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JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 
Twelfth Report - Annual Report 2005-06 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [9.57 am]:  I present for tabling the twelfth report of the Joint Standing Committee on 
the Corruption and Crime Commission, its annual report for 2005-06. 
[See paper 1875.] 
Mr J.N. HYDE:  The focus of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission 
continues to be on monitoring the effectiveness and efficiency of the Corruption and Crime Commission.  It 
remains my view that the delineation of roles between the CCC, the Parliamentary Inspector of the CCC and the 
committee reflects the correct balance of proper oversight and non-interference.  In hindsight, it could be argued 
that closer cooperation on the activities of the three important arms of anticorruption in Western Australia would 
be more efficient and would save time that is wasted by the parliamentary inspector and the CCC querying each 
other�s activities.  However to guarantee best practice in corruption prevention, the establishment of effective 
firewalls between the bodies is healthy and fosters the independence needed to objectively evaluate each body�s 
performances. 

The frank and transparent acknowledgement of inconsistencies and problems with the Corruption and Crime 
Commission Act 2003 has led to a general shared view about how to improve the legislation.  That being said, 
this legislation has provided for arguably the most effective corruption fighting body in Australia, if not in 
Australasia.  I remain convinced that the dedication and commitment of Commissioner Hammond and 
Parliamentary Inspector McCusker has enabled the committee to be more thorough and effective in its oversight 
role.  The committee has been able to access more information than other commissioners may have otherwise 
allowed a parliamentary committee that sought to fulfil its own role.  This in turn has enhanced the ability of the 
CCC to become arguably the most open and transparent anticorruption body. 

It could be argued that the publicity surrounding the appropriateness of public hearings of the CCC has had a 
significant deterrent effect on those who may be tempted to embrace corruption.  It has also empowered more 
public service statutory bodies to implement their own internal anticorruption practices.  I note that this week the 
anticorruption police body in Victoria has begun an open hearing.  The usual suspects complained about how 
horrible it is to be having open hearings.  I noted that an Essendon supporter named Bob Falconer very loudly 
opposed the holding of open hearings for police.   

I followed the first day of public hearings in Victoria yesterday.  I was delighted that at that hearing issues that 
could not have been brought forward in a closed hearing were able to be brought to public notice and thereby 
provide a very transparent exposure of the activities of some of the police officers in that state. 

I express my fulsome thanks to my fellow committee members:  the deputy chair, Hon Ray Halligan, MLC, Judy 
Hughes, MLA, and Hon Margaret Rowe, MLC.  Much of the committee�s arduous work is done confidentially.  
That means we do not have the benefit of being able to share the more technical aspects of our work with our 
non-committee colleagues.  Clearly an agricultural committee is able to get together with other committee 
members and members of Parliament and chew the fat on pork belly futures or associated technical matters.  As 
all members would appreciate, the members of a parliamentary anticorruption committee do not have that same 
benefit or luxury.  Much of our work is done in isolation.  That aspect of the committee�s work may not be 
appreciated by some party rooms, and perhaps also may not be appreciated by the Salaries and Allowances 
Tribunal and other bodies.  Also, the committee�s ability to debrief on quite major incidents is curtailed by the 
need to wait until an investigation with a finding has meandered its way through our courts and exhausted 
natural justice.   

In conclusion, the committee continues to be grateful for the enormous efforts of our executive officer, 
Ms Andrea McCallum.   
 


