
Parliamentary Commission ()f Inquiry 
G.P.O. Box 5218, 
Sydney, N.S.W. 2001. _ 

··' ARC.H IVAL· ACTION. 

·· 4 

. Cle~red Resubmit 



MEMORANDUMREMA'ITERSNUMBERED4. , , 7 , 8 , 9 , 10 , 12, 17, 19, 

21 , 22, 28, 29, 30, 31 , 32 , 34, 35 , 37, 38 , 41. 

Matters Raised with Counsel Assisting but not Drawn as Specific 

Allegations in Precise Terms . 

This memorandum deals with 21 matters which in the opinion of 

those assisting the Camussion could not or , after 

investigation, did not give rise to a prima facie case of 

misbehaviour within the meaning of Section 72 of the 

Consti tution . It is therefore proposed that these matters not 

be drawn as specific allegations in precise terms and that 

there be no further inquiry into them. 

~.iatter No.4 - Sala 

T'nis matter invol ves an allegation that the Judge, whilst 

Attorney-General , wrongfully or improperly ordered the return 

to one Ramon Sala of a passport and his release fran custody. 

All the relevant Departmental fi l es have been examined as also 

has been the official report of Mr A. C. Menzies . 
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The available evidence supports the cxmclusion of Mr Menzies 

that there was no evidenre of any impropriety on the Judge ' s 

part . While it is true to say that there was roan for 

disagreement about the di rections given by the Judge and that 

the Australian Federal Police objected to the course taken , the 

acti on by the Judge could not constitute misbehaviour within 

the meaning of Section 7 2 of the Constitution. We reccmnend 

that the matter be taken no f urther . 

Matter No.5 - Saff ron survei l l ance 

This matter consisted of an allegation that the Judge, whilst 

Attorney-General and ~inister for CUstans and Excise , directed 

that CUstans surveillance of Mr A.G. Saffron be dc,..;ngraded . 

The gravamen of the canpl aint was that the Judge had exerci sed 

his rtri.nisterial ~ ers for an improper purpose. 

This matter was the subject of a Report of Pennanent Heads on 

Allegations in the Nati onal Times of 10 August 1984 . That 

Report pointed out, as an examination of the files of the 

relevant agencies confirms to be the case , that apart fran one 

document entitled "Note for File" prepared by a Sergeant Martin 
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on 30 January 1975 there was no record of any Ministerial 

direction or i nvol vernent in the matter . That note for file 

attributed to a Kevin Wilson the statement that the A-G had 

directed that Saffron was not to receive a baggage search. 

When interviewed by the Pennanent Heads Canmittee, Mr Wilson 

said that in all his dealings with the 

matter he believed that the direction came f ran the 

Conptroller-General. The conclusions of the Report of 

Pennanent Heads appear at paras 45 and 46 . Those conclusions 

were that the decision to reduce the Custans surveillance of 

Saffron to providing advice and travel details was reasonable 

and appropriate and that it was more probable than not that the 

decision to vary the surveillance of Saffron was made by the 

then Conptroller-General . This , it was concluded , did not rule 

out the possibility that the Minister spoke to the 

canptroller-General who may have reflected the Minister ' s views 

when speaking to a Mr O' Connor , the officer in the Department 

who passed on the directions to the police. 

It is recamnended that the Ccmn:i.ssion proceed in accordance 

with Section 5(]) of the Parliamentary Crnmission of Inquiry 

Act and , having regard to the conclusions of the Pennanent 

Heads Inquiry, take the matter no further . 



4 

Matter No.7 - Ethiopian Airlines 

This matter was the subject of questions in the Senate in late 

1974 and 1975 . The contention was that the Judge, whilst 

Attorney-General , behaved iniproperly by accepting free or 

discounted overseas air travel as a result of his wife ' s 

employment with Ethiopian Airlines. Investigation revealed 

nothing iniproper in the appointment of V.irs . Murphy as a publi c 

relations consultant nor in the fact that in lieu of salary she 

acquired and exercised entitlements to free or discounted 

travel for herself and her family . 

Whatever view one may take as to the propriety of a law officer 

accepting free or discounted travel in the circumstances set 

out above , the facts di sclosed could not , in our view, amount 

to misbehaviour within the meaning of Section 72 of the 

Constitution and accordingly we recarrnend the matter be taken 

no further. 

Matters No. 8 and 30 Mrs Murphy' s diamond; Quartennaine - t-bll 

tax evasion . 

These matters were the subject, in l ate 1984, of questions in 
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of misbehaviour within the meaning of Section 72 of the 

Constitution and we recarrnend that the matters be taken no 

further. 

Matter No.9 - Soviet espionage 

'Iwo individuals jointly made the claim that the Judge was a 

Soviet spy and a member of a Soviet spy ring operating in 

Canberra. This allegation was supported by no evidence 

whatever and rested in mere assertion of a purely speculative 

kind. 

We rec:armend that the Ccrmri.ssion should make no inquiry into 

this matter. 

