
Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Wednesday, 15 June 2022] 

 p2775g-2781a 
Hon Pierre Yang; Hon Klara Andric; Hon Peter Foster; Hon Jackie Jarvis 

 [1] 

Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission — Second Report — If not the CCC ... then 
where? An examination of the Corruption and Crime Commission’s oversight of excessive use of force 

allegations against members of the WA Police Force — Motion 
Resumed from 11 May on the following motion moved by Hon Dr Steve Thomas — 

That the report be noted. 
Hon PIERRE YANG: On the last occasion that we considered committee reports, on 11 May, I talked about the 
substantive fifteenth report of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission in the previous 
Parliament, If not the CCC ... then where? An examination of the Corruption and Crime Commission’s oversight 
of excessive use of force allegations against members of the WA Police Force, which is the basis for the current 
report listed for our consideration today. On the last occasion, I referred to page 35 of the fifteenth report of the 
Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission tabled in September 2020. The report reads —  

The WA Police Force acknowledging that regardless of the mechanisms in place to support stringent 
internal investigations, it does occasionally get investigations wrong.  

I said it was to the credit of WA police to acknowledge that. The report further stated — 

It recognises the benefits provided by independent oversight of allegations of misconduct and identifies 
that ‘... where community expectations are not met, the CCC oversight provides opportunities for police 
to meet that expectation.’ 

I want to continue today by talking about one aspect of the fifteenth report in particular. Box 3.3 on page 39 of the 
report refers to body-worn cameras for WA Police Force officers. As members know, WA police first started using 
body-worn cameras in 2016 and, as the fifteenth report noted — 

The rollout of body worn cameras for WA Police Force officers commenced in June 2019. 

As reported in the media today, WA police have announced the use of new body-worn cameras that can livestream 
vision from frontline police officers. I think this is a great step in the right direction. The outgoing police commissioner, 
Chris Dawson, told Gareth Parker on the 6PR Breakfast program that these new body-worn cameras will capture 
evidence and ensure accountability for everyone when there is an incident. Members may not know that there was 
quite a widespread viral recording of a police interaction with an aspiring politician in Florida back in February 2022, 
when Martin Hyde, a candidate for the US Congress midterm election later this year, was stopped and issued with 
a speeding fine by a police officer. The whole interaction was captured. The important aspect was that Mr Martin 
Hyde was less than respectful. 

Hon KLARA ANDRIC: I welcome the opportunity to once again speak on the Joint Standing Committee on the 
Corruption and Crime Commission’s second report, titled If not the CCC ... then where? An examination of the 
Corruption and Crime Commission’s oversight of excessive use of force allegations against members of the WA Police 
Force. In the fortieth Parliament, the previous committee tabled a report of the same name on 24 September 2020 
looking at how the Corruption and Crime Commission oversees WA Police Force investigations into allegations 
of excessive use of force. The government did not have a chance to respond to the recommendations in this report 
at the time due to the prorogation of Parliament and the dissolution of the Legislative Assembly, which occurred 
on 7 December 2020. However, the committee resolved to table the report that we are currently discussing in the 
chamber today, which contains all the findings and recommendations of the fifteenth report of the fortieth Parliament, 
with the aim of seeking a response from the government, which we have since received. 

To be able to complete their job and enforce the law, officers of the WA Police Force are lawfully allowed to use 
force against another person in particular circumstances. It is therefore of utmost importance that we ensure that 
members of the Western Australia Police Force do not use this force in excess. Allegations of use of excessive 
force by members of the Western Australia Police Force are treated as allegations of serious misconduct, and the 
Corruption and Crime Commission is tasked with overseeing and investigating any cases that arise. It is also worth 
noting from the report that approximately 12 per cent of all misconduct allegations against members of the 
Western Australia Police Force relate to excessive use of force. To clarify, “excessive force” is the use of force 
against another person that is deemed more than is justified by law. As we know, allegations of excessive use of 
force by members of the WA Police Force are treated as serious misconduct and fall within the work of the CCC. 

