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Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission— Twenty-third Report —  

“The post-CHOGM technological capability of the WA Police” 

Resumed from 6 March. 

Motion 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I move — 

That the report be noted.  

I will commence by saying that if there was a report of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and 

Crime Commission that members should read, it would be this one. It is not particularly long, but it is incredibly 

important to the upcoming reforms that are being proposed for the Corruption and Crime Commission. I will 

elaborate on that in a moment but before I do, I note the interesting conflict in the standing orders of this house 

and the other place. The Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission works under the 

standing orders of the Legislative Assembly. Members will note at page vii of this report the expectation of a 

ministerial response in accordance with standing order 277(1) of the Legislative Assembly, which interestingly 

requires a response within three months. This report was tabled in this place on 6 March and if my mathematics 

are correct that means a response is required by 6 June in accordance with the standing order in the other place. 

It is interesting that this place has a new standing order on such matters, standing order 191(1), which requires 

that a response be provided within two months. Of course, if that order had applied in this instance, one would 

imagine that we would have the ministerial response to this report and we might be able to debate and note this 

report more usefully than we can today. Be that as it may, it is not my intention to request that the notation of 

this report be deferred to another occasion because there is not a great deal we can expect from the response 

because this matter speaks for itself.  

This report originates from a question, would members believe, that Hon Ken Travers asked during an estimates 

committee hearing in June 2010, which is going back a while. However, I want to acknowledge the modest 

contribution of Hon Ken Travers in asking a question during the annual budget estimates hearing. If members 

comply with my recommendation and read this report, they will note at page 2, moving on to page 3 of the 

report, that the question asked by Hon Ken Travers piqued my interest at the time. That was because we were, in 

essence, discussing what equipment and resources would be required by WA Police to successfully tackle the 

CHOGM security operation. To cut a long story short—I could go on for a lot longer than 10 minutes on this 

report—we needed to continue this line of questioning for several hearings. The first hearing that took place, in 

which I and the honourable member opposite were involved, was on 16 June 2010. But because of the interest in 

this matter and the potential that there would be some kind of a legacy from CHOGM in the sense of the 

technology that the WA Police were going to have post-CHOGM, I attended voluntarily at what is called the 

subcommittee of the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations, which took place on 

10 December 2010. On that occasion, I stuck my big nose into that hearing, albeit I am not a regular member of 

that committee.  

Hon Liz Behjat: You were most welcome.  

Hon NICK GOIRAN: But apparently I was welcome. I attended because Dr O’Callaghan, the Commissioner of 

Police, was in attendance and I wanted to follow up on the likelihood that we were going to obtain a legacy from 

CHOGM. The meeting on 10 December, near on a year before CHOGM, proved to be encouraging. I was 

pleased to note that on 27 June 2011 my hardworking colleague Hon Liz Behjat took up the task of following up 

on this issue, and members will I hope read, at pages 6 and 7 of the report, the line of questions asked by the 

honourable member to Deputy Commissioner Chris Dawson, who again confirmed that there would be a legacy 

of CHOGM. The relevance is that we wanted to know whether, after CHOGM expired, WA Police were going to 

be in a better state of affairs with their technological capability. Some members might wonder why this 

committee cared about that kind of thing. The Chair, of all people, would remember that the reason we needed to 

care about it related to the tenth report of this committee—a sizeable report as it was. One of the issues the 

committee determined in that report was that, regrettably, WA Police at that point in time were under-resourced 

and were not up to speed with their state counterparts’ technological capabilities. That is relevant to the CCC 

because that was one of the arguments put forward as to why the CCC should be involved in investigating 

organised crime: because WA Police do not have all of the technologies and the CCC did. That was the 

proposition that was put to the committee. If, after CHOGM, the legacy would be an increased technological 

capability within WA Police, then the argument falls away that we no longer need the CCC to fight organised 

crime. Interestingly, we took this matter further with WA Police on 9 December last year. That was because the 

committee received a rather equivocal response to its letter to Deputy Commissioner Dawson. If my memory 

serves me correctly, that letter is dated 28 September 2011.  

The suggestion in the letter was that Western Australia Police was still comparatively under-resourced for 

combating organised crime. That was a concern for the committee; after all the work that Hon Liz Behjat and I 
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had done to ensure that there would be a legacy post the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting, it was 

disturbing, post-CHOGM, to get the response that perhaps WA Police was still not up to speed in terms of its 

resources. We had a meeting with Mr Dawson, Deputy Commissioner of Police, on 9 December 2011, which 

settled the matter once and for all after nearly two years of a line of inquiry. I draw to members’ attention 

finding 1 of this report, which states — 

As a direct legacy of CHOGM, the technological capability of the WA Police is now at least equal to 

that of their interstate and Federal counterparts across Australia. 

That of course leads to finding 2 of the report, which states — 

The technological capability of the WA Police is now at least equal to that of the Corruption and Crime 

Commission. Consequently, there is no longer any technological justification for the CCC to become 

directly involved in the fight against organised crime in Western Australia. 

Mr Chair, you can understand why I am keen for members to be across this report. As I say, it is not particularly 

lengthy, but if members want to understand the proposed reforms in relation to the Corruption and Crime 

Commission, they would be doing themselves a favour by reading this report. On that basis, I recommend that it 

be noted.  

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: I would like to add a few comments about this very good twenty-third report of the Joint 

Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission. It is to be commended for the work it does and 

for the number of reports it submits. It travels far and wide to find out what goes on around the place, perhaps, 

but it obviously brings back very good results from its missions. This, in particular, is a very good report, 

obviously because I have contributed to it in some way!  

I want to go on the record as saying that this is a very good example of the fabulous work of the committees of 

this house and one committee consulting with another to get further information or better particulars in relation 

to matters. I encourage members of committees to pick up on other hearings that are taking place and on other 

reports that are put out to find out whether we can value-add to the work we are doing. I cannot stress enough the 

importance of what this house, which is a house of review, does by way of its committee work. The Standing 

Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations, of which I am a member, is a very hardworking committee 

and, interestingly, is getting ready to have budget hearings. The police will be coming in, so we will probably 

check up to make sure that the findings in this report are still holding true. We are due to debate the Criminal 

Investigation (Covert Powers) Bill 2011 very soon in this place, a critical part of which is whether WA Police 

has the technological capabilities it will need for the powers it will be given, and I think we will probably refer 

back to this report during that debate.  

It is a short report, but I think it is a very important report and another great example of how committees of this 

house work across parties to achieve some outstanding results. I urge members of this place to ensure that the 

committees of this house are used to their maximum capabilities well into the future. Perhaps some committees 

do not always have a lot of work sent to them, but there may be matters in the future that committees could look 

at and present very good reports on that will only lead to better legislation coming out of this place.  

Question put and passed. 

 


