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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” — Tabling 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [12.03 pm]: I present for tabling the twenty-third report of the Joint Standing 

Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission entitled “The post-CHOGM technological capability of 

the WA Police”. 

[See paper 4551.] 

Mr J.N. HYDE: In March 2010, while our committee was conducting its inquiry into how the Corruption and 

Crime Commission can best work together with WA Police to combat organised crime, a number of senior 

officers of WA Police, including Deputy Commissioner Chris Dawson, APM, informed the committee that the 

technological capability of WA Police was somewhat deficient. The committee was told that WA Police were 

well behind their state and federal counterparts in respect of technological capability, and that, indeed, in 

Western Australia the Corruption and Crime Commission possessed a suite of more useful and contemporary 

technology than that available to WA Police. Clearly, the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and 

Crime Commission was concerned about this, especially in light of further evidence by WA Police that certain 

technologies exist that are proven to aid the fight against organised crime. In June 2010, the Legislative Council 

conducted its annual budget estimates hearings during which the chairman of the Joint Standing Committee on 

the Corruption and Crime Commission, Hon Nick Goiran, and later Hon Liz Behjat, asked a series of questions 

relating to WA Police. Discussion turned to the cost of providing security during the upcoming Commonwealth 

Heads of Government Meeting and it was revealed that the security operation would require WA Police to 

procure a suite of technological assets. Given that the Corruption and Crime Commission committee had heard 

and determined that WA was deficient in those assets, it was certainly good news to learn that WA would be 

getting some new equipment. It also became apparent that the technological assets procured to aid the security 

effort during CHOGM would be retained by WA Police, whereas quite often in the past WA Police has 

borrowed equipment from either the Australian Federal Police or the other states. Because of that, the committee 

believed that its 2010 finding that WA Police was comparatively under-resourced in the fight against organised 

crime may have become obsolete.  

The committee wrote to and received a response from Deputy Commissioner Dawson about this. In his response, 

Deputy Commissioner Dawson stated that, notwithstanding the legacy of CHOGM, WA Police was still 

comparatively under-resourced in the fight against organised crime. The committee then convened a closed 

hearing with Deputy Commissioner Dawson and Assistant Commissioner of Specialist Crime Nick Anticich on 

9 December 2011. During that hearing the committee was informed that as a result of CHOGM, WA Police had 

either procured or was in the process of securing a suite of technological assets that would see the technological 

capability of WA Police at least match that of its interstate and federal counterparts. It would also mean that WA 

Police would possess technological capabilities at least equal to that of the CCC.  

The committee regards this legacy of CHOGM as a benefit. Certainly the state government needs to be 

congratulated, but perhaps more so the federal government, which we were told by the Premier stumped up the 

$40.7 million in funding that WA Police and others used to procure equipment and provide security. Appendix 2 

of the committee’s report tables the details of the $40.7 million provided by the federal Gillard government. It 

must follow that, as consequence of this CHOGM legacy, there cannot be said to be any technologically based 

reason for the CCC to be given an enhanced organised crime fighting jurisdiction in conjunction with WA 

Police. 

It is of continuing concern to the committee that, despite this increased technological capability, there is 

evidence that WA Police remains relatively under-resourced in the fight against organised crime in comparison 

with its interstate and federal counterparts. It is apparent that the source of this problem is a lack of human 

resources, particularly human resources which can be dedicated to the specialist crime portfolio, and which are, 

effectively, quarantined from performing other police duties. Therefore, the CCC committee believes that 

devoting additional resources to the fight against organised crime by enhancing the human resources capacity of 

the specialist crime portfolio would significantly benefit Western Australian society. I refer to the committee’s 

recommendation that additional resources be devoted to WA Police on the condition that these resources are 

used to enhance the human resources capacity of the specialist crime portfolio. I also refer to direct evidence 

from Deputy Commissioner Dawson, which is quoted on page 9 of our report from our closed hearing on 

9 December 2011. He states — 

… I do not move away from the position that we put at that particular time that we were, comparatively 

and practically speaking, underdone in terms of our, certainly, technical capability. 
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Later in our report there is reference to another closed hearing. As I have stated previously, the Joint Standing 

Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission has the greatest number of reports and certainly meetings 

of any of the committees, but by its nature much of our work has to be done behind closed doors. We thank WA 

Police and CCC and others, because they are quite frank in their evidence, but of course much of this evidence is 

evidence that should not be in the public domain so that organised crime and others know about the capabilities 

or lack of capabilities and modus operandi. When it is pertinent and when police have said to us that publicising 

their comments or information will not impact on security or operations, we do quote. I am referring now to 

another closed hearing that we had with Detective Superintendent Charlie Carver and Acting Detective Inspector 

Pete Davies from the serious and organised crime division of WA Police, which was held on 2 August 2010. In a 

later December meeting with Deputy Commissioner Dawson and Assistant Commissioner Anticich, I said to 

them — 

I guess the key takeout from today is that whereas when we had [WA Police Detective Superintendent] 

Charlie Carver in here [before the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission 

in August 2010] and we were privy to some of the technology that you did not have at that stage, what 

we have heard today is that the CCC no longer has technologies or capabilities that you either do not 

have or you are about to get. 

Mr Anticich replied, “That would be true.”  

That leads to our second finding, which is — 

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. 

 