It is promising that the number of excessive-use-of-force allegations decreased slightly between 2019 and 2020. 
Early indications are that it is most likely the use of body-worn cameras that has reduced the incidence of excessive 
force being used by members of the WA Police Force and has worked to provide evidence in both circumstances—
that is, to either refute or affirm allegations. This is another promising finding of the report, and one that I believe 
has worked to benefit not only the WA Police Force, but also the public. 

I make note of the fifth recommendation of the report, which states — 
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The Corruption and Crime Commission should engage with specialist community organisations in order 
to improve its responsiveness to the needs of vulnerable complainants. 

As we know, getting information from people who work on the ground is incredibly valuable, particularly when it 
comes from vulnerable complainants. The commission has maintained regular contact with the Aboriginal Legal 
Service, which is important to ensure that the commission is responsive to the needs of its clients. In March last 
year, the commission created a new attribute on its case management system to assist in identifying matters involving 
vulnerable people. A vulnerable person is defined as a victim who is an Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander person, 
a young person or child, someone who is mentally impaired, a member of the culturally and linguistically diverse 
community, a disabled person, a homeless person, or a member of the LGBTQIA+ community. This new attribute 
will help the commission measure the number of matters involving a vulnerable victim. 

Recommendation 7 states — 

In assessing whether an allegation of excessive use of force meets one or more of the seriousness thresholds 
the Corruption and Crime Commission should consider whether the conduct is accompanied by racist 
comments or conduct. 

I also make note of recommendation 3 of the report, which states — 

The Corruption and Crime Commission should regularly interrogate WA Police Force data in order to 
identify trends and conduct analysis of at-risk areas or officers—and any other such activities that would 
assist in identifying a particular officer or cohort exhibiting problematic behaviour. 

Through this, those with potential at-risk behaviours and activities of serious misconduct have the potential to 
be identified. 

There is quite a lot of detail in this report. With regard to some of the recommendations I have raised, I would like 
to point out the work that the Corruption and Crime Commission and the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption 
and Crime Commission and its staff do. I would like to say once again—I know I have said it quite often—that I am 
quite delighted that I can work on the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission. As I have 
said in this chamber before, I think the committee works very collaboratively and carries out some very important 
work. As members of this house know, integrity and public safety are valued particularly highly by our community. 

In closing, I would like to say that I look forward to continuing the important work of this committee of the forty-first 
Parliament and I make mention once again of the principal research officer, Ms Suzanne Veletta, and research officer, 
Jovita Hogan, who are always ready to assist the committee. We really appreciate their support. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: We are considering, I think now for the last time, the second report of the Joint Standing 
Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission. As Hon Pierre Yang mentioned earlier, the report presently 
before us, for those who are coming to this debate for the first time, finds its genesis in the fifteenth report from 
the previous iteration of the committee in the fortieth Parliament. For a time when this report was being considered 
by the Council last year, particularly on 13 October and 17 November last year, we probably had the best part of 
an hour’s debate on each of those occasions, but we did not have the benefit of the government’s response. 
However, on the last couple of occasions we indeed have had the benefit of the government’ response, which was 
tabled in this place on 30 November last year. The government’s response deals with the 13 recommendations 
of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission. We simply will not have the time 
to consider all 13 recommendations in the time that remains in this debate. I think it is important to be aware 
that 10 of the 13 recommendations have been supported by the government. In some respects, we can park those 
10 recommendations because they have been recommended by the bipartisan committee and they have the support 
of the government. However, three remain in limbo. Two of those were not supported by the government and one 
has been noted. 

On a previous occasion, on 16 February this year, I dealt with the first of those recommendations, which was 
recommendation 1. I do not intend to revisit that particular recommendation other than to simply note that the 
committee had said that in the interests of transparency, the Corruption and Crime Commission should report when 
there is a difference of opinion between it and the police about sanctions applied in cases of excessive use of force. 
The government has said that it does not support that. I made comments on that issue on 16 February this year. 

