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JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 
Fifteenth Report - Public Hearing with the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission 

on 16 August 2006 
MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [10.02 am]:  I present for tabling the fifteenth report of the Joint Standing Committee 
on the Corruption and Crime Commission, titled “Public Hearing with the Parliamentary Inspector of the 
Corruption and Crime Commission on 16 August 2006”. 

[See paper 2152.] 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  By its very nature, corruption fighting and its oversight are neither simple nor predictable.  
Convictions are certainly easy to collage and identify; however, prevention, best practice, systemic change and 
productivity are not.  Similarly, best practice in corruption oversight is not a simple case of regular weekly or 
monthly status reports or meetings, or ticking off a set of actions on an A4 sheet of paper.  In fact, best practice 
shows that government bodies, councils and agencies that can tick a box sometimes assist misconduct and 
corruption through allowing irregular behaviour to be considered acceptable because it was ticked off.  Quality 
oversight and its unpredictable irregularity creates the best deterrence.  The Parliamentary Inspector’s power to 
access any information at any time in the CCC means that the CCC is not diverting resources to make the books 
look good for the inspector’s monthly visit.  The CCC knows that, at any point in its operational cycle, the 
Parliamentary Inspector has the expectation that the extensive powers of the CCC are being used fairly and 
properly. 

Sixteenth Report - Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission to Continue after 
Dissolution of Parliament 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [10.03 am]:  I present for tabling the sixteenth report of the Joint Standing Committee 
on the Corruption and Crime Commission, titled “Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime 
Commission to Continue After Dissolution of Parliament”. 

[See paper 2153]. 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  A major omission in the existing Corruption and Crime Commission Act 2003 is the provision 
for the continuity of oversight of the Corruption and Crime Commission once Parliament has been dissolved.  
This oversight role is unpredictable and demanding.  While sewerage systems, schools and hospitals continue to 
operate once an election has been called, it is a nineteenth-century anachronism for the important parliamentary 
committee oversight to go into a five-month recess until the new Parliament convenes.  Unpredictable events 
such as the resignation of Assistant CCC Commissioner Moira Rayner, CCC staff being charged with offences, 
appointments of commissioners and parliamentary inspectors and the like illustrate that corruption fighting and 
the necessary oversight of the commission do not go into recess.   

The Queensland Crime and Misconduct Commission’s legislation provides for its relevant committee to remain 
in oversight mode after Parliament has been dissolved.  If existing Queensland members lose their seats in an 
election, the legislation provides for their party leader to nominate a substitute immediately, without the need for 
Parliament to reconvene.  The WA standing committee strongly and unanimously concurs that such a change 
should occur.  I urge members on all sides of this chamber and members in the other place to seriously consider 
this amendment.  The Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission, which comprises 
equal representation from both sides of Parliament, requires that all decisions made by the committee be 
bipartisan and based on a majority.  For a very good reason, the Queensland Parliament introduced an 
amendment to the effect that I have described.  I strongly reiterate that, for the five months following the 
dissolution of Parliament and prior to the election of a new Parliament, the Corruption and Crime Commission 
operates without an oversight committee.  If I recall correctly, the present stop-gap for dealing with oversight 
matters or urgent appointments during that hiatus is for the Premier to consult the opposition leaders on matters.   

After an election, it is very rare for a losing party leader to not resign or face a ballot.  If the government were to 
change as a result of an election, the new government would have no corporate knowledge of the Corruption and 
Crime Commission and a new Leader of the Opposition would be faced with making a very important 
endorsement.  That scenario is fraught with potential danger.  The Queensland government agreed to that 
amendment for a very good reason.  It allows the Queensland system of oversight to operate smoothly and it 
continues the tradition of bipartisanship and the making of joint decisions about the prevention of corruption.  
The bipartisanship approach is why both Western Australian and Queensland oversight bodies have proved to be 
the most successful in Australia.   
I acknowledge that this is an unusual request.  In more than 100 years of this Parliament’s operation, such an 
amendment has not been countenanced.  Traditionalists might have some qualms about agreeing to such a 
change.  However, the committee is seeking the change for a very good reason: the twenty-first century is very 
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different from the nineteenth century.  I urge not only the Attorney General, but also all members of this house to 
very seriously consider and support this amendment when the Corruption and Crime Commission amendment 
bill is considered. 
MRS J. HUGHES (Kingsley) [10.08 am]:  I endorse the comments of the chair of the Joint Standing 
Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission.  An issue within the body of the report on which I would 
like to comment because it is relevant to me is the continuity of the standing committee’s membership.  It will 
ensure continuity of information flow and continued oversight of the CCC’s activities during the time Parliament 
is not sitting.  I became a member of the committee a short time ago and I must admit that it takes a considerable 
amount of time to get across all the issues, most of which have been ongoing for some time.  This is clearly one 
of the reasons the committee should not be completely dissolved.  It takes some time to get a handle on any 
oversight and to get warmed up and get one’s head around the issues that are before the CCC and the committee.  
It also takes some time to get to know the parliamentary inspector and how he works, and to get an 
understanding of the different complaint handling and audit trails the parliamentary inspector has to follow.  The 
amendment to the Queensland legislation covers quite well situations in which a member resigns, dies or is not 
re-elected.  I hope the Attorney General looks at this favourably and takes a good view of the amendment, and 
perhaps even talks to people in Queensland, as we have, to see how well it works there.  Continuity of 
information is paramount to making sure that the CCC knows there is always somebody watching closely.  It is 
no good having people watching closely if no-one knows what is going on.  We need to make sure that people 
are aware of the history.  This is a very important issue that I hope will be looked at very closely.  
 


