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On 2 July at 12. 15 I tr i ed unsuccessfully to contact Gene ra] 
Grey, Commiss ioner, Australian Federal Police . (On Monday 23 
June I had spoken to General Grey on the flight Canberra-Sydney 
and he had suggested that his contact in the AFP be Deputy 
Commissioner Roy Farmer. It has since emerged from discussion 
that Mr Farmer may be a per son to be interviewed in connection 
with the Commission's in qu iry and it would be t herefore 
inappropriate For him to be our contact in the AF~ . ) General 
Grey's Secretary inuited me to speak with some other person and 
transferred me to Deputy Commissioner Johnson. I explained to 
him the problem outlined in parenthesis aboue. 

He indicated that he understood and that 
Farmer was not an appropriate person for me 
said that he would be our contact point and 
General Grey of this. 

he ag r eed t hat Mr 
to speak with . He 
undertook to inform 

Accordingly, I r aised the following matters with him. 

I said that a Pol ice Officer, Davi d LelAlington, was, tAJ Ei 

understood, posted to Singapore and that tAJe were anxious to 
interview him. I said that if Lewington were returning in the 
next fe1.1.1 days we couJ.d interview him here otherwise we u.1ouJ.d 
send officers to Singapore. He ascertained i mmediately that Mr 
Leiu.Jington would not be returning to Sydney tnside s'.i.x months 
and that he is at present on leave. He undertook to asc e rtain 
his present whereabouts and dates when he wouJ.d be in 
Singapore, and to let me know. 

I informed him that Mr Wells was due to start with us on 3 July 
for approximately two weeks and rais ed wi t h him the question of 
Wells ' role, in particular wh ether, acknowledging that Mr Well s 
will not be used by us with i n that period in a ny inuestigatory 
role, he would nevertheless be able to obtain additional 
information from the AFP on any matter. Mr Johnson indicated 
that there would be no difficulty in this but asked that Mr 
Wells talk f i rst with Assistant Commissioner Brian Bates. 

I also raised with him the question whether Mr Wells would be 
expec t ed by the police to report back to them, noting that 
under our sta tute , publ'.i.c seruants were required to perform 
thei r function s and duties in accordance with the directions of 
the Presiding Member and not otherwise (S.20). Mr Johnson 
indicated that there were legal difficulties in the way of this 
(cf. Australia n FederaJ. Police Act ) but that in pra ctical terms 
there wou l d be no need fo r Mr Wells to be briefing his 
superiors and tl1at he, Johnson, would not be as king Wells what 
he was doing here. He indicated that to rai s e the matter 
formally was likely to be counter productive (and I accept that 
this is probably so). 
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I took the opportunity of explai ning to him that if an 
arrangement 1A1ere to be worked out under which police officers 
were made available to us as i nvestigators, we would be very 
keen to have officers with skills in interviewing 1Adtnesses, 
preparing briefs and developing a brief of th e kind t hat would 
ordinad.ly be prepared for court proceedings. (Although the 
Commission is not a court it is r eq uired to be satisfied on 
matters o n t he basis of evidence adrrd ss:ible in a cou r t. ) Mr 
John so n took note of this. 

I also raised the matter of possible indemn:i.ties f r om 
disciplinary proceeding s for pol ice off icers. He ind icated 
that this was not in his uiew unreasonable, noting that 
i nd emni ti es had been given i n the Social Secur ity Frauds 
matter. I pointed out that recommendations for i.ndemnit.y had 
also bee n made by t he Stewart Commission. 

Mr Johnson indicated that he wou1.d bring this matter to the 
notic e of the Commissioner. 

J F Thomson 
Sec r etary 

3, Jul y 198 
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late on 2 July Mr Durac k and Mr Weinberg raised wi t:h me Hie 
possibility of their travelling to Singapore to interview David 
Lewington, a police officer posted with the Australian Federal 
Police to Singapore . After satisfying myself that t he proposed 
interview was essenU.al to the Commission Is inquiry' I rut in 
train inquiries with the appropriate authorities name y the 
Australian Federal Police, SMOS and Foreign Affairs. 

Police advice ( Chief Inspector Lamb) was that Lewington would 
be in Singapore week con~encing 7 July, leaving 13 July for the 
UK. I confirmed wi t h Mr Simons of SMOS that di.spatch of two 
officers as proposed was within the power of the Presiding 
Member and that referenc e to the Overseas Visits Committee was 
unnecessary. I end~1avoured to contact the Presiding Member on 
3 July without success and in the meantime subject to his 
approval of travel, I spoke w:i.tl1 Wally Handm~stralian 
H~gl~ Commission€.~r to Si ngapore nly .o .. e t him know/\ that two 
offJ.cE:1rs of the Commission would H~ in Singapore . Mr Handrner 
·l:.ook note of the~ information and indicated that he saw no 
difficulties in the proposal . 

I contacted Sir George at09 . 35 on 4 July and raised the matter 
with him. He questioned whether there was any likE:,l.thood of 
lewington corning to Australia in the very rrnar future. I had 
already inquired of the police as to this and explained to Sir 
George that he would not be. Sir George approved the proposed 
travel arrangements. 

J F Thomson 
Secretary 

di JuJ.y 1986 
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