On the last occasion, we were looking at the second recommendation that was also not supported by the government. 
The Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission has recommended that the CCC should 
refocus its efforts and current resources on police oversight primarily in line with what is arguably a key mandate. 
It is not enough for police oversight to be treated as one of several strategic themes. The government has indicated 
that it does not support that. I made some preliminary comments about that on the last occasion that this matter was 
before the house, on 11 May this year. If time permits, I would like to further elaborate on that particular point. As 
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I said, that is the second of the 13 recommendations that were made by the committee that the government has 
said it does not support. 

However, because time is of the essence, I want to move to recommendation 13. The government has simply said 
that it notes this one. I emphasise again that I believe this is the last occasion we will have to debate this important 
report. Keeping in mind that it was tabled in the previous Parliament, it was deemed by the committee in the 
current Parliament to be of sufficient importance that it should be re-tabled for our attention to extract a response 
from the government. The final recommendation—recommendation 13—reads — 

That the Minister for Police and the Attorney General ensure that the WA Police Force and the Corruption and 
Crime Commission publish statistics on their investigations into allegations of excessive use of force. 

The government has simply noted that response. It has not supported it. It has not indicated, like the other two, 
that it does not support it; it simply notes it. In some respects, that is a little curious. Does the government support 
the WA Police Force and the CCC publishing statistics on their investigation into allegations of excessive use of 
force? That is unclear when the government’s response is simply to note the recommendation. The government 
provides a little bit of an explanation in its response in the tabled paper in which it indicates that the Minister for 
Police appears to say the following — 

The WA Police Force advises that it provides statistics on Use of Force, which are published in the agency 
Annual Report. The statistics include: 

• Total reported incidents of Use of Force by Police across the agency. 
• The number of Use of Force matters which were subject to an internal investigation, and the 

number of these investigations which resulted in a sustained outcome. 
The question that then arises is: does that satisfy the Joint Standing Committee on the CCC? I would encourage those 
members who were on that committee and the current members of the committee to give this matter some further 
consideration. The committee has brought to our attention recommendation 13, asking that the WA Police Force 
publish statistics on its investigations into allegations of excessive use of force. The Minister for Police has provided 
a response and the government has simply noted it. Does that satisfy the committee? I think we would benefit from 
a short report from the joint standing committee indicating whether it is satisfied with that response from the Minister 
for Police. If the committee is satisfied and this has been actioned, that is a good outcome. It then begs the question: 
why does the government not simply support the recommendation? 
The other response that has been provided was from the Attorney General. According to this response from the 
government, tabled late last year on 30 November, it appears that the Attorney General is saying — 

The Attorney General acknowledges the CCC already publishes the number of received allegations in its 
annual reports and quarterly ‘overview of serious misconduct’ reports, but notes that this does not include 
the further details cited as desirable by the Joint Standing Committee in paragraph 7.12 of the report. 
These details included number and type of complaints and allegations, type of force used, investigations 
undertaken, imposition of sanctions, the number of allegations found to be unsubstantiated and the number 
of officers exonerated. As the CCC is an independent agency, the Attorney General is unable to direct it 
to publish these details. 
However the Office of the Attorney General inquired as to the feasibility of the CCC publishing the details 
cited in paragraph 7.12. The CCC advised that the Commission has commenced work on how it records 
information about allegations received and improving the quality of information extracted from its case 
management system. As part of this process it will consider what can be done to address the issues raised 
by the Joint Standing Committee.  

