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JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 
Twenty-fifth Report — “Parliamentary Inspector’s Report on Allegations of Misconduct Made Against Officers 

in the Corruption and Crime Commission’s Electronic Collection Unit” — Tabling 
HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [10.06 am]: I am directed to present the twenty-fifth report of the 
Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission, “Parliamentary Inspector’s Report on 
Allegations of Misconduct Made Against Officers in the Corruption and Crime Commission’s Electronic 
Collection Unit”. 

[See paper 3668.] 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: The Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission, 
Hon Michael Murray, QC, provided a disturbing report on allegations made against three officers of the 
Corruption and Crime Commission’s electronic collection unit to the joint standing committee on 8 October this 
year. His report came after earlier reports on a number of allegations of misconduct made against commission 
officers in the operational support unit, which the committee has reported to Parliament. These new allegations 
were brought to the attention of the parliamentary inspector on 29 July 2014. The most significant allegation was 
that one officer of the commission possessed and was using in his workplace a substance prohibited by the 
Misuse of Drugs Act 1981. The officer was said to be consuming a product known as Jack3d, which is 
associated with body building. It was also alleged that other commission staff in the electronic collections unit 
knew about this practice for some time, but did not report it to their superiors. 

In addition to reporting on the investigation into the allegations, the parliamentary inspector’s report and the 
associated correspondence provided in the appendices of the committee’s report highlight two significant 
differences between the parliamentary inspector and the current Corruption and Crime Commissioner, 
Hon John McKechnie, QC, in their interpretation of some of the powers contained in sections of the Corruption, 
Crime and Misconduct Act 2003. The first difference is whether the three commission staff should have been 
named in the parliamentary inspector’s report. The second difference is whether the parliamentary inspector had 
the power to investigate allegations made about two of the unnamed officers who worked in the ECU, as the 
allegations were claimed by Commissioner McKechnie, QC, to be industrial matters, as defined in the Industrial 
Relations Act 1979. The differing interpretations placed on these two matters are explored further within the 
correspondence attached as appendices to the committee’s report. In the final version of his report, the 
parliamentary inspector was persuaded to redact the officers’ names, “solely because no relevant purpose would 
be served by [naming them] in the context of this Report.” 

During the investigation, one commission officer resigned in January this year, and was thereafter charged by 
WA Police with two counts of possessing a prohibited drug in February this year. At a hearing in April this year, 
the charges against him were withdrawn. The allegations against the two other officers were dealt with through 
the commission’s internal performance management process. There has been substantial media reporting about 
the allegations made against the commission officers over the past two years and the findings of the 
parliamentary inspector’s investigations. The committee is concerned that since no officers were named in any of 
the parliamentary inspector’s reports and they had their names suppressed during court proceedings, the public 
would be unaware of the subsequent legal action against ex–commission officers and the sanctions made against 
them. The parliamentary inspector’s report is thorough and I commend it to the house. 
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