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Documents received from Senior Constfble s . Hill, 
CID, AFP, £enberra on 4 July 1986 

/a. 4 Manilla folders marked 110i&ry of Morgan Ryan" 
containing photocopy documents . 

~· Photocopy NSW Police documents (Lowe/Shaw: attempt to 

influence Lewington) . 

Documents received from Detective Acting Sergeant e . Knibbs, 
NCIB, Canberra, on 22 July 1986 

C • Age 
../ci) 

A 11> 

Tape Enquiry : 
Original Running Sheets 

Working File - Volume 1 

d. ~orean Immigration Enquiry: 
(i) Volume 1 

e. Rodney Groux Enquiry : 
.._,/ (i) Original Running Sheets 

vt'ii) Volume 1 - Original Statements 

./(iii) Volume 2 - II II 

vfiu) Volume 1 Original Documents 

~) Volume 2 - II .. 
v'(ui) .. Volume 3 - .. II 

v (uii) Briefing Papers, Reports. Correspondence , . 

Documents received from Superintendent F.C. Pimm. Commander 

Western Region, AFP . Perth on 24 July 1986 

v'f. File marked "Moll Commodities Brief 1 II 

.,/g. Leuer Arch Folder marked HMoll Commodities Brief 211 

/h V • Situation Report by Oet . Sen . Sgt. c . Netto 

(Quartermaine - Operation Edam) 

- -----------· . 
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./'i. Report of Independent Acountants Assisting Investigation 
(Operation Edam) 

""1'. Braithwaite Report 

".,, I( Brief of Evidence - Moll: Conspiracy to Defraud 

v-!. file marked 11 Marshall-Wilson" containing various loose 
documents . 

v-r( file containing correspondence, reports relevant to 
Murphy J. enquiries/operation Edam. 

Document received from Detective Chief Inspector A. Wells, 
Sydney. 

v-1i. Lever Arch Folder containing documents relevant to the 
Grou>< Enquiry . 

- ·--- ·---------



Australian Federal Police Minute Paper 

Received from Detective Acting Sergeant B. KNIBBS, NCIB, Canberra on 
the 22.07.86, the followingz 

AGE TAPE ENQUIRY 

a. VOLUME - Original Running Sheets. 

b, WORKING FILE - Volume (I) 

KOREAN IMMIGRATION ENQUIRY 

a. VOLUME (I) 

ROONEY GROUX ENQUIRY 

a. VOLUME - Original Running Sheet 

b. VOLUME (I) - Original Statements 

c. VOLUME (II) - Original Statements 

d. VOLUME (I) - Original oocuments 

e. VOLUME (II) - Original Documents 

f. VOLUME (III) - Original Documents 

g. VOLUME - Briefing Papers, Reports, Correspondence 
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Mr D M Lenihan 
Qrl.ef Exealtive Officer 
Natiooal Cri.- Authority 
453-463 lalt Stra.t 
Sydney IBf 2000 

Dear Mr Lenihan, 

Mr Juatioe L K >l.lrphy 

I refer to my letter of 4 July 1986 wherein I requested that 
all transcript of procoodi.ngs of the Royal Camd.saion of. 
Inqui.ry into Alleged 'l'elephcae Interceptions and all statanenta 
and 15\Wlementary stataaents be made available to the 
P&r) i ,mentary Carn>i s.i 00. 

Follo.d.ng further discussions in relatioo to this matter I nai, 

request that oqu.es of the folloo.ng material be made avai) able 
to the camd.ssioo as scxn as possible: 

A. Transcript of Evidence (in full) and Statanents (in 
full) am S\g>lementary Statanenta (in full) of the 
following witneaNSI 

(i) 

(ii) 
(iii) 
(iv) 
(V) 
(vi) 
(vii) 
(viii) 

All of these refetred to in Att.Actment B of your 
letter to me of 3 July 1986 (oopy attached) i.e. 
witneasea before the ioyal Camduion who were 
attached to the OCI and TSU during the perioda 
that Morgan Ryan's telephcrle ocnversatiooa wea 
intercepted. 
D IA9iwi.ngtoo 
M p i'arcplar 
p J Lamb 
MA Morra 
JM Pry 
0 Taylor 
M '1' Wood 



I 

-- ·---- .~~ 

B. Any notebooks of the polioe officers referred to in (i) 
above. 

'lbanld.ng you for your uaistanoe in this matter. 

Yours sincerely, 

J F 'fflal\SQl 
secretary 

25 JUly 1986 

i 



Mr Morgan Ryan 

Dear Mr Ryan, 

Re: Parliamentary Omnission of Inquiry 

I refer to the surrmons which has heen served on you pursuant to 
section 11(1) of the Parlirurentary Ccmnission of Inquiry Act 
and note that your attendance is required oo 5 August 1986. 

fb.lever, I would appreciate it if you ""°'11.d contact the 
Carmi.ssion and advise a telephone tiumber upon which ~ can 
r,eadily 1::ie re&ched i.n order that a date other than the 5 August 
196.6, for your attendance, can be ccmnunicated to you. 

