
Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Wednesday, 10 August 2022] 

 p3303c-3307a 
Hon Pierre Yang; Hon Nick Goiran; Hon Sandra Carr; Hon Klara Andric 

 [1] 

Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission — Third Report — 
‘A good year’: The work of the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission — Motion 

Resumed from 15 June on the following motion moved by Hon Dr Steve Thomas (Leader of the Opposition) — 
That the report be noted. 

Hon PIERRE YANG: I very much looked forward to today’s opportunity to continue my remarks on the third 
report of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission, ‘A good year’. Today I will recap 
what we discussed previously; in particular, I was remarking on the use of body-worn cameras as a way to ensure 
that evidence of an incident is captured for the protection of not only the person subjected to the police power but 
also the officers involved in that incident. I note the committee’s tabling statement, which was presented to the 
Legislative Council and Legislative Assembly on 24 February 2022. In particular, the tabling statement remarked 
that the parliamentary inspector commended the WA Police Force on implementing body-worn cameras, and 
advocated their increased use and for cameras to be activated at all times when a police officer interacts with 
a member of the public. In Western Australia, body-worn cameras are automatically activated when a police officer 
draws their firearm from their holster and capture what is in the immediate vicinity. The parliamentary inspector 
also advocated for police body-worn cameras to be automatically activated when a taser is used. WA police told 
the committee that it is working on a technical fix, which is quite expensive, to enable this capacity. It is clear that 
body-worn cameras are an important tool in integrity investigations. Their use should be maximised. The committee 
intends to continue to monitor the use of body-worn cameras and how their use affects integrity investigations 
and agencies.  
I thank the committee for its conscientious work. It is important to maintain integrity and trust in other law 
enforcement agencies. Deputy chair, I also refer to the correspondence from the Attorney General and Minister 
for Electoral Affairs—that is, the government response to the committee’s report, dated 8 June 2022 and signed by 
the Attorney General, Hon John Quigley. In this response, he refers to the single recommendation contained in the 
third report. It reads — 

That the Attorney General direct the Department of Justice in its review of the Corruption, Crime and 
Misconduct Act 2003 to review if legislative change is required to prescribe or clarify whether the 
commission is authorised to disclose information which demonstrates that the complaint has been dealt 
with in an appropriate way. 

Deputy chair, I am pleased to read that, in this response, the government accepts the recommendation in the third 
report. The government also accepted the recommendations set out in the fourth report of the Joint Standing Committee 
on the Corruption and Crime Commission. It is listed as item 4 on the business program and we will attend to it in 
due course, perhaps in the coming week or the additional sitting week allocated between the August and September 
sitting fortnights. I certainly look forward to discussing the committee’s report at the next opportunity.  
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Deputy chair, when we last considered this report on 15 June, something very interesting 
occurred. The unreliable Attorney General failed on that day to provide to Parliament—in particular the 
Legislative Council—a response to the third report, ‘A good year’: The work of the Parliamentary Inspector of 
the Corruption and Crime Commission. He failed and, such is the standard of this unreliable Attorney General, he 
breached the standing orders, which require him to provide a response on behalf of the government. He had his 
hardworking and reliable Parliamentary Secretary Hon Matthew Swinbourn attend and fix this after it was drawn 
to his attention. I note that on the following day, 16 June, he rose and indicated that the report would be tabled in 
the Legislative Assembly on Tuesday, 21 June and in the Legislative Council on the next available sitting day. 
True to his word, the reliable Parliamentary Secretary, who represents the unreliable Attorney General, tabled 
the government’s response yesterday, at the first available opportunity after the long winter recess, to which 
Hon Pierre Yang has just made mention. I do not know whether the honourable member’s version of the response 
by the Attorney General has a date on it—mine certainly does not, so one does not know exactly when the unreliable 
Attorney General decided to turn his mind to these things after he breached the standing orders. Nevertheless, 
pleasingly, we now have a response from the government—a response of sorts at least. 
We have a two-page document. In this two-page document, the unreliable Attorney General proceeds to amalgamate 
the government’s response to two reports from the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime 
Commission into a single response, including the one that is presently before us. In the end, all the Attorney General 
says is that he is going to continue doing what he has been doing. There is no substantive change; there is no substantive 
response, and I will get to that in just a moment. The matter that is presently before us, deputy chair, is a serious 
matter. The Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission has brought specific concerns raised 
by the parliamentary inspector of the CCC to our attention. Members who have had the opportunity to peruse and 
consider this report will note finding 2. It states — 

The Parliamentary Inspector says the lack of information the commission — 
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That is a reference to the CCC — 
provides in its closing letters may confuse complainants and motivates some to make a complaint to his office. 