That is satisfactory but it is unresolved, so, again, I encourage the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption 
and Crime Commission to follow this matter through. Members in the forty-first Parliament thought it appropriate 
to bring this matter to our attention, and I thank them for that. We have then collectively pursued the government 
to respond to those recommendations, and now we have had a comprehensive opportunity to consider not just the 
recommendations, but also the response from the government, and it appears that there are some matters arising 
and some matters outstanding that warrant further inquiry by the joint standing committee. I would encourage the 
committee to do that. I know that it is routinely the custom and practice of that committee to hold regular hearings 
with the Corruption and Crime Commissioner—often public hearings. With respect to the Corruption and Crime 
Commission’s annual report, this is the type of matter that would warrant follow-up so that this report does not simply 
sit there and gather dust and remain unresolved. If these types of things have been identified, I would certainly 
welcome members of the committee to continue to follow them up. 
Hon PETER FOSTER: I rise to make a contribution on the second report of the Joint Standing Committee on 
the Corruption and Crime Commission titled If not the CCC … then where? An examination of the Corruption 
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and Crime Commission’s oversight of excessive use of force allegations against members of the WA Police Force. 
I note that allegations of use of excessive force by members of the Western Australia Police Force are treated as 
allegations of serious misconduct, and the Corruption and Crime Commission is tasked with overseeing the cases 
that arise. 
I want to pause there and acknowledge the remarks of Hon Dan Caddy in his member’s statement last night about 
the WA Police Force. If members are not aware, my first role in regional WA was with the Department of Transport, 
working alongside the police station. I got to work with regional police on a daily basis, and I want to associate my 
remarks with Hon Dan Caddy’s because I think regional police do a fantastic job. That is also one of the reasons 
why I wanted to rise and make a contribution today—to give a regional member’s perspective on the report. 
I note that the report was presented in September 2021 by the member for Kalamunda and Hon Dr Steve Thomas. 
I would like to acknowledge the members of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission 
who put the report together: the member for Kalamunda, Matthew Hughes; deputy chair, Hon Dr Steve Thomas; the 
member for Moore, Shane Love; and Hon Klara Andric, who has also made a fantastic contribution today, which 
I listened to quite intently. Thank you very much for making a contribution. 
I was drawn to the report because it made a number of recommendations that are relevant to regional WA, particularly 
around vulnerable people. We have a high concentration of vulnerable people in regional WA. I will focus on 
a couple of the findings, in particular finding 5. It states — 

Although the Corruption and Crime Commission currently has access to every use of force report submitted 
to internal WA Police Force systems, it appears to limit its review of use of force reports to those matters 
where an allegation is formed or otherwise reported.  

I avail myself of the government’s response, which, I understand, was lodged in late 2021. The government’s 
response states — 

The Commission continues its regular engagement with ALS to ensure the Commission is responsive to 
the needs of their clients. These meetings are held every six months at the request of ALS. 

I want to pause there. Tom Price does not have a separate courthouse; we have a courtroom inside the police station. 
Court is held once a month, and the Aboriginal Legal Service travels up in a charter flight from Carnarvon to conduct 
the court and represent the needs of its Indigenous clients. I want to thank the Aboriginal Legal Service for all the 
work it does in representing Indigenous clients right across regional WA. If people are not familiar with the service, 
the ALS has plenty of information on its website, and I have some of its flyers in my electorate office. The ALS does 
a fantastic job in representing the needs of Indigenous clients, and it is great to see that recommendation 5 references 
the ALS. 
Further on in recommendation 5, it says — 

The Commission has participated in two scheduled Ombudsman WA Regional visits in 2021to increase 
awareness and visibility of the Commission with particular emphasis on vulnerable persons: 

It was pleasing to see that a forum was held in the Pilbara on 31 May last year as well as number of forums up in 
the Kimberley. Forums were held in Kununurra, Warmun and Halls Creek. Further visits were also scheduled in 
Broome, Derby and Fitzroy Crossing. It is great to see that there were a number of visits across regional WA. 
It continues — 

In March 2021, the Commission created a new attribute on its Case Management System … to assist in 
the identification of a matter where it involves a vulnerable person — 

As Hon Klara Andric outlined already —  
A vulnerable person includes … Aboriginal, TSI, youth/child, mentally impaired, from a CALD community, 
disabled, LGBTQI — 

Which was of particular note to me — 
or homeless. 

I also want to touch on finding 6, which states — 
Around 12 per cent of all misconduct allegations made against members of the WA Police Force relate 
to excessive use of force. The number of excessive use of force allegations decreased slightly during 
2019–2020. 

The government’s response states — 
The Commission has always and continues to focus on the needs of Aboriginal people in WA. The 
Commission has: 
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• Participated in Regional WA visits with the Ombudsman to increase awareness and 
visibility of the Commission with particular emphasis on vulnerable persons 

• Enhanced its case management system to assist in identifying vulnerable people (to include 
aboriginal people) so matters known to involve vulnerable people as the reporting person 
or victim of alleged excessive Use of Force can be readily accessed and searched. 

