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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 18 March on the following motion moved by Hon Stephen Dawson (Minister for Environment) — 
That the report be noted. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I sought the call because it was not apparent to me that the Leader of the House was going 
to do so. When this matter was last before us on 18 March, we finished with me saying — 

I trust that before the matter next comes before the chamber, the Leader of the House, as the representative for 
the Attorney General, will clarify those points that have been raised about the response in tabled paper 3600. 

Hon Sue Ellery interjected. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I thank the Leader of the House very much. 
While the Leader of the House is checking on these matters, and I thank her for her courtesy in doing so, it is 
probably worthwhile having a little refresher about what the Leader of the House has now left the chamber on 
urgent parliamentary business to ascertain. This is a report by the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and 
Crime Commission and it brings to our attention a report that has been prepared by the Parliamentary Inspector of 
the Corruption and Crime Commission. The parliamentary inspector of the CCC at the time that this report was 
prepared has since retired. I suspect there is a very good reason that the government does not want this matter to 
go on and continue to be debated. The government would have been quite happy if none of us had sought the call 
today and this matter had suddenly gone off into the ether. Why? It is because this is exhibit A on why some people 
in Western Australia might hold the view that Mr McKechnie, who is no longer the Corruption and Crime 
Commissioner, should not be. The Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission, as he then 
was, prepared this report. I draw members’ attention specifically to page 7, in which he says — 

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. 

The person whom the people of Western Australia pays to oversee the Corruption and Crime Commission says that 
a Western Australian resident by the name of Mr Martin suffered harm at the hands of police and the parliamentary 
inspector is asking the committee to move the government to provide redress. Members might ask: what does that 
have to do with Mr McKechnie? Members need to turn to page 2 of the report, which the government does not 
want anyone to read—it does not want us to note the report today; it does not want anyone to talk about this. The 
second paragraph on page 2 states — 

On 9 November 2017 WA Police informed Mr Martin that his allegations ‘were unsubstantiated except 
for some ‘minor procedural matters’ for which the officers concerned received verbal correction.’  

We see that Mr Martin, a WA resident, obviously put in a complaint to WA police and, in effect, the Western Australia 
Police Force said, “Nothing to see here, folks. Just some minor things and we’ve had a bit of a chat to the officers behind 
closed doors.” At this point, as the report says, Mr Martin took his grievance to the CCC. Members should note who 
was the commissioner of the CCC at this time. It was none other than Hon Mr McKechnie. The report continues — 

At this point Mr Martin took his grievance to the CCC. The CCC, on 18 January 2018, informed Mr Martin 
that ‘in their view — 

In whose views is this? This is the view of Mr McKechnie — 

there were no grounds upon which to form an opinion of serious (police) misconduct.’ 

I have not told members what happened to Mr Martin; I am getting to that. Mr Martin, a WA resident, complained 
to WA police and they said that there is nothing to see here. He then goes to Mr McKechnie, who said that in his 
view there were no grounds upon which to form an opinion of serious misconduct. This man then goes to the 
Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission, and what does he say? Mr Murray, the then 
parliamentary inspector, on page 7 of the report, says this about Mr Martin — 

He was, in my view, wrongfully arrested by police officers when suspected of behaving in a manner 
which did not constitute the offence of possession of child exploitation material, or any offence at all; 
wrongfully deprived of his liberty for an appreciable period; 

I will pause there. When Mr Murray said that this person was wrongfully deprived of his liberty for an appreciable 
period, members need only go to page 9 of the report to see that that includes that at the police station “Mr Martin 
was stripped-searched without result and placed in a holding cell”, and when he uses the bland description of this 
man being “wrongfully deprived of his liberty for an appreciable period”, let us not forget that that includes a strip 
search. Mr Murray then goes on to say — 
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wrongfully and forcibly fingerprinted; wrongfully prosecuted for refusing to provide his personal details 
to the police; convicted, fined and ordered to pay cost; and he should now be provided with such remedies 
as are in the power of the State to afford him. 

Why has Mr Murray, the parliamentary inspector, had to do all this work? It is because the CCC was asleep at the wheel. 
The CCC, under the stewardship of Mr McKechnie, who at the time was the Corruption and Crime Commissioner, 
said that in its view there were no grounds upon which to form an opinion of serious misconduct. 

