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JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 

Eighteenth Report — “Parliamentary Inspector’s Report Concerning the Procedures Adopted by the Corruption 
and Crime Commission when Dealing with Complaints of the Excessive Use of Force by Police” — Tabling 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [11.28 am]: I present for tabling the eighteenth report of the Joint Standing Committee 
on the Corruption and Crime Commission entitled “Parliamentary Inspector’s Report Concerning the Procedures 
Adopted by the Corruption and Crime Commission when Dealing with Complaints of the Excessive Use of 
Force by Police”.  

[See paper 3844.]  

Mr J.N. HYDE: This is one of the most serious reports that the JSCCCC has tabled in this Parliament. The 
report arose out of the parliamentary inspector’s concern that serious complaints alleging the excessive use of 
force by officers of WA Police were not being adequately investigated by the Corruption and Crime 
Commission. In the course of considering these complaints, the parliamentary inspector learnt that between 
1 July 2009 and 31 March 2011, the CCC received 381 complaints of the use of excessive force by WA Police, 
but independently investigated only one. After having considered the parliamentary inspector’s report, which I 
table in full today, the committee resolved to table this report in Parliament, including the representations made 
by the CCC in response to the report.  

The committee and the parliamentary inspector are in unison in our three recommendations. The CCC has to put 
more emphasis on independently investigating the most serious and credible complaints concerning the use of 
excessive force by police, particularly when it comes to the unnecessary discharge of a firearm or Taser. If 
resources are the reason the Corruption and Crime Commission is not doing this, consideration needs to be given 
to providing the CCC with additional resources. 

In the parliamentary inspector’s report, which we are tabling, he uses two examples to illustrate his 
recommendations. The first concerns a 55-year-old woman who is just five feet, one inch tall, weighs 
55 kilograms and has no criminal record. She was stopped by WA police officers and found not to have a valid 
driver’s licence. She was emotional, as she was rushing to take to the Department of Immigration and 
Citizenship documents that were needed to assist in the prevention of the pending deportation of some persons. 
When police refused to believe that she had no knowledge of her expired licence, she refused to leave her car 
and the documents. The allegation concerns being manhandled with unnecessary vigour and being placed in the 
rear of a van. A companion who arrived to take the documents from her was informed that the documents were 
impounded, along with the car. She was taken to Wembley Police Station and placed in a glass cell. She alleges 
derogatory remarks were made relating to her volunteer work with refugees. After more verbal aggravation, she 
was physically pulled from the cell, her shoes were thrown, she was threatened with removal to East Perth 
lockup and then she was placed in the police van and left for some time before finally being released. 

The parliamentary inspector became aware of this complaint on 20 August 2010, just one year ago, after the lady 
had been informed four days earlier, on 16 August, that the police would not be acting on her complaint to the 
Commissioner of Police over her treatment in the original incident that occurred in August 2009. Why are the 
parliamentary inspector and our committee involved and concerned? Ideally, of course, any complaint made to 
the Commissioner of Police about internal processes should be self-managed. If there is a serious allegation that 
does not bring resolution, the CCC has an important role to play. If the CCC does not undertake that role, the 
inspector and the committee need to inform this Parliament. We are concerned that, according to page 15 of the 
inspector’s report, the CCC wrote saying that the CCC has neither a legislative mandate nor sufficient resources 
to investigate all serious investigations, and that the CCC has resources to investigate only 10 per cent of all 
complaints made to it. 

In referring to this first incident, as a member of the committee, I note that, from the gallery today, Ms Lyn 
Annandale is watching these proceedings. Ms Annandale is the female referred to in the inspector’s report, 
although he does not name her. The committee has not met with her, although I, as a local member of 
Parliament, did meet with her today and have previously met with her through her advocacy work for refugees. 
Ms Annandale has given me permission to use her name, although her name is not referred to in the very detailed 
report. Ms Annandale told me that she is frustrated because there is nowhere for people such as her with serious 
complaints about the police to go. Ms Annandale went to the police and she went to the Commissioner of Police 
and she did not receive satisfaction. She then wrote to the Minister for Police and received no reply. She has also 
gone to the CCC. I certainly believe that the parliamentary inspector and the committee are fulfilling their 
oversight role in tabling this report fully today.  

