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Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission — Twelfth Report — 
“An Unreasonable Suspicion — Parliamentary Inspector’s Report” — Motion 

Resumed from 13 May on the following motion moved by Hon Stephen Dawson (Minister for Environment) — 
That the report be noted. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: My view is that this report, which has been considered by the chamber on multiple occasions 
since it was first tabled in this place on 24 October 2019, is probably now in a position for its consideration to be 
concluded and for it to be noted. By way of background, this matter was left in abeyance last week because the 
Leader of the House was going to obtain some information from the Attorney General. I am pleased to indicate 
that that information has been provided to me, and I will elaborate on that in a moment. It is regrettable that it has 
taken this long to get to this point in a matter that I would describe as a saga. It is a matter that I suspect will be 
necessary for members to consider further in other matters that will come before the chamber. On those occasions 
when I refer to it in the future, I will simply refer to this saga as the “Martin case”. The Martin case, as members 
may well be aware, involves a resident of Western Australia who complained to WA police about his treatment. 
As we know from page 2 of this report, on 9 November 2017, this Western Australian resident, Mr Martin—hence 
why I refer to it as the Martin case—was informed by WA police that his allegations were unsubstantiated, except 
for some minor procedural matters for which the officers concerned received a verbal correction.  
The people of Western Australia might not be familiar with the Martin case and if that is all they hear about this 
matter, they might think it is indeed merely a minor matter. According to the WA police in 2017, the matter 
consisted of some minor procedural matters that warranted officers receiving only verbal correction. Mr Martin, 
a Western Australian resident, took his grievance to the Corruption and Crime Commission under the stewardship 
of the now former Corruption and Crime Commissioner, Hon John McKechnie; he is no longer the commissioner. 
When Mr McKechnie was in charge of the CCC and had the duty and responsibility given to him by the 
Western Australian Parliament in accordance with the statute to investigate these types of matters, Hon John McKechnie, 
the former Corruption and Crime Commissioner, took it upon himself to reply to Mr Martin on 18 January 2018 
to indicate that the Corruption and Crime Commission’s view was that there were no grounds upon which to form 
an opinion of serious police misconduct. Again, we can understand that an ordinary resident of Western Australia 
might think that this Martin case was something of insignificance. Upon receiving a complaint, the WA police said 
that it was a “mere, minor procedural matter” and that they had had a bit of a chat to the police officers concerned. 
Hon John McKechnie, when he was being paid the most amount of money in the history of Western Australia to 
perform this particular job, said to Mr Martin that there were no grounds. 
We come now to the work of Hon Michael Murray, the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime 
Commission, whose duty under our state’s statute is to oversee the work of the Corruption and Crime Commission, 
particularly if the Corruption and Crime Commission and Hon John McKechnie were to fall into error. My word, 
did Mr McKechnie fall into error in this instance as the parliamentary inspector indicates in this revealing report 
kindly provided to us by the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission. I thank the 
committee for its work, particularly the chair, the member for Girrawheen; and the two members of this place, 
Hon Alison Xamon and Hon Jim Chown, for their work. Members are very familiar with my views regarding the 
other member of that committee. I am surprised that he continues to have the gall to sit on that committee. However, 
we will deal with that on another day. For the time being, in Mr Martin’s case, the parliamentary inspector said at 
page 7 — 

This report is made … to make recommendations to the Joint Standing Committee to move the Government 
to act so as to provide a measure of redress to Mr Martin for the harm he has suffered at the hands of 
the Police. 