I intend to labour this point at this time because we are, indeed, in an extraordinary set of circumstances. The 
Premier of Western Australia and the Attorney General, Mr Quigley, continues to berate any member of Parliament 
who might do anything other than suggest that Mr McKechnie absolutely must be reappointed as the commissioner 
for the CCC. Why? Would Mr McGowan or Mr Quigley please let us know why they think it is okay for 
Mr McKechnie to be asleep at the wheel and to allow for a Western Australian resident to be wrongfully arrested, 
forcibly stripped searched, forcibly fingerprinted and wrongfully charged? Why is Mr McKechnie allowed to get 
away with this? It was his job to look into this complaint and he failed abysmally. That is what this report says. 
That is why the Leader of the House does not like it when I come in here on a sitting Wednesday and talk about 
this particular report. That is why on 18 March I said — 

I trust that before the matter next comes before the chamber, the Leader of the House, as the representative for 
the Attorney General, will clarify those points that have been raised about the response in tabled paper 3600. 

That is why they do not like it. It is because they are too busy grandstanding in the media and telling everybody 
who is prepared to listen that the only person who could possibly do the job of the Corruption and Crime 
Commissioner after five years is Mr McKechnie. If that is the quality of the performance of the Corruption and 
Crime Commissioner, I well understand why the joint standing committee did not reach bipartisan and majority 
support for his reappointment. 

I hasten to add that I have not spoken to any member of the committee as to their reasons, because I am not entitled 
to know. The law of Western Australia is clear. The Premier of the day must put a recommendation before the 
committee, and the committee, on a bipartisan and majority basis, has to agree to the appointment; otherwise, that 
person cannot be appointed. I well understand that if I were one of the four members of the committee, as I was 
for a period of eight years, I would give substantial weight to report 12 before us, which was tabled in October 2019, 
before I would cast my vote. That is what I would do if I was on the committee. It may or may not be the case that 
members of that committee did that. I do not know; I do not need to know. The process is there; the process is 
clear. But it seems that Mr McGowan and Mr Quigley are intent on ignoring the law of Western Australia, and 
they do so in circumstances in which they do not want any members here to ever open up the twelfth report, 
“An Unreasonable Suspicion—Parliamentary Inspector’s Report”. 

The CHAIR: Hon Nick Goiran. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: When we left matters on 18 March 2020, when we were considering this report, I asked the 
government, and in particular the Leader of the House as the representative of the Attorney General, to go away 
and clarify those points, because tabled paper 3600, which is the government’s response to this report, says the 
following—this is the government’s response, under the signature of Hon John Quigley, MLA, Attorney General; 
Minister for Commerce, whenever it was tabled — 

As recommended by the committee, I have carefully considered the matters raised in the report of the 
Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission. Based on the facts as I understand them, 
I am presently inclined to prefer the ultimate conclusion of the Commission and Parliamentary Inspector. 

I pause there. This is the type of cute language that comes from the Attorney General. He is “inclined to prefer the 
ultimate conclusion of the Commission and the Parliamentary Inspector”. The key word is “ultimate.” Why is that? 
It is because the first time that the matter came before Mr McKechnie, he was asleep at the wheel and he said, 
“There’s nothing to see here, folks.” It was only because Mr Murray, the parliamentary inspector, insisted that he 
go back and have another look at it that ultimately the CCC came back and said, “Well, you make a good point. 
There is a problem here.” When the Attorney General says that this is the “ultimate conclusion”, in other words 
he means that this was the second effort. Basically, the people of Western Australia had to pay Mr McKechnie 
twice to do his job properly. He failed abysmally the first time so he had to do it a second time. The people of 
Western Australia should not be under any illusion that they have actually, literally, had to pay Mr McKechnie 
twice. Do not worry about that. We are already doing that because this individual is being paid his judicial pension 
plus the salary of the Corruption and Crime Commissioner. 
At the moment, the acting commissioner is paid what the Corruption and Crime Commissioner gets paid, but 
Mr McKechnie was paid his judicial pension plus the CCC commissioner’s wage, if you like. He was paid twice in 
order to do a job like this at which he failed abysmally the first time. We had to then pay another person, Mr Murray, 
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the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission, to oversee the abysmal work and to tell 
Mr McKechnie to do it again and correct his homework. He did the work again and then we got the right result. 
In the meantime, this Western Australian resident, Mr Martin—he was wrongfully arrested, forcibly fingerprinted, 
strip searched, charged and wrongfully convicted—has had to put up with all this. How exasperating for an 
individual who complained to the police to be told, “Nothing to see here.” He complained to a powerful body like 
the CCC and a powerful individual like Mr McKechnie, who said, “Nothing to see here, folks.” Thank goodness 
Hon Michael Murray is the parliamentary inspector, otherwise this matter would have never seen the light of day. 
I am sorry to hear that he has retired. 
I go back to this letter from John Quigley, which states — 