As a consequence, the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission made a recommendation 
to the Attorney General saying he should — 

… direct the Department of Justice in its review of the Corruption, Crime and Misconduct Act 2003 to 
review if legislative change is required to prescribe or clarify whether the commission is authorised to 
disclose information which demonstrates that the complaint has been dealt with in an appropriate way. 

The context of this is previous observations have been made by the parliamentary inspector, Mr Zilko, Senior Counsel. 
Indeed, the committee goes out of its way to highlight this response from the parliamentary inspector, which can 
be found in the first chapter of the report. It states — 

Observations on the paucity of information provided in these letters have been made in several previous 
Annual Reports of this office prior to my term as Parliamentary Inspector, but the point bears repeating. 

In other words, the parliamentary inspector and his predecessor, the late Michael Murray, have repeatedly made 
this point. The unreliable Attorney General has evidently not been reading the annual reports from the parliamentary 
inspector and has done nothing about this particular issue. The committee has expressly drawn it to his attention once 
again. The Parliament, as a matter of parliamentary law, requires him to provide a response. The Attorney General 
ignored that—such is his unreliability—and left it to the reliable parliamentary secretary to mop up the mess made 
by the Attorney General. In the end all we got is this two-page response. The Attorney General states — 

As you are aware, I previously asked the Department of Justice to develop proposals for the modernisation 
of the CCM Act for my consideration. In line with the Recommendations, I have instructed the Department 
to include consideration of both of the Reports in its research and determine what changes are required 
to support the appropriate provision of feedback to complainants … 

It has been raised on multiple occasions by the parliamentary inspector and his predecessor and after all this time 
that is the best that the Attorney General can come up with; he says that he has previously asked the Department 
of Justice to develop some proposals. What is happening with these proposals? This is not a new matter, deputy chair. 
Members may recall that I followed up with the Attorney General during question time, through his hardworking 
and reliable parliamentary secretary, as far back as 31 August last year. I asked this question — 

I refer to the twelfth recommendation in the fifteenth report of the Joint Standing Committee on the 
Corruption and Crime Commission, published in September 2020, which calls on the Attorney General 
to redraft the Corruption, Crime and Misconduct Act 2003 as a matter of priority with consideration to 
be given to prioritising police oversight within the act. 
(1) Has the government accepted this recommendation? 
(2) If no to (1), why not? 
(3) If yes to (1), has a first draft been prepared? 
(4) Will the Attorney General table the most recent briefing note or similar document he has received 

regarding this recommendation? 
The response that came back, signed by the unreliable Attorney General on 31 August 2021 states — 

(1)–(4) As the member was advised in supplementary answers to his questions during the passage of the 
Corruption, Crime and Misconduct Amendment Bill 2021, on 6 April 2021 the Attorney General 
tasked the Department of Justice with reviewing the Corruption, Crime and Misconduct Act 2003. 

I pause there, deputy chair, to note that the Attorney General concedes, under his own hand, that this matter goes 
back as far as 6 April not this year, but last year in 2021. He goes on to say — 

The review will include consideration of Report 15 of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption 
and Crime Commission. No first draft has been prepared at this stage. 

Notably there is no response from the unreliable Attorney General with respect to the fourth part of that question — 
Will the Attorney General table the most recent briefing note or similar document he has received regarding 
this recommendation? 

He just completely ignores it. It is kept secret again. Does a briefing exist or does it not? Does a similar document 
exist or does it not? We do not know because, once again, the Attorney General has failed to provide a fulsome 
response. Perhaps it is a bit like what his great friend the member for Rockingham resorted to doing and what 
the Federal Court of Australia recently described as the muscle memory of non-responses. That is what we have 
here. We have had no response from the Attorney General about those matters. In the meantime, has he issued 
a section 82 notice to the Auditor General about his decision not to provide Parliament with this briefing note 
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or similar document? That has not happened. Once again it is a blatant disregard for the rule of law in 
Western Australia that a minister who decides not to provide this information is under an obligation, pursuant 
to that statute, to issue a notice to the Parliament and the Auditor General. Yet the unreliable Attorney General has 
not done that.  
Meanwhile, we do not know the status of this famous review that he directed the department to undertake as far 
back as 6 April 2021. What is the status of that matter? When is it intended to come to a conclusion? When might 
we see a report? Will the report be released to the public or will it be kept under lock and key? That would be in 
keeping with the typical standard of the McGowan Labor government, which is to keep as many documents as 
possible secret. It hates to provide information in a transparent fashion and this is the latest episode of that. 
Hon SANDRA CARR: I rise to comment on the third report of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption 
and Crime Commission entitled ‘A good year’: The work of the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and 
Crime Commission. The title of the report is taken from comments made by Matthew Zilko, SC, Parliamentary 
Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission. I thought that was quite a good metaphor. It is reminiscent of 
Goodyear tyres and the concept of safety and security. I feel that that is the role of the committee when it holds 
such hearings and examinations into a report because its function is to check in and to ensure that the functions are 
being performed. It is quite emblematic of the role of committees more broadly. This comment by Matthew Zilko, SC, 
about it being a good year is particularly significant because he is saying that the function is performing well. That 
is well summed up by the fact that there are two findings and one strong recommendation in this report. 
The wording of the recommendation is also significant. I will turn to that page in the report and comment upon it 
because I feel that sometimes these things can be misread depending on a person’s particular bias as they read. 
The report states — 