That is quite a change of events because, of course, when Mr Martin complained to WA police, the police said, 
“These are just minor procedural matters; we’ll have a quiet word to the police officers.” When he went to 
Hon John McKechnie, he said, “There’s nothing to see here”, yet Hon Michael Murray said that this resident of 
Western Australia suffered harm at the hands of police. How can that be so? How could he have suffered harm 
at the hands of police but the police say, “We’ve done nothing wrong—minor procedural matters”? In the history 
of internal police affairs and investigations, we know that there has been a longstanding history, not just in 
Western Australia but also in jurisdictions around the world, of deep dissatisfaction with police investigating their 
own. That is precisely why we have bodies such as the Corruption and Crime Commission to oversee the work of 
police. Its primary job above all else is to look into police misconduct. The problem here is that Hon John McKechnie 
decided there was nothing to see and it took Hon Michael Murray in his role as parliamentary inspector to expose 
the harm that had occurred to a Western Australian resident. Mr Murray goes on to explain to people that the 
individual was wrongly arrested and wrongly deprived of his liberty for an appreciable period. I note later in the 
report that it included a strip search; he was also wrongfully and forcibly fingerprinted and wrongfully prosecuted 
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and convicted and fined and ordered to pay costs. All these things happened, regrettably, while the CCC under the 
stewardship of the former Corruption and Crime Commissioner proceeded to do nothing. 
It is no wonder that some members of government find it inconvenient for this report to continue to be considered. 
I have been at pains to ensure that this report continues to be considered each and every Wednesday when there has 
been the opportunity because we know that the Attorney General wrote to the committee and to the Parliament of 
Western Australia with a response to the committee’s recommendations and report. He indicated that he had written to 
Mr Martin. The concern I have, and have expressed on previous occasions, is that we have no information at our disposal 
about what has happened to the communication with Mr Martin, who was wrongfully arrested, wrongfully stripsearched, 
deprived of his liberty and charged and convicted, all while the former CCC commissioner was asleep at the wheel, and 
it took the parliamentary inspector to expose this matter. It was disturbing to me that it could be possible for this matter 
to be left in abeyance and not concluded. That is where we left things last week with my ongoing request to the Leader of 
the House to go away in her capacity as the representative of the Attorney General and indicate to the chamber what has 
been happening with this matter. I am pleased to say that I was provided with that information earlier this afternoon. 
The CHAIR: Hon Nick Goiran. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I take this opportunity to particularly thank the senior policy adviser in the office of the 
Leader of the House, an individual whom I have found to be very professional and courteous throughout the course 
of this fortieth Parliament, who earlier today kindly provided to me, no doubt at the direction of the Leader of the 
House, this response from the Attorney General’s office. It is one page and I will quote it in full for the benefit of 
members. It is entitled “Response to issues raised by Hon Nick Goiran in relation to Report 12 of the Joint Standing 
Committee on the CCC”. I quote — 

Note: this response covers issues raised by Hon Nick Goiran on 18 March and on 13 May 2020. 
It starts with the heading, “The Government response”, and continues — 

• Hon Nick Goiran seeks clarification as to whether the Government response to Report 12, tabled 
on 13 February 2020, needs correcting. He raised the Attorney General’s statement contained in the 
Government response, that “I am presently inclined to prefer the ultimate conclusion of the 
Commission and Parliamentary Inspector”. 

• The government response was delivered as intended. 
The next heading is “Contact with Denys Martin”, and states — 

• The Hon Nick Goiran’s remaining questions relate to correspondence between the Attorney General 
and Denys Martin. 

• The Attorney General wrote to Mr Martin on 13 February 2020, by post and via email. 
• The Attorney General’s letter of 13 February reflected much of the content of the Government response. 
• The Attorney General invited Mr Martin to seek legal advice on the reports of the Parliamentary 

Inspector and the Joint Standing Committee, as well as the Attorney General’s letter itself. 
• Mr Martin has not replied to the Attorney General’s letter of 13 February 2020. 
• However, the Attorney General’s letter did not ask for the Government or the Attorney General to 

be notified by Mr Martin as to whether he would seek legal advice or pursue the matter any further. 
• Mr Martin may not wish to alert the State Government of his intentions in this regard. 
• It is considered unlikely that Mr Martin has not received the Government response either emailed or 

sent via the post. 
• Given Mr Martin was able to refer the matter first to the WA Police, the CCC and then to the 

Parliamentary Inspector, it is not considered that Mr Martin requires any assistance to understand the 
contents of the Attorney General’s letter of February 13. 