Yours sincerely, 

J p 'lha'naon 
Secretary 

25 July 1986 
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Jy) t l'IQffltary Camdaaion of. Inquiry Act 1986 

SOIDIS '10 APPEAR ~ mE a»IISSIC. 

• e"'; • .. I 

I, Sir George Bermnn Imh, a a.t:Slter of. t:he Parliammrt:ary 
Omni asioo of InQuiry awointed 1ft!er the Parlimnent.ag 
O:mnissim of ~ry Act 1986 hereby rmi yai, plrSU!mt to 
IIUb-aecticn 11(1 of that Act 

(a) to llfl)ear before the camnissim at the hearing 
to be held in the Hearing Roan, 8th noor, 99 
Elizabeth Street, Sydney, al Tuesday 5 August 
1986 at 10.00 . a.a.' to giw evidence in relatiai 
to the N.tters into whidl the Oaanissim is 
inquiring; and 

(b) to attem fran day to day unless excused or 
released fran further attendanoe. 

Dated ~~July 1986 

• • • • • 
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MEETING WITH SUPERINTENDENT KEN DREW, CHIEF ll l- :~ -1 /dT 

TO THE NEW SOUTH WALES POLICE COMMISSIONER 

At 2.30 on 16th of July, 1986 I met with Superintendent Drew at 

the 20th Floor of the Police Headquarters Building in College 

Street, Sydney. Also present were Patricia Sharp, Sergeant R 

Clarke of the Licensing Squad and Detective Sergeant R Lynch of 

the Br;king Squad. 

I briefly outlined our function and said that we were seeking 

the co-operation of the NSW Police in relation to a number of 

allegations that had been made in relation to His Honour Mr 

Justice Murphy. We discussed briefly various provisions of our 

act. 

As an opening gambit I suggest that the NSW Police Force must 

have collected a considerable body of intelligence on Abraham 

Saffron over the years. I asked whether any link between 

Saffron and His Honour had been uncovered at any time by the NSW 

Police. Superintendent Drew said that apart from what James 

McCartney Anderson had told Sergeant Warren Molloy (as to which 

see later) no link between Saffron and His Honour had come to 

light. That was confirmed by Detective Sergeant Clarke who from 

the early 1980 1 s has been the Officer in Charge of the general 

licensing in the Kings Cross region; and by Detective Sergeant 

Lynch, who has been responsib le for investigating the activities 

of Todor ('the Torch') Maximovich over the last few years. 

Sergeant Clarke said that Warren Molloy had a far more detailed 

knowledge of Saffron's operations because of his position as 

Special Licensing Sergeant in the Kings Cross region up unti l 

the time of the Bill Allen affair. Both Clarke and Molloy had 

at various times closed down The Venus Room, and Molloy is 

alleged to have a very detailed knowledge of the ins and outs so 

to speak of that establishment. Moreover, Molloy has been 

entertaining James McCartney Anderson in recent times. 

Apparently Anderson thinks that Molloy is a "good bloke" and is 

supposed to be singing like a canary to him. Molloy is overseas 
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until the 29th of July. Superintendent Dr~w is to arrange for 
us to meet Molloy as soon as possible after his return. He is 
also to arrange for us to see the people in charge of the Vice 
and Drug Squads in the late 70's early 80's. We were told that 

the Former Head of the Vice Squad, Ernie ('the good') Shepherd, 
may be able to tell us something about suggestions that Saffron 

procured females for His Honour. We were also told that the 

Vice Squad has been conducting a rather lengthy investigat ion 

into allegations that Phillipino girls were imported under some 
racket involving Morgan Ryan to work as prostitutes in The Venus 

Room. Details of that investigation are to be made available to 

us. 

I then thought I would stir up the waters a bit by asking 

whether it had ever been explained of why when the NSW Police 
were busily tapping a fairly large number of known or suspected 

criminals in Sydney noone bothered to tape Abe Saffron's phone. 
There was an outbreak of mumbling by the police in the room at 

that j unc tur e and I get the distinct impress ion that something 
very suspicious occurred at senior levels within the NSW Police 
Force to prevent such a tap being placed on Saffron's phone. 

