
Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Wednesday, 17 October 2012] 

 p7030c-7032a 
Hon Nick Goiran 

 [1] 

Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission — Thirtieth Report —  
“Annual Report 2011–2012” 

Resumed from 27 September. 

Motion 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I move — 

That the report be noted. 

I will make a brief contribution at the request of my good friend the deputy leader of our party. If members 
wanted an example of what the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission has been 
doing over the past year or so, the annual report would be an excellent place to start. It gives members a good 
flavour for the approach taken by the committee, which I would describe as a robust approach, which is done 
without fear or favour. I will highlight a couple of reports tabled by this committee in the 2011–12 reporting 
period. The committee tabled 13 reports during that period. There will be inadequate time to address all of those 
reports, but I will highlight a couple to give an understanding, Mr Chair—not that you will need an 
understanding of this matter—as to the type of approach taken by this committee.  

I start with the seventeenth report of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission 
entitled “Acting Parliamentary Inspector’s Inquiry Concerning Examination Procedures by the Corruption and 
Crime Commission”, which was tabled on 1 September last year. It is an ample example of how this committee 
operates, and does so without fear of any particular individual. The committee was happy to table this report, 
notwithstanding the position of the then acting parliamentary inspector, Mr Zelestis. His position was that the 
outcomes of his inquiry into alleged misconduct by CCC investigators during the Smiths Beach investigation 
should not be published, whereas the committee, in its consistently robust fashion, determined that the inquiry 
uncovered several important general matters that ought to be made public. An example of that is that as a result 
of that, the CCC has now changed its procedure to ensure that reasonable notice is given to witnesses.  

I now want to turn to the eighteenth report of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime 
Commission. In this particular instance, the committee, again without fear or favour, revealed the troubling 
finding by Parliamentary Inspector Steytler that in an almost two-year window, only one out of 381 complaints 
of excessive use of force by police were independently investigated by the Corruption and Crime Commission. 
Mr Chair, you can imagine that the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission, 
working in concert in this instance with the parliamentary inspector to shine a light on this matter, would not 
have been appreciated by the Corruption and Crime Commission; nevertheless, the committee resolved that the 
right thing needed to be done and brought out into the public sphere. Pleasingly, I can report that the commission 
has now re-prioritised this matter under new Commissioner Macknay, to place far greater emphasis on matters of 
excessive use of force by the police; and, when there are complaints of that nature, a far greater proportion are 
now being independently investigated by the commission. 
I turn now to the committee’s twentieth report, which was a closed hearing with Gail Archer, Senior Counsel, 
and which undertook a further analysis of the proposed reforms to the Corruption and Crime Commission Act. 
Again without fear or favour, this time the committee decided to take on the then Attorney General and 
summoned Gail Archer, SC, to rebut the inappropriate and misleading references made in government responses 
that the Archer statutory review of 2008 did not have an expanded organised crime role for the CCC as a 
principal recommendation. Rather, as it so happened, Gail Archer, Senior Counsel, had concurred with the 
previous work done in this area which, as it happened, was approved by the last Labor Attorney General. 

I turn now to the twenty-first report, which was the parliamentary inspector’s report concerning 
telecommunication interceptions and legal professional privileges. I touched on this matter last night in my 
contribution to debate on another bill. In this particular instance, in concert with the then parliamentary 
inspector, Mr Steytler, the committee shone a light on an inadequate procedure within the commission in respect 
of the handling of legal professional privilege. Again, I am pleased to report that that matter has been addressed 
as a work of the committee and, of course, in particular, Mr Steytler. 
In the event that some members might think that this committee is always the bad guy and is always finding 
problems, I ask members to turn their minds to the committee’s twenty-second and twenty-third reports. In its 
twenty-second report the committee congratulated the government and WA Police for the success of the 
Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting security operation. In the twenty-third report, the committee 
congratulated the government for the legacy of CHOGM. The legacy of CHOGM specifically referred to in that 
report—Hon Liz Behjat will recall this from her time on the estimates committee—is that, as a result of 
CHOGM, WA Police now have at least the same level of technological capability as their interstate counterparts. 
That was not the case pre-CHOGM. In this instance, the committee, again without fear or favour, decided to 
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congratulate the government for that legacy of CHOGM. It is important to recognise that the committee is made 
up of two Labor members and two Liberal members, and the two Labor members could very easily have blocked 
that report from being published by voting against it, but it was, of course, a unanimous decision of the 
committee; that is typical of the bipartisan approach taken by the committee. If there is a problem and the 
government needs to be held to account, the committee will say so; if the government has done the right thing 
and needs to be congratulated, as was the case with CHOGM, the committee will do so. 

I turn now to the twenty-sixth report. In this instance, the committee highlighted that there was an error by WA 
Police, again without fear or favour. There was a problem, WA Police made an error, and the committee shone a 
light on it and in this particular instance congratulated the Corruption and Crime Commission because it had 
picked up the error. 

The twenty-seventh report was a particularly telling report because the committee shone a light on the real, 
authentic reasons why contempt proceedings against members of the Coffin Cheaters motorcycle club were 
discontinued. A contempt proceeding in the Supreme Court is as significant a matter as can appear in a court. In 
this instance, the contempt proceeding had been initiated by the Corruption and Crime Commission, yet it had 
been discontinued. There were misleading media reports in relation to the proceedings; the committee discovered 
that, found it unacceptable, and decided to table a report to ensure that everyone understood precisely what the 
commission had done or, in this instance, failed to do, which resulted in the proceedings being discontinued. 

I will conclude by drawing members’ attention to the twenty-eighth report, which was the final report tabled by 
the committee within the reporting period; it was tabled on 28 June 2012. The report is entitled “Proceeds of 
crime and unexplained wealth: A role for the Corruption and Crime Commission?” Mr Chair, I am sure you will 
agree that this committee has not been appreciated by some members because of its strong stance on the role of 
the CCC with regard to organised crime, and in saying that it should not have an expanded role with regard to 
organised crime. I have one minute left, and I will just say this: in the twenty-eighth report the committee, rather 
than being a stick in the mud and finding only problems, actually found a solution to the issue and said that there 
is a role for the Corruption and Crime Commission in undertaking investigations into unexplained wealth. One 
can see during that 12-month period the different approaches taken by the committee on a range of matters: 13 
different reports, all tabled without fear or favour, shining a light on areas that would otherwise have been left 
hidden. I commend this report to the house, and may I thank my fellow committee members and the staff of the 
committee. 

Committee interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
[Continued on page 7041.]  

Sitting suspended from 4.16 to 4.30 pm  
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