We can see that we are now closing the loop in this matter, which started after an incident that led Mr Martin, 
a Western Australian resident, to complain to Western Australia Police and effectively be fobbed off, and to then 
go to the Corruption and Crime Commission under the stewardship of the former commissioner, who was asleep 
at the wheel and said, “There’s nothing to see here, folks.” Mr Martin then went to the parliamentary inspector, 
who was thankfully very awake at the wheel and alerted everyone to this incident that caused harm to this 
Western Australian resident. The Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission then 
reported these matters to the Parliament. This document effectively now closes the loop. The Attorney General 
has written to Mr Martin and is now on the record, courtesy of this response that was kindly provided to me this 
afternoon, as expressing satisfaction that the matter is now concluded. 
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This episode demonstrates a few things. It demonstrates that we have a robust system in Western Australia in which, 
even if something goes wrong, there is an appropriate mechanism for oversight and for checks and balances so that 
a Western Australian can receive some form of redress in the event that they have a complaint that is substantiated. 
This is an indication that the system is working, but let us not fool ourselves into thinking that this episode is any 
high praise for the Corruption and Crime Commission. This is an indictment of its performance in this episode and 
an indictment of Hon John McKechnie, who was Corruption and Crime Commissioner at that time. That is what 
this report is, and that is why no-one wants to talk about it. It is very inconvenient for the government at the 
moment. The Premier is extremely enthusiastic about sending a plethora of correspondence to the Joint Standing 
Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission to tell it that it should appoint this particular person. I am 
referring to the Martin case again today and I intend to refer to it on multiple occasions into the future, and it is 
very inconvenient to the Premier and the government for the Martin case to be waved in front of their noses. It 
demonstrates that the now former commissioner was asleep at the wheel on at least one occasion. If we get the 
opportunity later this afternoon to consider the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission’s 
annual report, I intend to raise some other examples of the former commissioner having been asleep at the wheel. 
But at the moment we are considering the Martin case, because that is the report that is before us: the twelfth report, 
“An Unreasonable Suspicion—Parliamentary Inspector’s Report”. I hope that members will remember this Martin 
case so that when we refer to it in further debates in the fullness of time, we will understand what this report is all 
about. The Martin case is an indictment of the performance of the Corruption and Crime Commission under the 
stewardship of Hon John McKechnie. Let us make no bones about that. 
I thank the Leader of the House and her staff for the courtesy of providing this response on behalf of the 
Attorney General. I will make a final observation on this matter. I really do not think it is asking too much for 
someone in government to pick up the phone and talk to Mr Martin and say, “Did you get our letter and email?” 
Hon Aaron Stonehouse interjected. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: That has not happened. That is a fair interjection by Hon Aaron Stonehouse, because 
according to the Attorney General — 

It is considered unlikely that Mr Martin has not received the Government response either emailed or sent 
via the post. 

He is right; it is probably unlikely that he did not receive it, particularly if it was emailed as well as posted. 
Nevertheless, the point is that it would not take much as a courtesy, given everything that has happened in this matter, 
to pick up the phone and ensure that he did receive it, but even more importantly, just to apologise to this resident of 
Western Australia—to apologise that the police got it wrong and that Hon John McKechnie got it horribly wrong, 
and to simply offer an apology on behalf of the state of Western Australia. That is all that is really required. In my 
experience, I have found that when people have a grievance against governments, more often than not all they actually 
want is an apology. They want recognition. They are actually not that interested in compensation and all these other 
kinds of things that actually tend to create their own level of stress in and of themselves. They actually just want an 
acknowledgement. Thank goodness Mr Martin has had acknowledgement from Hon Michael Murray, and I am sorry 
to hear that he is no longer the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission, of his own volition. 
In my experience, he has done an outstanding job on behalf of the people of Western Australia — 
Hon Alison Xamon: That position is still vacant, actually. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: He has done an outstanding job in overseeing the work of the Corruption and Crime 
Commission, and I am disappointed to hear from one of the members that the position is vacant because it is crucial 
that that position is filled. In fact, it needs to be filled before we worry too much about the position of the 
commissioner. If we do not have the watchdog in place, guess what happens? We suddenly have the most powerful 
statutory body in the state going off doing their own thing with no regard to the law of Western Australia and no 
regard to their own duty, as has been demonstrated in the Martin case. 
Subject to the concurrence of other members, I think this matter has now been well and truly canvassed and considered 
by the Legislative Council, as it should. I thank members of the committee for this excellent report, which is precisely 
the type of work that the committee should be doing. In my view, I think we are in a position to now note the report. 
Question put and passed. 
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