I then mentioned the statements by Egge to the Stewart 
Commission in relation to Luna Park and Central Ra ilway, and the 

fact that very few of the other police examined by Stewart had 
been asked about those allegations. I gave him the attachment 

from the recent Stewart letter which listed all of the NSW 
Police Officers who'd worked for the BCI/TSU and asked 

Superintendent Drew to obtain for me the present location of 
each person listed therein. Superintendent Drew said he would 

do this (he complained of the logistics involved). He mentioned 
that t he Police Commissioner had instructed police generally not 
to give evidence to other agencies without first being cleared 
by him. Superintendent Drew is to arrange clearance by the 
Police Commissioner. In any case, until that clearance is 
forthcoming_,._ ~gperintendent Drew felt that non~ _ _2J_ th~ _ _J~_glice 

would speak to us given that that instruction that is about not 
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speaking to outsiders had been drummed into them. I also ask ed 
Superintendent Drew to obtain, or at least locate, all of the 

diaries and notebooks of all of the people mentioned in that 
list for the relevant periods. He felt that those diaries may 

be with the Nat ion a 1 Crime Authority, but under took to make 
enquiries. I specifically asked for the present location of 

and Drew mentioned that he understood that 111111111111 
boat has r ecently been destroyed in a mysterious fire and he was 
not sure where he was presently hanging out . 

I then said that with all of the information that was be:ing 
gathered by the TSU/BCI there must have been some form of 

intelligence record created for each piece of information thus 
received. That is I felt it was an available inference that 

files would of been created within the BCI on His Honour if His 

Honour had been mentioned in any information gathered by the 
BCI/TSU. I a sked Superintendent Drew to make inquiries to 
ascertain whether any such records exist and if so to obtain 
same. He felt that if any records had existed that they would 

have been destroyed. However he und er took to make the 
inquiries. 

I then mentioned the 

Commission concerning 

particular I mentioned 

evidence of Egge before the Stewart 
the Milton Morris allegation. In 

Egge ' s statement that following the 
interception of a telephone conversation between His Honour and 

Morgan Ryan, wherein it was suggested that His Honour had set up 
a meeting between Morgan Ryan and Milton Morris on the steps of 

Parliament House, the BCI/TSU had staked out the steps to 
observe said meeting. I asked for a 11 of the records of the 

BCI/TSU relevant to any such inquiry. I asked whether any 
stakeout might have been done by the Observation Squad, the BCI 

itself, or some other organisation and asked that all relevant 
records be checked. Superintendent Drew undertook to make those 
inquiries. 

I also asked for all of the running sheets of the BCI/TSU for 
the period 1978 to 82 at least. Superintendent Drew believed 
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history". I asked Superintendent Drew to make inquiries to find 

out whether the break-in was ever reported to the NSW Police and 

if so, I asked him to obtain any of the files and papers that 

may still exist within the Police Archives relevant to that 

matte r. 

Superintendent Drew is to get back to me in the next couple of 

weeks in relation to all of these matters and in particular, to 

set up the meeting with Molloy and the other people previously 

mentioned. 

Signe 

Andrew Phelan 

16.7.86 

-----·---
0110M 



Particulars of Allegation 

'!he Honourable Lionel Keith Muq:tiy, between the twenty-first 

day of April, 1980, and ahout the twenty-third day of July, 

1981, at Sydney and elsewhere, and whilst a Justice of the High 

Court of Australia, did agree with Morgan Ryan and other 

persons unknavn to nake inquiries with a view to detennining 

whether two officers of the Australian Federal Polioe, David 

James I&lington and Robert Allan Jones, oould be bribed or 

otherwise influenced to act rontrary to their duty as police 

officers. 

Further, in a telephcoe cawersatioo between the Judge and 

Ryan, which ronversatioo occurred after the said agreetent, 

Ryan asked, in substance: 

"Have you been able to find out about those two fellows who are 

doing the investigation; are they approachable?" 

'!he Judge replied, in substance, that he had made inquiries, 

and that the answer was definitely no, they were both very 

straight. 
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Mr Andrew PHELAN 

I have today received from Senior Constable S, HILL, 

Criminal Investigation Division, Australian Federal Police, an 

envelope addressed to me and marked from Detective Chief 

Superintendent Arthur BROWN . 

Contained inside the envelope is: 

Four (4) manila folders marked "Diary of Morgan Ryan" and 

containing photo- copied documents. 

Envelope marked "NSW Police Low/Lewington" also containing 

photo-copied documents . 

Signed: 

Witness : 

Date: 
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RECEIVED - 4 JUl 198c 

National 
Crime Authority 

CE"lTRAL OFFICE 

GPO Bo~ 5260. Srdn,· , SSW ~(1(1: 

Telcphont ,o~ 1 ?1>5 - , I I 

3 July 1986 

The Secretary 
Parliamentary Corranission of Inqiiry 
8th Floor ADC House 
99 Elizabeth Street 
SYDNEY NSW 2000 

Dear Sir, 

I refer to the meeting of 17 June 1986 between Sir George Lush and 
Mr Justice Stewart, which was also attended by representatives of your 
Co1JD11ission and the Authority, regarding information held by the Authority 
touching upon Mr Justice L..K. Murphy. 

lhe following information is furnished pursuant to the notice dated 
30 June 1986 issued under section 13(1)(a) of the Parliamentary Commission of 
Incpiry Act 1986 and the Co1JD11ission's requests made pursuant to section 13[3J. 