The second incident referred to in this report also concerns an incident in Fremantle. A Fremantle resident, a 
bespectacled solicitor with no record, was threatened with a move-on notice while walking through the streets 
with a female companion. The incident escalated to him being kicked, pushed onto the street and then tasered, 
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along with his female companion. At the station, despite a shoulder injury, he was refused medical assistance. 
There was an eventual hearing at the Fremantle Magistrates Court in 2010, with the original charges against this 
citizen being dismissed. There was closed-circuit television footage from nearby that corroborated the citizen’s 
version of events. Before the court hearing, the citizen’s university office was broken into and a copy of the 
CCTV footage he had was stolen. However, the police copy of the CCTV footage made available in the trial had 
four gaps. The first gap just happened to be at about the time the citizen was being tripped and kicked. The 
second and third gaps were when the citizen and his female companion were being tasered. Remarkably, those 
bits of tape were missing from the police tape tabled at the trial. The magistrate said that the testimony by police 
was “extremely evasive” and “extremely vague”. The magistrate cast doubt on denials of collusion by officers in 
their evidence. 

So why is the committee alerting Parliament to these issues? Let us look at the context. Committee members 
have been working for several weeks on this report and have given the CCC the opportunity to comment on this 
report, the issues raised, why the CCC did not act on the complaints taken to it, and the issue of there being 381 
complaints of use of excessive force by WA police, with the CCC independently investigating only one of these. 
With the CCC having full knowledge of this, and without informing the committee, the CCC tabled last Friday, 
after Parliament had finished sitting, a report dealing with issues of police investigations by the CCC. On 
5 September, Acting Commissioner Mark Herron wrote to the committee stating — 

I request that before deciding whether to table its report, the Committee consider and have regard to the 
Commission’s report on the management of misconduct by Western Australia Police, tabled in 
Parliament on 2 September 2011. 

I am happy to table this letter for the rest of the day’s sitting for the information of members. 

[The paper was tabled for the information of members.] 

Mr J.N. HYDE: The committee considered this question and decided that it would table its full report, and the 
committee tabled the parliamentary inspector’s full report. 

The other context to this is that after the CCC tabled its report last Friday, the Commissioner of Police was 
quoted in The Weekend Australian the next day. The article states —  

The report was dismissed by Police Commissioner Karl O’Callaghan, who said it was out of date and 
irrelevant because practices had changed. 

He said the CCC should lift its own game. 

“It’s no good getting material from the CCC four or five years after the event. The stuff they do needs 
to be contemporary for it to have any impact on our method of operation,” Mr O’Callaghan told The 
Weekend Australian. 

These issues relate to the police refusing to give satisfaction to allegations made by citizens and also to the CCC 
failing to investigate these allegations. They are contemporary. These are refusals to act that occurred within the 
last 12 months. Although the incidents concerned may be up to 18 months ago, they are still contemporary. The 
two issues referred to are very serious issues. The committee and the inspector are firmly of the view that the 
CCC has the power under the legislation and a duty to investigate properly these serious allegations that are at 
the higher end of the scale. If for some reason the legislation we have all been operating under for 10 years does 
not give the CCC that power, the second recommendation by the inspector and the committee is that the 
legislation be changed through the amendments that are coming forward. This is a very, very important issue. 
Citizens in this state deserve the right to a fair hearing. They deserve the right, when aggrieved in matters of 
dealing with police, to be given a fair hearing. This Parliament has given WA Police enormous powers. For the 
upcoming Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting, this Parliament has not only given police extra 
powers, it has also given the Corruption and Crime Commission extra powers to work with police. We as a 
Parliament probably believe that it is the CCC that will be oversighting WA Police over issues and allegations of 
excessive force and excessive use of powers. It is a very, very important issue. I urge all members of this 
Parliament to consider this report carefully, and also to consider this report in the context of further amendments 
to the Corruption and Crime Commission legislation.  
 


