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Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission — Eleventh Report — “Emails between 
staff of the Department of Corrective Services and the Corruption and Crime Commission: Supplementary 

Report” 

Resumed from 8 May. 

Motion 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I move — 

That the report be noted. 

On 12 December last year, the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission tabled its 
eighth report, titled “Report into emails between staff of the Department of Corrective Services and the 
Corruption and Crime Commission”. Appended to that report was a report of the Parliamentary Inspector of the 
Corruption and Crime Commission into an article that appeared on the front page of The West Australian of 
2 July 2013 entitled “Dirty tricks email trail”. The emails referred to had been between an officer of the 
Corruption and Crime Commission and the Department of Corrective Services. The parliamentary inspector 
tabled his report with the committee on 7 November last year. Following the tabling of its eighth report, the 
committee provided a new reference to the parliamentary inspector under section 195(2)(d) of the Corruption 
and Crime Commission Act 2003. The purpose of that reference was to ascertain whether an additional 1 445 
emails on the CCC’s database might contain any material that would give rise to a suspicion of misconduct 
involving a public officer that would warrant further investigation. The parliamentary inspector had originally 
told the committee that these emails were produced after his requests to the CCC following the original audit of 
the emails from the CCC officer. They were not reviewed by the CCC’s senior lawyer who had undertaken the 
initial email audit or the parliamentary inspector because of their number and because of the time the task would 
have taken. The committee reported the parliamentary inspector’s comments about these emails in its eighth 
report. I note in particular that at page 3 of the report, the parliamentary inspector is reported as saying — 

I decided that, in view of the emails I had already received from the Commission having already 
provided sufficient context to fulfil the purpose of my Inquiry, I could not justify requesting the 
Commission to devote further time and resources to examining the 1,445 emails when there was no 
clear benefit that might be achieved for my Inquiry. 

The parliamentary inspector’s investigation into these additional emails was provided to the committee on 
27 March this year, and that report is contained in appendix one of the report before the chamber at the moment. 
On the findings in the supplementary report, I can advise that the parliamentary inspector was provided with 
1 529 emails by the CCC for his new inquiry. Of these, 94 were between the officer from the Department of 
Corrective Services and the CCC. The parliamentary inspector reports that, of those 94 emails, 19 were relevant 
to the committee’s reference to him. At page 10 of the report dated 27 March 2004, the parliamentary inspector 
concludes — 

… I see no necessity for any further recommendations to be made in this Report concerning the 
Commission’s procedures as a result of the emails disclosed to me … 

Indeed, the parliamentary inspector further outlines that he was satisfied that none of the 19 emails between the 
two officers in question involved misconduct on the part of Mr Pollitt. The parliamentary inspector is reported as 
saying — 

The contents of two of the 19 emails (emails 76 and 79) are the kind to which my initial Inquiry related, 
and further demonstrate the attempt to undermine Ms Sandy Randall of the Department as I identified 
in my original Report to the Committee. 

The contents of email 79, however, can be viewed as being more serious than this. In that email, 
Mr Parker may have disclosed information to Mr Pollitt concerning an internal complaint made 
against Ms Randall. … 

There is no evidence in the email exchange that Mr Pollitt elicited the information disclosed by 
Mr Parker, engaged in or encouraged further exchanges in respect of it, or used the information in 
other emails with anyone else. 

It should be noted that although Mr Parker resigned from the Department of Corrective Services in 2012, the 
parliamentary inspector said that the nature of the information he had disclosed in email 79 required the 
parliamentary inspector to refer the matter to both the CCC and the Department of Corrective Services for their 
consideration. 

To cut a long story short, it has resulted in the committee making a couple of findings, including indicating that 
the Corruption and Crime Commission has left it to the Department of Corrective Services to determine what 
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action, if any, it considers appropriate to be taken with regard to the nature of the information Mr Parker 
disclosed in email 79 and a recommendation that the CCC should monitor any action taken by the Department of 
Corrective Services on this matter, which was originally referred to both those entities by the parliamentary 
inspector. With those comments, I ask that the report be noted. 

Question put and passed. 
Progress reported, pursuant to standing orders. 
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