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JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 
Twentieth Report - “Public Hearing with the Integrity Coordinating Group on 13 September 2006” 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [10.33 am]:  I present for tabling in the thirty-seventh Parliament report 20 of the Joint 
Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission, entitled “Public Hearing with the Integrity 
Coordinating Group on 13 September 2006”. 

[See paper 2557.] 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  As far back as August 2002, in my former capacity as a member of the Joint Standing 
Committee on the Anti-Corruption Commission, predecessor to the Corruption and Crime Commission, the then 
committee resolved to conduct an inquiry into integrity within the public sector.  One of the core components of 
its examination was the integration of oversight agencies, including the concept of a one-stop shop for public 
access to these services.  The inquiry ceased on the tabling of the Corruption and Crime Commission Bill in 
2003 and the subsequent dissolution of the Anti-Corruption Commission.  In the formative stages of establishing 
the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission, brief discussions occurred with some 
of the integrity agencies around the notion of effective mechanisms for information sharing, again, given 
ongoing concerns about possible overlap in service provision and perceived inadequate frameworks for 
information sharing among key integrity and regulatory agencies.  Of particular focus were the Corruption and 
Crime Commission, the Office of Public Sector Standards Commissioner, the Parliamentary Commissioner for 
Administrative Investigations and the Office of the Auditor General.   

Early 2005 saw the establishment of the Integrity Coordinating Group, designed to enhance integrity within the 
public sector through greater policy coherence and operational coordination between the above detailed 
agencies.  Although not a one-stop shop, the committee views this to be a significant development for improved 
service delivery, both to public sector agencies and, where relevant, to the public at large.  The concept follows 
along similar lines to that of whole-of-government approaches to service delivery, the benefits of which are 
outlined in our report.  It is the committee’s mandate to keep appraised and to report to Parliament on 
developments impacting on the levels of public sector corruption in this state; hence this examination of the 
Integrity Coordinating Group.  It is fair to say that with the date of the scheduled hearing some 12 months after 
the establishment of the group, much attention has been given to the determination of processes and future 
directions.  That said, some very interesting work has been undertaken around the issue of conflict of interest, a 
concern raised regularly within the hearings of this committee and its predecessor committees.   
 


