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JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 

Twenty-first Report — “Parliamentary Inspector’s Report concerning Telecommunication Interceptions  
and Legal Professional Privilege” — Tabling 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [2.49 pm]: Just briefly, I was touching on the issue of the toner rip-off report tabled by 
the Corruption and Crime Commission in Parliament today. If the CCC is tabling reports directly with the 
Parliament and not through the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission, it is 
important that it be incumbent upon the government or the minister concerned to ensure that there is a proper 
response to the issues raised in reports. This report clearly states that WA state and local government public 
officers had paid at least $415 000 too much for toner cartridges. Therefore, we need to find out exactly what has 
happened in order to get back that $415 000 — 

The SPEAKER: Members! The member on his feet is delivering a report, and that could possibly have 
happened earlier today. I would like to be able to hear him, I am sure that Hansard would like to be able to hear 
him and there are other people in this place who might also like to hear the member for Perth. A little less 
conversation, please. 

Mr J.N. HYDE: We need to find out exactly what has occurred in order to get back that $415 000. We have set 
up a lot of time, money and oversight into the CCC; the CCC does a very good job in exposing these sorts of 
operations. It is then incumbent upon the Parliament and the ministers responsible to use that important 
information tabled directly to Parliament to find out what has happened to the money and what we will do to 
ensure that this does not happen again. 

I finish with the important report from the parliamentary inspector that our committee tabled regarding 
telecommunications interceptions and legal professional privilege by harking back and saying that this issue 
originally came to the inspector’s attention after a story was published in The West Australian about the phone 
conversations between Mr Brian Burke and his lawyer being listened to by CCC officers and then the summaries 
being passed on. The inspector made the comment in his report that after he had looked through the transcript of 
evidence at the criminal proceedings, it was revealed that the newspaper article was accurate in the respect 
indicated, and his inquiries further revealed that the calls were only ever listened to by commission monitors and 
not by investigators. 
 


