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JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 
Ninth Report — “The CCC’s Interaction with the State’s Integrity Coordinating Group” — Tabling 

HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [10.07 am]: I am directed to present the ninth report of the Joint 
Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission, “The CCC’s Interaction with the State’s 
Integrity Coordinating Group”. 

[See paper 1260.] 

The PRESIDENT: Does the member wish to make a statement on the report? 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Thank you, Mr President. 

This inquiry by the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission was spurred by two 
factors. Firstly, the joint standing committee learnt from the Commissioner of the Corruption and Crime 
Commission, Mr Roger Macknay QC, in August 2013 that the Auditor General had not informed the 
commissioner of the nature of an inquiry that led to his report titled “Fraud Prevention and Detection in the 
Public Sector” before undertaking that inquiry. The committee considered that this was unusual, given the 
participation of both agency heads in regular Integrity Coordinating Group meetings. Secondly, committee 
members noted the issues raised by the Chief Justice, Hon Wayne Martin, AC, QC, in his Whitmore Lecture on 
1 August 2013, titled “Forewarned and Four-Armed —Administrative Law Values and the Fourth Arm of 
Government”. The Chief Justice raised concerns about a “fourth arm” of government composed of integrity 
agencies such as the CCC and whether they remained fully accountable to Parliament for their actions. The Joint 
Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission resolved to undertake this inquiry on 14 August 
2013. 
The committee has found that the CCC’s regular interaction with the Integrity Coordinating Group is presently 
an irrelevant factor in its effectiveness at carrying out its responsibilities as contained in the Corruption and 
Crime Commission Act 2003. Instead, the committee recommended that the CCC should consider whether it 
would be more effective for it to have stand-alone meetings with relevant ICG agencies, such as the Auditor 
General and Ombudsman, as required. This is important, as the CCC’s anti-misconduct work has its greatest 
overlap with the work of the Office of the Auditor General. 

Interestingly, as at 26 August 2013, the committee found that the Commissioner of the Corruption and Crime 
Commission had yet to meet with the Auditor General, separate from ICG meetings, on the potential overlap in 
the work of their organisations. 

I commend the report to the house. 
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