However, I consider that any questions relating to that issue, and Mr Martin’s conviction, are appropriately 
matters to be determined by the Supreme Court, if he decides to seek an extension of time from the Court 
in which to appeal his conviction and sentence. It would be premature for me to consider whether to advise 
the Governor in Executive Council that the Royal Prerogative of Mercy should be exercised in Mr Martin’s 
favour when the possibility remains open for him to pursue an appeal. I also note the Parliamentary Inspector’s 
important observation that he did not consult Mr Martin with respect to his report, assessment or 
recommendations. Mr Martin should have the opportunity to consider what, if anything, he wishes to do 
in relation to the matters which the Parliamentary Inspector has raised. Accordingly, I have written to 
Mr Martin. 

That is where we left things last time on 18 March. I asked the Leader of the House to go away and let us know if 
there had been any response since Mr Quigley wrote to Mr Martin. After Mr Martin was wrongfully arrested, strip 
searched, forcibly fingerprinted, wrongfully charged and wrongfully convicted, and after he had to put up with the 
exasperation of the Western Australia Police Force telling him that there was “nothing to see here”, and after he 
had to put up with the CCC commissioner who was asleep at the wheel, did not do his job properly and had to be 
told to do it a second time, and despite the fact that he is the most expensive public servant in Australia, he has 
come back and said, “Actually, after all this time, I am grateful to Hon Michael Murray that he has now brought 
this matter to the attention of the Attorney General. I thank the Attorney General for writing to me. Yes, I would 
like to take up the offer.” I do not know; he may have said that. I am asking the Leader of the House to confirm if 
the government has received a response from Mr Martin. 
I really hope that the government does not say, “No, we never heard from Mr Martin.” I hope that that does not 
happen because after everything that has happened, I would expect someone from government to pick up the phone 
and talk to Mr Martin and apologise on behalf of the government and all the individuals involved in this matter. 
I would expect someone to make sure that, firstly, Mr Martin actually received this letter from Mr Quigley and it was 
not conveniently lost in the mail. Secondly, I would expect them to make sure that Mr Martin actually understands 
the contents of the letter and the options available to him and that the government will make sure that this wrong 
is righted at no cost to Mr Martin. I hope that the Leader of the House, who is away on urgent parliamentary business, 
takes as long as is necessary to get to the bottom of this and provide a satisfactory explanation to the house. She 
should not provide a rushed answer. I would rather wait until next week, when we have the opportunity to consider 
this report again, to make sure that we get a proper response from Mr Martin. This matter cannot go unaddressed. 
There is no point in having a rigorous oversight system and paying the parliamentary inspector, Mr Murray, the 
big bucks to oversee the CCC commissioner, who gets paid even bigger bucks, if, after all this, we do not even try 
to correct the wrong that has occurred. 
With that brief explanation, I hope that the government is crystal clear on why this matter continues to be raised. 
I trust that in the fullness of time, somebody from government will provide an explanation. Unless other members 
have something to say about this matter, I ask that consideration of this report be deferred to the next occasion. 
The CHAIR: The question is that the report be noted. 

Point of Order 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I think that Hon Nick Goiran was not asking for the report to be noted, but that it be 
deferred for consideration at the next opportunity. We are not noting the report because that would cease future debate. 

The CHAIR: Indeed, it would, which is why I was surprised that nobody stood. I am sorry. The motion moved 
by Hon Nick Goiran is that further consideration of this motion be deferred until the next sitting of the house. 

Resolved, on motion by Hon Nick Goiran, that consideration of the report be postponed to the next sitting 
of the Council. 
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