I think this is great when complaints are being investigated. It continues — 
• Continued its regular engagement with ALS to ensure the Commission is responsive to 

the needs of their clients. 
I note that my time is somewhat limited, so I want to also talk about finding 10. It states — 

Most excessive use of force allegations requiring action are referred back to WA Police Force for action 
with the Corruption and Crime Commission monitoring the outcome. 

The government’s response states — 
The Commission continues to actively seek engagement with Aboriginal people and other diverse groups 
in Western Australia. 
A significant barrier has been a lack of regular engagement by ALS and their reluctance to report matters 
to the Commission in a timely manner. 

It is great to see that the commission is actively engaging the ALS in that space.  
I will leave my contribution there. Again, I wanted to associate my remarks with the remarks of Hon Klara Andric 
and Hon Dan Caddy. If members have not yet read the report, I encourage them to do so. 
Hon JACKIE JARVIS: I also rise to speak on the second report titled If not the CCC … then where? An examination 
of the Corruption and Crime Commission’s oversight of excessive use of force allegations against members of the 
WA Police Force. I probably will not use the whole 10 minutes, but I want to speak about the collection and release 
of data. Data can be amazing, but it can also be quite troubling, particularly when we are talking about the 
hardworking members of the Western Australia Police Force. Hon Nick Goiran has spoken about the release of 
data and the release of numbers. I take the opportunity to refer to the original report—the fifteenth report—that 
was done during the fortieth Parliament by the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission. 
It is a 137-page report and although we are not focusing on it, it does provide some background and some history.  
It was noted in the report at the time that the sheer number of allegations made against police required a triage process. 
That report notes that police already have a refined and improved internal oversight, and there is now certainly a more 
robust way that we are dealing with these types of allegations. It is interesting that in the 2020 report it was noted 
that the progressive rollout of body-worn cameras for police was proving invaluable and was significantly reducing 
the number of allegations that went through a full report inquiry. That in itself says that the type of work that police 
do makes them susceptible to claims that are perhaps not always truthful. They are dealing with a particular cohort 
of people who sometimes have a grudge against the police, so the release of raw data and raw numbers can sometimes 
be deceiving. 
It was noted in the 2020 report that only between 11 per cent and 13 per cent of all misconduct allegations against 
the WA Police Force related to the use of excessive force. Between 2013 and 2019, a total of 7 124 use of force 
reports were generated, and 2 444 allegations of excessive force were made. The report contains significant data, 
and it is worth looking at it. The Police Union noted at the time that the increased reporting of these incidents was 
due largely to the increasing number of violent offences fuelled by an increase in substance abuse in the community; 
violent offenders taking up a much greater part of the workload of police; increasing levels of family and domestic 
violence; the growing percentage of the population with high or very high psychological distress that is often 
untreated; and the proliferation of dangerous weapons and their potential use, which creates a greater risk of injury 
to frontline officers. At that stage, up to 2019, there had not been enough use of body-worn cameras to enable the 
data to demonstrate a clear benefit. The report noted that it was anticipated that by October 2020, approximately 
4 254 body-worn cameras would be deployed statewide. The subsequent report that we are discussing today has 
shown that that has reduced the number of allegations against police. 
It was noted also that in the period 2013 to 2019, fewer than five per cent of excessive force allegations were 
sustained. Given that that number has again decreased since 2020, based on the use of body-worn cameras, I would 
urge caution in calling for the mass release of data, because it might create the false impression that there is a large 
number of reports against the police when it might just be the case that a larger number of people are willing to 
make allegations without substance. I will leave my comments at that. 
Hon PIERRE YANG: I wish to continue from where I left off on my previous contribution by mentioning an 
incident that involved a congressional candidate from Florida. This will be brief, and it is absolutely pertinent to 
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the point I wish to make, which is about the use of body-worn cameras. That is also a major theme in the report 
that is listed next for consideration, the third report of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime 
Commission, A good year: The work of the Parliamentary Inspector of the CCC, which we will go to in less than 
14 minutes. 
In that incident, which occurred on Valentine’s Day on 14 February 2022, Mr Martin Hyde was stopped by police 
officer Julia Beskin. One of the first things Mr Hyde said to police officer Beskin was, “Do you know who I am?” 
Obviously he was a well-known figure in that locality. He then threatened to call her superior, and also the police 
chief in that county, the City of Sarasota. The police officer in question remained respectful, but firm, in asking 
him for his driver’s licence and his vehicle registration certificate. All those interactions were captured by the 
police officer’s body-worn camera. That provided not only transparency, but also protection, which proved to be 
very important for what happened afterwards. 
I wish to touch briefly on the interaction between Mr Martin Hyde and police officer Beskin’s superior, and also with 
the police chief, all of which was captured. The first thing the police sergeant asked officer Beskin was, “Do you 
know who that was?” I make no judgement, but it seems to me that Mr Martin Hyde was a very influential figure 
in that city. If my memory serves me correctly, when the police chief arrived, Mr Martin Hyde asked the chief 
whether he had to have it on, referring to his body-worn camera, and he said yes, he had to. Those interactions proved 
very valuable in providing evidence about police officer Julia Beskin’s interaction with Mr Martin Hyde, and 
the later review, and for the public support for officer Beskin and the universal condemnation of the behaviour of 
Mr Martin Hyde. 
I turn now to the situation in Western Australia. Page 39 of the fifteenth report states in box 3.3 — 

