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Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission — Twenty-second Report — “Improving 
the working relationship between the Corruption and Crime Commission and Western Australia Police: 

Supplementary Report” 
Resumed from 13 August. 

Motion 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I move — 

That the report be noted. 
This is the twenty-second report of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission. This 
report was tabled shortly after the winter recess on 13 August this year and it is a supplementary report to the 
eighteenth report of the same committee, which was tabled on 26 March 2015. I draw to members’ attention a 
number of the findings and the two recommendations that have been made in this short report. The twenty-second 
report, which is of particular interest to the Leader of the Opposition, has five findings and two recommendations. 
The first finding can be found at page 3 of the report. I regret to inform the chamber that the purpose of finding 1 is 
to acknowledge an error that was contained in the eighteenth report. That error related to the time taken between 
formal meetings between the Commissioner of Police and the Corruption and Crime Commissioner. 
For the interest of members, the committee had stated on the basis of evidence provided by WA Police that there 
had been no meetings between the two respective commissioners for a period of five years. I emphasise the fact 
that that was provided to the house in the eighteenth report on the basis of evidence provided to the committee 
by WA Police. Regrettably, what was inadvertently overlooked was some written information by the 
Corruption and Crime Commission that indicated that the hiatus between those formal meetings was a period of 
about four years rather than the five years as reported in the eighteenth report, so it is appropriate of course for 
the committee to acknowledge that oversight and that factual error, and this report goes some way to doing so. 
What then transpired was that the committee obviously needed to obtain from the two organisations the precise 
period during which there was this hiatus, and that led, interestingly, to finding 2. For the benefit of members, 
finding 2 is at page 7 of the report and states — 

The Corruption and Crime Commission did not provide the Committee with the information it had 
requested about the meetings of the Police and Corruption and Crime Commissioners between 2007 and 
2014 as to do so would have come at a cost of $37,000–$53,500, which the Corruption and 
Crime Commissioner was not prepared to authorise. 

For the benefit of members who find that somewhat bewildering, let me say that it was a point of concern to the 
committee, particularly when one compares the situation with the CCC with that of WA Police, and that is found 
at page 8 in finding 3, which reads — 

The WA Police Commissioner did provide the Committee, within two weeks, the information it had 
requested about the meetings of the Police and Corruption and Crime Commissioners between 2007 and 
2014. 

In case members do not appreciate the contrast, one organisation, WA Police, which is funded by the taxpayers 
of Western Australia, was able to provide information to the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and 
Crime Commission within two weeks, while another organisation, which is also funded by the taxpayers of 
Australia and was asked to provide the same information—information that, I hasten to add, was about how 
much time had passed between the meetings of the two commissioners—was unable to provide that information 
because to do so would have come at a cost, apparently, of $37 000 to $53 500. Perhaps understandably, the 
Corruption and Crime Commissioner was not prepared to authorise that level of expenditure in order to provide 
the oversight committee information about the length of time between meetings. That has led to some 
recommendations.  
Before I get to that, it is probably useful to correct the public record and advise precisely what period of time 
expired between the meetings of the two commissioners. Members will find that in finding 4 on page 9, which 
states — 

Information provided by WA Police and the Corruption and Crime Commission confirm, that after 
meeting regularly between 2007–09, there was a gap in meetings of the Joint Agency Steering Group of 
three years and seven months, and formal meetings between the Commissioners of three years and five 
months.  

Finding 5 states — 
After the meeting on 27 September 2013, there was then a further gap of meetings between the 
Commissioners of a period of 14 months. Based on information provided by WA Police, there have 
been no further meetings of the Joint Agency Steering Group since 16 October 2013. 
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Again, it is important for the public record to be corrected. Quite understandably, Acting Commissioner Douglas 
was somewhat disturbed that the committee’s eighteenth report incorrectly stated that there was a five-year 
hiatus between the meetings. I am pleased that this report now corrects the public record to confirm that what 
actually took place was a gap of three years and seven months of one type of meeting and with regard to the 
other type of meeting, three years and five months, speedily followed by a further hiatus of 14 months. I might 
add at this point that albeit the public record has had to be corrected and there was a minuscule factual error, it 
does not change the fact that it was entirely unsatisfactory that there had been no meetings for an extended 
period between the two chiefs of those organisations and perhaps no wonder that over that period of time 
tensions gradually escalated to the extent that they did. That, once again, goes to the very heart of why the 
committee would bother to do report 18 in the first place, which related to improving the working relationship 
between these two powerful and important organisations.  
I move to the recommendations, which are found on page 13. Recommendation 1 states — 

The Corruption and Crime Commission should review its electronic records management system and 
database to ensure that it is suitable for the task of providing documents in a timely fashion, as has been 
the Committee’s experience with WA Police and the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and 
Crime Commission. 

The second recommendation is found on that same page, and states — 

The Corruption and Crime Commission report progress on its review of its electronic records 
management system and database in its future annual reports until such time as any recommendations 
arising from its review have been fully implemented. 

With those brief words, Madam Chair, may I also take the opportunity to thank the committee members, 
including the member for Albany and the member for Forrestfield and also your good self, as my colleagues on 
this committee for their assistance in report 22, which I commend to the house. 

Question put and passed. 
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