‘slightly more detailed letters from the commission, responding to the specific information provided to 
it, would be welcomed by complainants’. 

The use of the word “slightly” is significant, especially in terms of the comment made by Mr Zilko, SC, when he 
called it a good year. We are safe and secure, and that is quite nicely summed up by that metaphor and by the 
government’s campaign slogan during the last state election. It also reminds me of my teaching experience and the 
importance of words and information. The recommendation in the report looks to review that function and perhaps 
provide some information. We all read the various forms of reports and legislation that pass across the floor in this 
place. As I was reading through this report, it reminded me of a phrase that used to hang on my classroom wall 
that read “Let’s eat grandma.” Those words required a slight tweak or edit and the addition of a little comma to 
improvement the information. Obviously, we do not plan to eat grandma. We are saying to grandma, with enthusiasm, 
“Let’s eat, grandma.” Excuse me for nerding out as an English teacher and talking about punctuation, but I love 
words, how people read words and the importance of examining our own bias as we read words. 
I thought that this was a very interesting report for a number of reasons. I commend the joint standing committee 
on its unified and collaborative approach to this area and for looking at ways to tweak and slightly improve things—
if I can use the words of Mathew Zilko, SC—and to add a comma here and there to ensure that we continue to 
improve the level of work delivered by our various departments and groups. 
The recommendation looks at whether the CCC needs to clarify or disclose more information to demonstrate to 
the complainant that their information has been dealt with in an appropriate way. In all sorts of administrative and 
bureaucratic work so much goes on behind the scenes that we sometimes forget to include the comma. We forget 
to include that little piece of information that clarifies things for people. That is what this report recommends. 
I note that in the government response to this report that was date stamped on 8 June 2022, Hon John Quigley, 
Attorney General, states — 

The Government accepts the Recommendation set out in the Reports. 
It is a clear, concise and irrefutable statement. The government has accepted that recommendation. I commend the 
Attorney General for that clear and concise statement about the acceptance of that recommendation delivered by 
the joint standing committee. 
The Attorney General noted that he had previously asked the Department of Justice to develop proposals for the 
modernisation of the Corruption, Crime and Misconduct Act. He was already examining and making those requests. 
I would suggest that that was based on some of the earlier reports as well, however that is speculation on my behalf 
being fairly new to Parliament. The government has definitely given a direction about determining the changes 
required to support the appropriate provisions in response to that feedback. 
I also note in the committee’s findings a thematic pattern, which is really quite heartening when we consider the 
roles of committees. That thematic pattern is about transparency and accountability in our services and in what 
we deliver. This transparency and accountability is about adding that comma or that additional information to 
communicate to complainants the way in which and the detail around how their complaint has been examined. 
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The second chapter on police body-worn cameras looks at ways to enhance that capacity to increase transparency 
and indeed accountability for not only the people being dealt with by the police, but also the police themselves. It 
is notable that findings as opposed to recommendations were made in that chapter as it was just a gentle probe into 
those issues that took into consideration the multiple complexities that our police deal with on a day-to-day basis. 
It is incredibly heartening to read in a report like this that even when the committee is having a good year, as noted 
by Mr Zilko, SC, we are still constantly striving to examine, tweak and improve, or, to continue on the theme that 
I was using, “add the comma” to the information and work that we do. The very important recommendation that 
has been accepted by government, and that the Attorney General has instructed his department to follow up on, is 
one of the things that will be included. It is particularly heartening that that will be taking place, that the committee 
is performing its functions as it should be, and that we are always striving to improve, to add our commas, and to 
dot the i’s and cross the t’s where we might identify small issues. 

It is a great endorsement of the work of the Attorney General and the Department of Justice that Mr Zilko, SC, 
has used the words “A good year” and that the committee has adopted those words as a great symbolic gesture or 
recognition of that fact. 