1. 

2. 

Relationship between Murphy J. and A. Saffron 

lhe only material on hand which was not supplied to the DPP, apart 
from that emanating from Mrs Opitz (see 2 and 4), is that contained 
in an interview by Authority investigators with James West, a fo'I'mer 
part-owner of the Raffles group. lhe relevant pages of the reco:rd of 
interview are enclosed as Attachment A. West lives at 

in Western Australia. 

Mrs Rosemary Opitz 

also 
and 

Mrs Rosemary Opitz has told Authority investigators that she is 
prepared to talk to the Parliamentary Commission provided she is 
introduced to it by Authority Investigators Baker and Reid. She 
requested that she not be interviewed at her home and that Baker 
Reid be present at any interview. No undertakings as to those 
conditions were given to her. Opitz has told the investigators that 
she .was introduced to Murphy J. at Saffron's premises at 

10 or 12 years ago. 

i 
f 

' 
' f. 
l 

3. James McCartney Anderson t 
-------·---·-··--··--·--··-·-----·----·-------.. ·---····--------·-------·------·--------·---------·· ··-··----.. ·---.. ---} 

The Authority understands that you have made arrangements to l 
interview this person in New Zealand. f 

l 
i 
l 
I 
i· 
I 
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4. Anna Paul 

5. 

All that is presently known of Anna Paul is information provided by 
Opitz that Paul was a girlfriend of Murphy J "in the period between 
his first and second marriages" • .According to Opitz, Paul is now a 
resident of England but was recently and may still be in Australia. 
Again according to Opitz, Paul would be able to confirm the fact that 
Murphy dined on a number of occasions with Saffron. The Authority is 
not in a position to arrange an introduction to Paul. It is a matter 
that the Commission might take up directly with Opitz. 

Steven Leslie Bazley 

The Authority is not in a position to introduce the Commission to 
Bazley nor is it aware of any information from or relating to him 
which touches upon Murphy J. 

6. 'Age Tape' Witnesses 

7. 

Enclosed as Attachment Bis a list of persons who were attached to 
the New South Wales Police Bureau of Crime Intelligence and Teclu1ical 
Survey Unit during the periods when Morgan Ryan's telephone 
conversations were subjected to illegal interception. Some of those 
persons gave evidence to the Royal Commission regarding conversations 
involving Murphy J and those are identified in the Attachment. 
Others who were not questioned regarding the matter may be able to 
give evidence of such conversations. 

Specific allegations 

Enclosed as Attachment C is a document referring to information 
obtained by the Authority from the Royal Commission which relates to 
the 7 items referred to in the schedule to the letter of 25 March 
1986 from Mr Justice D.G. Stewart to Mr Justice L.K. Murphy. 

Please contact me if you require any further assistance in relation 
to these matters. 

Yours faithful ly, 

D.M. Lenihan 
Chief Executive Officer 



 

              
           

     

        

       

  

             
 

        

 

    

            

             
   

           
   

   

        

        

            
    

      

  

          
  

   

          

    

       

    

          



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

             
      

   

      

         

             
          
          

     

 

    

           

 

         

           

    

     

            
   

          
            

         
         
      

           

           
           
    

             
 

            
   

  



- 1 - Attachment B 

The following is a list of witnesses before the Royal Commission who were 
attached to the BCI an::! TSU during the periods that Ryan's telephone 
conversations were intercepted: 

BCI 

Anderson Robert Olarles 

Aust Bernard Frederick 

Beatm1ont Gary William 

Brett Mark Olristopher 

Cahill John F.dward 

Calladine Anthony Mervyn 

carrabs Vincenzo Gino 

Olambers Warren Thomas 

Champion Alan Maurice 

Choat Jennifer Anne 

Crawford Ross Maxwell 

Donaldson Leonard Stuart 

Dunn Barry Wentworth 

Durham John En.tee Robert 

Egge Paul Leonard 

Finch Ian Charles 

Foster James Frederick 

Francisco John 

Gilligan Dennis Mart in 

Harvey Rodney Graham 

Jones Albert John 

Lauer Anthony Raymond 

f 
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TSU 

Brown 

Huber 

Johnson 

Kilburn 

Lewis 

Lo-we 

McKinnon 

Slucher 

Smith 

Stanton 

- 3 -

Kevin Robert 

-Kerri Lynne 

Richard Anthony 

Roger 

John Darcy 

Paul Thomas 

Warren James 

Regby Francis 

Grahame Phillip 

Warren Sydney 

l 
l 
i 
I 

I 
I 
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- 1 - Attachment C 

Information available from the Royal Commission material 
supporting the seven items referred to in the Schedule to the letter of 

25 March 1986 from Mr Justice D.G. Stewart to Mr Justice L.K. Murphy 

Item 1, Robert Yuen: Casino 

Th.is matter is dealt with in detail in Volume Two of the Royal Commission 

Report at paragraphs 2.31 to 2.51. The references to the source material are 
in endnotes 40 to 60 on pages 88 to 89. Most of the material has been 

provided to the Parliamentary Commission. The balance of the material is 

available for inspection. 

