Tampering with Evidence File No 11-A

During the end of 1999 and through to January 2000 the Victoria Police Major Fraud Group
viewed 11-A, and will confirm that the hand written statements on this document (apart
from my wording 11-A) was already on this released ACMA released FOI document.

It is clear from this document that members of the government were aware that Telstra
were destroying relevant FOI requested documents requested by the COT Cases.

Tampering with Evidence File No 11-B

It is clear from the last paragraph in this TIO file note that | had left evidence with the
Deputy TIO Sue Harlow, showing Telstra had been altering various FOI documents so that
they could not be read as a completed item.
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