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Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission — Twenty-second Report —  

“The Role Played by the Corruption and Crime Commission in Aiding the Security Operation  

During the 2011 Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting” 

Resumed from 6 March. 

Motion 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I move — 

That the report be noted. 

I do so with some degree of exasperation, noting the number of reports that follow this one, and the committees 

by which they are generated. I am in something of a quandary, Mr Chair, about answering my own question, 

which is: should I be brief, or should I elaborate on this report?  

The first thing I note is that it is a short, sharp report, and one of five reports that this hardworking committee 

tabled in March this year. I will not delay the chamber, as much as the Deputy Leader of the Opposition might 

like me to, but I note that this is an important record on the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting that 

took place last year. The committee determined that it would table a report on this issue for the reason that it had 

come to the committee’s attention that during the security operation for the CHOGM meeting last year, WA 

Police made one request to the Corruption and Crime Commission for assistance, and this request was granted. 

That, in and of itself, might not sound significant, but members may recall that last year we had an at times 

somewhat heated debate about whether these extraordinary arrangements for CHOGM should go ahead. The 

government saw fit to make sure that there was sufficient legislative assistance provided to the police to enable 

the security arrangements for CHOGM to be successful. There were a lot of influential, high-profile leaders of 

the world attending that meeting, and obviously it was very important for WA Police to provide sufficient 

security. 

One of the measures suggested in relation to the legislation was for the police to be able to call upon the 

assistance of the Corruption and Crime Commission. As I said, this occurred on one occasion. As part of the 

questioning undertaken by the committee, we wanted to know whether the request for assistance was one that 

related to the technological capabilities of the Corruption and Crime Commission, or if it was an issue of 

resources. In other words, we wanted to know whether there was something that the Corruption and Crime 

Commission had at its disposal that WA Police particularly needed during the CHOGM operation and did not 

have, and if that was the reason for the assistance being provided. Alternatively, was it the case that the police 

were so—if I can use the more colloquial phrase—flat out during the CHOGM operation that they just needed 

more manpower? It was interesting that when we asked the acting commissioner of the Corruption and Crime 

Commission about this on 9 November 2011, his answer, which appears on page 2 of the report, was — 

… I am loath to go into too much detail, but I think it was simply requiring extra assistance because 

they were so busy. 

Of course, the answer was not sufficient for the committee, so on 9 December 2011 we had a closed hearing with 

the Deputy Commissioner of Police, Mr Chris Dawson, and the assistant commissioner, Mr Nick Anticich, to 

unpack this matter a little further. Of course, some members will be aware that the deputy commissioner, Mr 

Chris Dawson, was the state commander for the CHOGM operation, so he was a very good person to ask 

questions of this nature, and he would certainly know the motivation for the request by WA Police.  

Members will note, when they read the report, that he provides the necessary answers at page 3 and confirms that 

it was a resourcing issue in terms of manpower and not a technological or specialist skill set issue. That is of 

significance, because in the fullness of time, this place will debate some reforms of the Corruption and Crime 

Commission and it will be important for us to remember that, during the CHOGM operation, which is about as 

serious a security operation as one could possibly imagine for Perth, the police required the assistance of the 

Corruption and Crime Commission on one occasion. What was the reason for assistance on that one occasion? It 

was because of a need for extra manpower resources; it was not because of any specialist assistance that the 

Corruption and Crime Commission could provide to Western Australia Police. I suggest to members they should 

bear that in mind when, in the fullness of time, we look at prospective reforms to the CCC in this place.  

I will conclude by noting the work of the hardworking member for Swan Hills. My colleagues from East 

Metropolitan Region will correct me if that is not correct. On page 5 of the report, Mr Frank Alban asks a very 

important question, which reads — 

It appears that security during CHOGM was an unmitigated success. Is that a fair assessment; and to 

what extent can this success be attributed to the special powers made available to the police by the 

CHOGM act? 
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In reply, Mr Dawson, who members will remember was the state commander for that operation, responded as 

follows — 

Mr Alban, that is certainly my view…  

Amongst the many things we could do in noting this report is to congratulate the government on an outstanding 

security operation for the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting, which was an unmitigated success. 

Obviously the legislation that this chamber passed, with the assistance of the other place, was of some moderate 

assistance in that security operation. I emphasise “moderate” because the CCC was required to be involved on 

only one occasion, and that was for reason of manpower and not technological capability.  

Question put and passed. 
 