Item 2, Luna Park Lease 

This matter arises from the supplementary statement and evidence of 
P.L. Egge which have been furnished to the Parliamentary Commission. Some 
background information was obtained by the Royal Commission. 1he facts appear 

to be as set out below. 

On 27 May 1981 the New South Wales Government granted a lease of Luna Park for 

a term of 30 years to Harbourside Amusement Park Pty Ltd. Luna Park had been 
occupied for some years by Luna Park (NSW) Pty Ltd, initially pursuant to a 

l ease and later on a tenancy from week to week, until 9 June 1979 when a fire 
occurred at Luna Park resulting in several deaths. There had been discussions 
between the Premier's Department and Luna Park (NSW) Pty Ltd concerning a new 
lease for the area, but no decision had been reached by the time of the fire. 

After the fire, tenders were invited for the future lease of the area, 
Originally the tenders closed on 23 November 1979 but on 17 January 1980 the 

NSW Government announced that all six tenders received had been unsatisfactory 
but that negotiations were continuing. with the Grundy Organisation, which had 

come closest to meeting the Government's requirements. (TI/384) 

I 
I 
~ 
! 
~ 
1 

l 
_ _____________ Qn.JZ.Jdar.ch-.19130_..an .. adv.er.tisement-app.eared.-in..new.spap.er.s.-calling_f_or.....fur.ther_ _________ _j 
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tenders, the closing date for which was 17 June 1980. An interdepartmental i 
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committee was established to assess the tenders. The committee eventually 
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Item 3, Central Station 

TI1is allegation also arises from the supplementary statement and evidence 

of P.L. Egge, copies of which have been furnished to the Parliamentary 

Commission. The Royal Commission conducted some preliminary inquiries 

into the matter. The facts appear to be as outlined below. 

In 1977 the Public Transport Commission of NSW invited proposals for the 
redevelopment and modernisation of Central Railway Station. The closing 
date for submission of proposals was 7 September 1977. On the following 

day the general manager of the Property Branch of the Commission, 
AT Clutton, submitted a report on the proposals for consideration by the 
Coounission. He advised that the proposal submitted by Commuter Terminals 

Pty Ltd was the preferred of only two proposals which in any way 

approached the requirements of the Commission. On 12 September 1977 the 

Commission decided to deal exclusively with Commuter Te.nninals for a 
period of 12 months with a view to negotiating a finn lease, subject to 

satisfactory evidence being produced that funds were available for its 

proposal. (TI/0372) 

On 25 October 1977, the Premier of NSW, the Hon. N.K. Wran, Q.C., M.P.~ 
wrote to the Minister for Transport, Mr Peter Cox, stating that he was in 

agreement with the desirability of proceeding with plans to modernise and 
redevelop Central Station. In the letter he suggested that any public 

announcement not refer to the identity of the potential developer. 
Wran agreed also with the proposal by Mr Cox that the project be 

Mr 

considered by a committee of officers representing the Public Transport 

Commission, the Ministry of Transport, the Premier's Department and the 
Treasury. He also said that he preferred to wait until the committee had 
the opportunity of making recommendations before negotiations with 

Commuter Tenninals commenced. (TI/0372 Folio 7) 
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Documents obtained by the Royal Commission from the State Rail Authority 

are available for inspection. 

Item 4, Milton Morris 

This matter is referred to in Volume Two of the Royal Connnission Report 
at paragraphs 2.78 to 2.94. The source material is referred to in 
endnotes 89 to 108. Material which has not previously been provided to 
the Parliamentary Commission is available for inspection. 

Item 5, Wadim Jegerow 

This matter is referred to in Volume Two of the Royal Connnission Report 
at paragraphs 2.72 to 2.77. 1he source material referred to in endnotes 
81 to 88 has been furnished to the Parliamentary Comrnission. 

Item 6, Lewington/Jones 

This matter is referred to in Volume Two of the Royal Comrnission Report 
at paragraphs 2.296 to 2.303. The source material is referred to in 
endnotes 342 to 345. Material \llhich has not been furnished to the 
Parliamentary Commission is available for inspection. 