The newly introduced means of capturing use of force events will provide the WA Police Force with new 
opportunities to improve service. In 2019, the WA Police Force commenced liaison to provide the CCC 
with access to all body worn camera data, a move that will complement its existing access to all internal 
investigations and use of force reports. 

That is followed by recommendation 3 of the joint standing committee, which states — 
The CCC should regularly interrogate WA Police Force data in order to identify trends and conduct 
analysis of at-risk areas or officers—and any other such activities that would assist in identifying a particular 
officer or cohort exhibiting problematic behaviour. 

As we know, the government has provided a response that supports recommendation 3. That response reads — 
The WA Police Force is a strategic theme and a Commission priority. The Commission engages in activities, 
both proactive and reactive by using the Commission’s intelligence gathering capabilities and investigate 
techniques to identify WA Police Force employees who are at risk of undertaking acts of serious misconduct. 
These activities includes the interrogation of data from multiple sources including data sourced from the 
WA Police Force holdings. 

We can see from that incident in Sarasota, Florida, and various other incidents around the world and also in WA, 
that body-worn cameras are very important in providing evidentiary support for victims or people who are subjected 
to excessive force. At the same time, they are also very important in providing support and protection for police 
officers who are just doing their job and carrying out their duty to protect the community. The gentleman in question, 
Mr Martin Hyde, was driving at 57 miles an hour in a 40-mile-an-hour zone. Forty miles an hour is about 60 kilometres 
an hour, so he was well over the speed limit for a suburban neighbourhood, traveling at 70 or 80 kilometres an hour 
in a 60-kilometre-an-hour zone, which can be very dangerous. The police officer was very respectful. The whole 
incident was recorded. 
Coming back to Western Australia, we talked about the latest developments, announced this morning by the outgoing 
Commissioner of Police, Chris Dawson, for live streaming of certain incidents, which is a welcome development 
to ensure accountability and transparency in both ways—protecting the general public as well as the police officers 
who are doing their job on behalf of the public. I also wish to echo the sentiments of Hon Dan Caddy and Hon Peter 
Foster about the incoming Commissioner of Police, Col Blanch, on his appointment as the new commissioner, 
which will commence very soon. 
I will leave my remarks there, in case other members want to make a contribution, or perhaps the chair can put the 
question. I will leave it there. 
The CHAIR: Members, the question is that the report be noted. Before putting that question, I remind members 
that we have a very long list on our notice paper of 13 reports to consider. 

Question put and passed. 
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