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JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 
Thirty-first Report — “Surveillance and Accountability: A Gap in the Oversight Umbrella?” 

HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [10.16 am]: I am directed to present the thirty-first report of the 
Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission entitled “Surveillance and Accountability: 
A Gap in the Oversight Umbrella?”. 
[See paper 5336.] 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: This report tabled today draws attention to a gap in the ability of the Parliamentary 
Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission to properly audit the CCC’s use of its statutory powers. 
Owing to what the committee describes as a flaw in the commonwealth Telecommunications (Interception and 
Access) Act 1979, the parliamentary inspector is unable to examine affidavits lodged by the CCC in support of 
applications for telecommunications interception warrants. This is in direct contrast to the inspector’s ability to 
examine similar affidavits lodged by the CCC in support of warrant applications under the state Surveillance 
Devices Act 1998. The use of surveillance devices is subject to full and stringent oversight by the parliamentary 
inspector.  

The PRESIDENT: Order, members! There are about half a dozen very audible conversations. An important 
statement is being made by a chairman of a committee. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: As the CCC act makes clear, one of the functions of the parliamentary inspector is to 
audit the CCC’s use of its various powers of investigation so as to balance the intrusive nature of these powers. 
This is a function that is conducted by the office of the parliamentary inspector regularly and in a thorough 
fashion, always with the total cooperation of the CCC. As the most recent annual report of the office of the 
parliamentary inspector makes clear, however, the inability of the inspector to examine affidavits lodged by the 
CCC in support of telecommunication interception warrants is the one gap in the parliamentary inspector’s 
oversight function, and it is a significant gap. After speaking about the problem with the acting parliamentary 
inspector, Mr Craig Colvin, SC, at a recent public review hearing, the committee resolved to prepare and table 
this report. The committee points out that there is no suggestion that the CCC has acted improperly; rather, the 
commonwealth legislation is problematic. In my view, the current gap in the oversight umbrella is absurd, 
pointless and most unsatisfactory. Fortunately, however, it is a problem that can be very easily fixed by the 
federal Attorney-General. As such, the committee has recommended that the state government advocate for an 
appropriate amendment to the commonwealth legislation. The committee also takes the opportunity afforded by 
tabling this report to reassert an earlier recommendation for amendment to the same commonwealth act. In 
February of last year the committee recommended that the state government advocate for an amendment to the 
TI act that would allow the CCC to provide intercepted telecommunications product to the State Coroner in 
appropriate circumstances. Having made some recent inquiries as to the progress of that recommendation and 
satisfied itself that there is broad support for the change, the committee calls for the amendment to be 
implemented. It is important that this basic amendment is not simply left to languish in the commonwealth 
Attorney-General’s Department. I commend the report to the house.  
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