Item 7, D.W. Thomas 

1his matter arises from the statement and evidence of D.W. Thomas. It 

was not further investigated by the Royal Commission as it had little to 
do with the subject of the Royal Coll'D!lission's inquiry and because of the 
considerations mentioned in the Commission's report at paragraph 2.43 of 
Volmne Two. A copy of the statement and evidence of Thomas has been 
provided to the Parliamentary Commission. 
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£!.J: .. J::EGATION NO. 2 

The Lewington Allegation Statement of Offence 

It appears to us that even if everything set out in Lewington's 

record of interview (answer 28 page 9 of that document) could 

be authenticated, it could not be said to amount to a criminal 

offence. Taken at its highest, it appears that on a previous 

oc ea s ion, Ryan had asked the Judge to make inquiries about the 

police officers who were conducting the investigation into 

Ryan's possible criminal conduct. Lewington recalls a 

conversation whereby Ryan said something to the effect of "have 

you been able to find out about those two fellows who are doing 

the i nve s tiga t ion; a re they approachable?" . The Judge 

indicates that he has made some enquiries and that the answer 

was definitely no, the two police officers were both very 

straight. It seems to us that a request that another person 

make enquiries as to whether someone is corruptible falls short 

of a conspiracy to corrupt, and certainly falls short of an 

attempted bribe. Rather, it seems to be a preparatory act 

leading up to the commission of an offence which is too distant 

from the actual commission of the offence to be criminal when 

considered 

Lewington 

in isolation. 

allegation will 

It 

have 

follows 

to be 

therefore 

considered 

that 

upon 

the 

the 

"mjsbehaviour" in a broader sense footing that it demonstrates 

than that which was accepted as lying at the heart of that 

concept by the Solicitor General in his memorandum of 1984 . 

It would be argued that for a Justice of the High Court to 

provide assistance to a person who was interested in finding 

out whether two police officers could be bribed (whatever that 

assistance might be either answering the question in the 
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affirmative, thereby f ·acilitating the offer of a bribe, or i 

answering the question in the negative, thereby enabling the ! 
! 

would be offeror to avoid putting himself at risk) constitutes f 
very serious and improper behaviour. It may amount to f 
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analysis of the law relating to that tort-misdemeanour. 1 
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Material to be examined 

Two records of interview 

Superintendent A. Brown and 

Lewington dated 22nd February 

addition, one should examine 

2 

conducted between Detective 
Station Sergeant David James 

1984 and 23rd February 1984 , In 

the findings of the First Senate 

Enquiry into the Lewington allegation - paragraph 61 of the 

First Senate Report August 1984. 

Witnesses to be spoken to 

1. Lewington 

2 . Jones 

3. Lamb, Detective Sergeant Carter, Detectives Harten, 

Harrison and Craig 

4. 

5. Deputy Commissioner Farmer 

6. Charles Kilduff 

In addition to speaking to these witnesses, we should examine 

carefully: 

a. The Senate proceedings (first enquiry) and the Stewart 
Royal Commission investigation into this matter. It may 

be that if is prepared to speak to us, he would 
be in a position to tell us who carried out the actual 

taping of the conversation. 

i 
It must be recalled that shortly after this incident, Lewington I 

~ 
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Wales Police Force who attempted to bribe them. Apparently the I 
two officers who made those bribe offers were Detectiue I 
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National 
Crime Authority 

CENTRAL OFFICE 
GPO Box. 5260. Sydney. NSW 2001 

Telephone (021 :?fl5 7111 

Telex :?3575 

A,· , 
IY le.C .... ·,J .J · -

11 June 1986 

Mr D. Smeaton, 
Parliamentary Commission of Inquiry, 
8th Floor, ADC House, 
99 Elizabeth Street, 
SYDNEY. N.S.W. 2000. 

ACCESS TO RECORDS OF 1HE ROYAL C(M.fISSION OF INQUIRY 
INTO ALLEGED TELEPHONE INTERCEPTIONS 

As you are aware Messrs Charles Q.C., Robertson, Weinberg and 
Durack attended the offices of the Authority yesterday to view documents 
of the Royal Commission of Inquiry into Alleged Telephone Interceptions 
which are now in the possession of the Authority. 

Enclosed is a copy of material requested by the officers of the\.~ , . j., 
Parliamentary Commission. I should be grateful if you would sign the/ ~1~~t ..,t /i..1J/1,, 
attached receipt and return it to me. If you require~her i) .J.>4"'N"-,. ? 

inf onnation please contact Ms Kay Ransome ( t~_lephone .... . ~ ,>fi,. 
As discussed, the Authority would appreciate receiving in due 

course a notice in respect of this material, pursuant to section 13 of 
the Parliamentary Commission of In<!,liry Act 1986. 

I"\ 

D.M. LENIHAN 
Chief Executi ve Officer 

1·-·-------·-· --------------- ...... -------···---··-· -.,. ... ---- - .. ......... ---- ·-·- ----- .......... ---- - --- ·-·---- ---·---
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Documents supplied 10 June 1986 

/ .. Volume TlA (Copy 9): 
\ relating to M.J. 

