleased to report that the 
acting parliamentary inspector, Mr Colvin, found no misconduct against the CCC.  

Members can see that in one sense, after all this exercise and all the media attention and front-page news reports, 
it has come to nothing. There was no finding of misconduct against Dr O’Callaghan and no finding of 
misconduct against the CCC commissioner. Some people might argue that it was a monumental waste of time. I 
take a slightly different approach. This episode and this report, which I recommend to members, demonstrates 
that our system in Western Australia is working. The people of Western Australia can have confidence that even 
someone as senior and, if you like—these are my words—as powerful as Dr O’Callaghan is still subject to the 
rule of law in this state. If someone has a complaint about his conduct, they can rest assured that it will be 
properly investigated by the Corruption and Crime Commission and, better still, if someone has a complaint 
about the watchdog, the Corruption and Crime Commission, they can also rest assured that that will be properly 
investigated. These checks and balances are incredibly important and there is no doubt why honourable members 
who were here at the time agreed to a bill that established the CCC and the position of parliamentary inspector. 
Those members have my wholehearted congratulations for establishing that model, and here we have a prime 
example of its importance and that it works.  

The other interesting sideline is that this also demonstrates precisely why the CCC should never become an 
organised crime fighter. What an absolute farce it would have been had the reference group model got up and we 
had the CCC commissioner working together with Dr O’Callaghan on organised crime and working out who 
would be the “Mr Bigs” they would target, at the same time the CCC commissioner was investigating Dr 
O’Callaghan. How could that relationship ever work? It was fraught with problems from the beginning and I am 
pleased to infer from the response provided on reports 1 and 2 that we have debated this afternoon that it seems 
that the new government of the thirty-ninth Parliament appears to have done the right thing and listened to this 
committee, and it appears that that proposal will not continue going forward. I do not know that but that is what I 
infer from the letters provided in response to those first two reports, and I also infer that from the fact that there 
is an indication that there were a couple of pieces of legislation dealing with aspects of reform, which members 
will recall were all bundled together in one bill in the last Parliament, that unfortunately never got up. 
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There are many other things that I could say about this matter. There will be no government response on this 
particular report because members following will note that although there are two findings and six 
recommendations, they do not require a government response, therefore we are free to proceed with the 
consideration of this report. 

Hon KATE DOUST: As Hon Adele Farina has been called away on urgent parliamentary business, and I know 
that she would be very keen as a member of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime 
Commission to make comment on this report, I ask that we adjourn debate on this report until the next day’s 
sitting.  

Consideration of the report adjourned, on motion by Hon Kate Doust. 

Progress reported and leave granted to sit again, pursuant to standing orders.  
Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm 
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