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JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 
Third Report — “Acting Parliamentary Inspector’s report on a complaint by the  

Commissioner of Police against the CCC” — Tabling 
HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [10.06 am]: I am directed to present the third report of the Joint 
Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission titled “Acting Parliamentary Inspector’s report 
on a complaint by the Commissioner of Police against the CCC”. 

[See paper 384.] 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Members will recall the highly publicised events of March 2012 regarding the CCC 
investigating two complaints against police commissioner O’Callaghan. Members will also recall that the CCC 
announced no opinion of misconduct on 15 June 2012 and they will further recall that on 13 August 2012 the 
Premier reappointed Dr O’Callaghan for a further three years. Meanwhile, on 27 July last year, acting 
parliamentary inspector Mr Colvin, SC, received a complaint from police commissioner O’Callaghan related to 
the effect upon his reputation flowing from the CCC investigation into his credit card use because of the way the 
investigation was undertaken; the way the investigation became public; the process followed by the CCC, 
particularly in relation to the preparation of its draft reports; and the time the CCC took to finalise the report. In 
summary, Mr Colvin was satisfied that the CCC’s investigation was comprehensive. He reported that his 
investigation had not disclosed evidence of misconduct on the part of the CCC or any officer of the CCC and had 
established that the procedures adopted by the CCC in carrying out its functions under the Corruption and Crime 
Commission Act 2003 in relation to the investigation of the use by Dr O’Callaghan of his government 
purchasing card were appropriate. Finally, Mr Colvin made six recommendations aimed at improving the CCC’s 
processes. First, that the CCC undertake a proactive role in informing the public that the investigation process of 
the CCC is part of a process of accountability and scrutiny to gather evidence to deal with a complaint and that 
no adverse conclusion concerning any individual should be drawn from the fact that an investigation has been 
commenced. Second, that the CCC, when making any public announcement concerning the commencement of 
an investigation, take appropriate steps to inform the public about the nature of the investigation process to avoid 
misconceptions arising that may unfairly damage those involved. Third, that the CCC add to its education 
responsibilities the need to explain the nature of its role in undertaking investigations. Fourth, that in cases in 
which the CCC is conducting a private investigation and there is no operational reason why the fact of the 
operation’s general subject matter should not be disclosed from one work colleague to another, the CCC give 
consideration in appropriate cases to exercising its power under section 99 of the act to provide in the notation 
for those disclosures to be excepted from the non-disclosure obligation that would otherwise apply. Mr Colvin 
also made two further recommendations, which I commend to the house.  
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