Pages 1 to 105 1 't-i<1d Dog" - transcripts and swnmaries / 
Ryan for the pe riod 18 March 1979 to 12 April 1979 

) 
\ Volume TlB (Copy 4): Pages 106 to 155 "Rabid" - transcripts and 
, SWTJTlaries relating to M.J. Ryan for the pe riod 6 to 9 February 1980 / 

/ 
) 

l Volume TIC (Copy 7): Pages 156 to 199 "Morgan John Ryan" - profile and 
SWTJTlaries relating to M.J. Ryan for the period 7 February 1980 to 
10 May 1980 

\. Volume T1D (Copy 4): Pages 200 to 304 - transcript of tape prepared by / 
the AFP from material produced to the~ newspaper and amended by 
the Royal Commission relating to M.J. Ryan for the period 2 March 
1980 to approximately 2 June 1980 

TI226: Record of InterYie\o.· with D.J. Lewington on 22 February 1984 (taken 
from TI69: Inquiries on behalf of the Special Prosecutor) folios 1-23 

D.W. Thomas, Statement, folios 1-3 

Documents etc supplied 11 June 1986 

/ 

(0; TI69: Incp..1iries on behalf of the Special Prosecutor, Part 1 J ' 
'-../ folios 179-191 

1177: Morgan John Ryan: Cassette tapes of material transcribed in ~ 
TID Tape 3 

TI211: Korean Inquiry: Occurrence Book pages 1-163 (Australian Federal v / 

Police) folios 135-37 

TI212: Lever Arch Binder labelled ''Jrident": Morgan John Ryan (AFP) ,.,/ 
folios 183-89, 241-58, 281-84, 287, 289-94 

Tl270: Thomas, D and R)'an, M : 
(AFP) 

Tape of conversation and transcript / 
" 
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\ . ... 
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2 

11363: Investigator'~ Report: No. 25 ,,/ 

£200 0.J,-_ Transcript of evidence K.R. Bro"'n 
; v. Transcript of evidence, supplementary statement 

'--< . P.L. Egge EBS0-58, Ss337-349 / 
£3396-97 ./ ~; Transcript of evidence M. F. 

~Transcript of evidence J.F. 
0 ~Transcript of evidence K.L. 
JvTransc ri pt of evidence R. A. 
wTranscript of evidence P.J. 

cff;1ranscript of evidence M.A. 
uJTranscript of evidence J.M. 
0Transcript of evidence M.J. 

Farquhar 
Francisco 
1-llber 
Johnson 
Lamb 
Morris 
Pry 
Ryan 

(;.'?Statement of G.P. Smith 
, 1 Supplementary statement W.S. Stanton 

Transcript of evidence, statement 0. Taylor 
Transcript of evidence D.W. 1llomas 
Transcript of evidence R. I. Treharne 

Q:::V Transcript of evidence M. T. Wood 

Signed: 

E2283 ./. 
£°547-48 / 
E589 "' , 
El318 " 
E3568-69, £3577-78 /. 
E2784 / 
£3943-46, £3954-58 ./ 
S455 /. 
Ssl40 -./ 
£3870-71, S1019-2t 3 .i 
£3279-99 ./ 
£1012 4'' 

£2430-32, S732 ~-

Date: ..• !.~/(fr:-(.· ..... 
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The COrrmi.ssion would, in the ordinary course of events have aought t<) 
bear evidence fran you in relation to~ conversations purporting to be 
between RYan and yourself and ityan and others. However, as yoo are presently 
awaiting trial in the Supreme Court of New South Wales in a criminal matter 
and as that. matter may raise questions of your association with Ryan the 
canmission has decided, having regard to section 6A(3) of the~ 
camdssions Act 1902 and the decision of the High Court in H~v 
C<rlm)nwealth of Australia and Others (1982) 42ALR327, to invite yoo to mak~ 
6\ACh reeponse as you s~ fit In relation to the material set out in the 
schedule «cconpanying this letter. 

It should be understood that as presently advised the Coolnission doefJ 

not prq:,ose to invoke any of its powers in order to obtain fran you a 
response. If you choose to respond you may do so by letter, written or verbal 
statement, sworn evidence or sane other method elected by you. If a written 
document is furnished by you the Camu.ssion would wish to have some 
verification of the fact that the document is genuine. If you choose to give 
evidence that evidence would, consistently with the o:rrmission's practice tc> 
date, be given in camera. Yoo will be aware that there are certain 
protections afforded to witnesses un::3er the legislation <J)Verning the conduc:t 
of this inquiry. 