I am very heartened by the work of this joint standing committee, and in particular the response from the government 
in this case that it fully accepts the recommendation in the report. I am sure the committee will be very pleased 
that it is getting an engaged response from the Attorney General. Thank you. 

Hon KLARA ANDRIC: It is a pleasure to speak again on the third report of the Joint Standing Committee on the 
Corruption and Crime Commission. The title of this report, as has been mentioned previously, is ‘A good year’: 
The work of the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission. I, too, find it promising that 
Matthew Zilko, the parliamentary inspector, describes his first year in his role as a good year. I hope that he will 
describe future years positively as well.  

Mr Zilko commenced as Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission back in November 2022. 
He is the first person to have been appointed to this role since the late Hon Michael Murray, AM, QC, who 
I understand was appointed back in 2013. 

The work of the office of the parliamentary inspector is vital to ensuring public confidence in the integrity of our 
state public sector. I would like to take this opportunity to thank Mr Zilko for his ongoing work as the parliamentary 
inspector. In 2020–21, the office of Matthew Zilko, the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime 
Commission, investigated 98 new matters. This was a massive 72 per cent increase compared with the matters 
investigated in the years 2019 and 2020. I think it is fair to say that the parliamentary inspector and his office have 
had quite a busy year, with that quite significant increase of 72 per cent. Of these matters, 59 were complaints 
from the public about an aspect of the Corruption and Crime Commission’s assessment of their complaint. Since 
2019–20, there has been a 79 per cent increase in the number of complaints. According to the report, the increased 
number of public complaints is possibly due to the addition of a new paragraph in the commission’s closing letter, 
which advises complainants of their right to contact the parliamentary inspector if they are dissatisfied with the 
commission’s decision. The single recommendation in the report is outlined as follows — 

That the Attorney General direct the Department of Justice in its review of the Corruption, Crime and 
Misconduct Act 2003 to review if legislative change is required to prescribe or clarify whether the 
commission is authorised to disclose information which demonstrates that the complaint has been dealt 
with in an appropriate way. 

Given that the parliamentary inspector found in his report that the lack of information in the commission’s letters 
has caused confusion and resulted in more complaints, it seems to me to be a good idea to provide more information 
to complainants. The Attorney General, Hon John Quigley, has expressed in his government response that the 
government accepts this recommendation that is clearly set out in the report. 
I am sure this has been mentioned in this place before, but it is important to reiterate the primary functions of the 
parliamentary inspector as outlined on the first page of chapter 1 of the third report. The functions are as follows — 

• oversee the activities of the commission and its officers 
• assess the effectiveness and appropriateness of the commission's procedures 

• deal with misconduct on the part of the commission and its officers 

• report and make recommendations to either House of Parliament or the committee 
• assist the committee to perform its functions. 

The most prominent function of the parliamentary inspector is to assess and investigate complaints from the public 
and people of Western Australia about the actions and decisions of the commission, as also expressed in the 
third report. 
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The report also discusses the use of body-worn cameras by WA Police Force. Body-worn cameras have been an 
extremely important tool in improving integrity in the investigations by WA police and in working as a preventive 
measure against forms of misconduct. The parliamentary inspector has advocated for the increased use of body-worn 
cameras and has suggested they be used in all interactions between WA police officers and the public. His view is 
that any time a WA police officer engages with a member of the public, their body-worn camera should be turned 
on automatically. Currently, the camera turns on automatically only when a police officer draws a firearm. The 
parliamentary inspector has suggested that that be expanded. 
I have spoken a few times on this report. As I have said, consideration of committee reports is always a good 
opportunity to do that. I would like to acknowledge the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime 
Commission, Mr Matthew Zilko. I have had the opportunity to meet him several times. I have also had the opportunity 
to meet the Commissioner of the Corruption and Crime Commission, Hon John McKechnie, QC, who has been 
reappointed. All members know that both these agencies play a crucial role in ensuring the integrity of the public 
sector, which is in fact for the benefit of all Western Australians. 
Also importantly, I would like to thank the committee secretariat, Suzanne Veletta and Jovita Hogan, for their 
assistance to all members of the committee. I am quite honoured to work with my fellow committee members, the 
Chair of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission, Matthew Hughes, MLA, the 
member for Kalamunda; and also, of course, the Deputy Chair of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption 
and Crime Commission, Hon Dr Steve Thomas, member for South West Region, and Shane Love, the member 
for Moore. 
I look forward to continuing my role and playing my part in the critical work of the committee in this forty-first 
Parliament. 
Question put and passed. 
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