As indicated above the items in relation to Which your camients are 
invited are set forth in the schedule attached to this letter. Each item dc,es 
not necessarily involve an allegation of possible criminal activity by you. 
It should not be assumed that the material. set out in the schedule is evidence 
which has been accepted by the COfltni.ssion, nor should it be regarded as a 
verbat.i.m acoount of the evidence Of any particular witness or a verbatim 
extract from any document, F.ach item represents an atteirpt to set out the 
substance of the rore iq,ortant material which concerns you. 

Item 7 does not arise from a telephone conversation but was the subject 
of direct evidence given by a witness who was called in respect. to a relateol 
matter. 

As the Comniasion is required to report to the ooorni.ssioning 
Governroonts by 30 April 1986 I should be grateful if yoo would let are have a. 
reply by 4 April 1986. 

Yours.sincerely, ..,.,,..-

j 
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~ommiaeion to the Hon. Mr Justice Li Murphy 25 March 1986 

SCH£I>OLE 

Item lz 

In April 1979 you had a telephone conversation with Ryan. 

In the conversation reference was made to Robert Yuen who 
was then living near yout residence at Darling Point. 

You •aid that Yu•n had complained to you regarding an 
alleged casino that he, Yuen, had been conducting in Dixon 
Street, Sydney. The substance of the complaint was that 
Yuen had been paying money to Detective Chief 
superintendent Patrick John Watson of the New South Wales 
Police but had been subject to police action in r•spect of 

the casino. During the course of the conversation you 
eaid: 'this is a disgraceful turnout ••• who is this 
fellow called Watson••• I want to talk to you about this 
I've a good mind to epeak to 'N' about it'. 

Item 2: 

Early in 1980 Abraham Gilbert saffron in a telephone 
conv~raation told Ryan that he wiahed to obtain a lease of 
premises known as Luna Park. Ryan then telephoned you and 
you said in relation to the matter 'leave it with me•. A 

/ 

...... .. ~...,-------· .... -----··--·-.. -----·------·· 
short time later you t~lephoned Ryan and said that you had 
spoken to 'Neville' and he is going to try to make some 
errangements for saffron to get the lease. 

000008 
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Early in 1980, 1n a t•l•phone convereation Saffron told 
Ryan that he wanted the contract to remodel the Central 
Railway Statton in Sydney for which tenders had been 
called. Ryan tb~n rang you about the matter and you said 

'l~ave it with me•. sometime later you rang Ryan and told 
him that the contract would go to Saffron. 

Ite11 4: 

In the context of questions being raised by the New South 
Wales Parliamentary Opposition regarding the prosecution of 
p•rsona named Roy 8owere Cessna and Timothy Lycett Milner 

and Ryan'• participation in the matter, on 11 March 1980 in 
a telephone conversation Ryan told you that Milton Morris 
put John ~ason into power and that Morris borrowed some 
money ~rom Ryan. Ryan further said that Morris was 

repaying him tn • way which was defrauding the Taxation 
Department. Ryan said that he would ring Morris and 
threat•n to r•v•al this. In a telephone conversation you 
told Ryan that you had made arrangements for Ryan to meet 
~orris on the steps of Parliament Rouse. 

Item S: 

On 20 March i979 in a telephone conversation Ryan requested 
you to ring Mr~ K wran the Premier of New south Wales for 
the purpose of ••curing the appointment of Wadim Jegerow to 

the position of Deputy Chairman of the Ethnic Affairs 
Commission and that you agreed to the request. on 31 March 

·-------1-9-'9-.,YDU - te.le.phona.cL.Ry.a.n __ and.....t..<U.d .. ..bim_ 1 ,lll~ed to birn and ---·--·
he is appointing that fellow to be Deputy Chairman ••• 

Neville is ••• appointing Jegerow ,,. He'll give it to him 
but I think your fellow might have been wanting to make it 

eome long tenure or something, he said he wasn't doing 
that•. 
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Item 6: 

Early in 1981 in a telephone conversation Ryan asked you if 

you had been able to find out whether Det~ctive Sergeants 
D L Lewington and RA Jones of the Australian Federal 
,olice were epproachable. Lewington and Jones were then 
investigating an immigration conspiracy in which Ryan was 

alleged to be involved. You replied that you had made some 
inquiries and that the answer was definitely 'no', both 

officers were 'v~ry straight'. 

Item 7: 

About the end of 1979 you invited Detective Chief Inspector 
D W Thomas of the Commonwealth Police to a luncheon at the 
Ariran9 House restaurant at Potts Point. In addition to 

·yourself and Thomas, Assistant Commissioner J D Davies and 

Ryan were present. During that luncheon you said to Thomas 
that you end others needed someone in the new Australian 
Federal Police to be an informant. rou said 'We need to 
know what ie going on. we need somebody at the top'. In 
return for this you offered to have Thomas promoted to the 
rank of Assistant commissioner in the Australian Federal 
Police the formation of which was then imminent. ( 
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