Matter No.10 - Stephen Bazley 

Information was given to those assisting the Camri.ssion that 

Stephen Bazley had alleged criminal conduct on the part of the 

Judge. The allegation was ma.de in a taped interview with a 

member of the Australian Federal Police and was that the Judge 

wanted Bazley to "knock out" George Freeman. Bazley said that 

the request had been passed on to him by a named barrister on 

an occasion when, according to Bazley, he and the barrister 

went to the Judge's hane in Sydney. 
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Matter No.12 - Illegal imnigration 

It was alleged that the Judge had been involved in an 

organisation for the illegal inmigration i nto Australia of 

Filipinos and Koreans . It was not made clear in the allegation 

whether the conduct was said to have taken place before or 

after the Judge ' s appointment to the High Court . No evidence 

was provided in support of the allegation . 

Those assisting the Corrnission asked the Department of 

Irmd.gration for all its files relevant to the a l legation. 

Examination of the files provided to the Corrnission revealed 

nothing to support the allegation; neither did inquiries made 

of the New South Wales Police which had made sane 

investigations into the question of the involvement of Ryan or 

Saffron in such a scheme. 

There being no material which might amount to prima facie 

evidence of misbehaviour within the meaning of Section 72 of 

the Constitution we reccmnend the matter be taken no further. 
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Matter No.17 - Non-disclosure of dinner party 

This matter involved an assertion that the Judge should have 

cane forward to reveal the fact that he had been present at a 

dinner attended by Messrs Ryan, Farquhar and Wood once i t was 

alleged that there was a conspiracy between Ryan; Farquhar and 

Wocxl . It was not suggested that what occurred at the dinner 

was connected with the alleged conspiracy; neither was there 

evi dence of a public denial by any of Messrs Ryan, Farquhar and 

Wocx1 of the fact that they knew each other. 

In the absence of such suggestion or denial there would be no 

impropriety in the Judge not caning forward to discl ose the 

knowledge that he had of such an association. The absence of 

action by the Judge could not constitute misbehaviour wi thin 

the meaning of Section 72 and we recarrnend that the Comussion 

should do no more than note that the claim was made. 

Matter No.19 - Paris Theatre reference, Viatter No. 21 - Lushe r 

reference, Matter No.22 - Pinball rrachines reference 

These matters came to the notice of the Comti.ssion by way of 
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Inquiry into Alleged Telephone Interceptions, sent a letter to 

the Judge which contained seven questions. The letter was sent 

to the Judge in March 1986 shortly before the Judge was due to 

be re-tried. It was suggested that the Judge's failure to 

respond to that letter constituted misbehaviour. 

The view has been expressed (Shetreet, Judges on Trial, p 371) 

that the invocation by a judge of the right to remain silent 

11was an indication that his conscience was not clear and he had 

sanething to conceal. Such a judge could not properly continue 

to perform his judicial functions without a cloud of 

suspicion." Nevertheless, we sul:mit that in the particular 

circumstances of this case the conduct alleged did not 

constitute misbehaviour within the meaning of Section 72 of the 

Constitution and that the Carmission should merely note that 

the matter was brought to its attention . 

.t,tatter No. 31 - Public Housino for Miss l--'.orosi 

It was alleged that in 1974 the Judge requested the Minister 

for the Capital Territory to arrange for Miss Morosi to be 

given priority in the provision of public housing. 
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Matter No.35 - Soliciting a bribe 

It was alleged that in 1972 or 1973 the Judge, whilst Minister 

for Custans and Excise, solicited a bribe fran Trevor Reginald 

Williams. Williams was at the time involved in defending a 

custans prosecution and he asserted that the Judge offered to 

"fi:x up" the charges in return for the payment of $2000.00. 

Williams was interviewed but the facts as related by him did 

not, in the view of those assisting the Calmission, provide any 

e,ridence to support the claim. 

There being no material which might amount to prima f acie 

evidence of misbehaviour within the meaning of Section 72 of 

t.~e Constitution we recarrnend the matter be taken no further. 

¥.atter No.37 - Direction concerning irrportation of pornography 

There were two allegations concerning the same conduct of the 

Judge whilst he was Attorney-General and Minister for CUsta:ns 

and Excise. 
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It was noted in the Minutes of the meeting in June 1973 that 

the Attorney-General agreed that it would be necessary to 

ccrnpranise in the implementation of policy in order to meet the 

requirements of the current law. 

The direction was continued until the amendments to the 

legislation were made in February 1984. 

We subni t that there is no conduct disclosed which could amount 

to misbehaviour within the meaning of Section 72 of the 

Constitution. We reccmnend that the matter be taken no further. 

Matter No.38 - Dissenting judgrnents 

A citizen alleged that the Judge through "continued persistence 

in dissenting for whatever reason, can engender towards him 

such disrespect as to rank his performance to be that of proved 

misbehaviour''. 

We sul:rni t that the conduct alleged could not on any view 

constitute misbehaviour within the meaning of Section 7 2 of the 

Constitution and that the Carmission make no inquiry into this 

matter. 
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Matter No.41 - Ccnment of Judge concerning Chamberlain camrittal 

In answer to questions put to him in cross-examination during 

the Judge 's second trial, Mr Briese SM gave evidenre that the 

Judge had ccmnented on the Chamberlain case. The context of 

the camient was that a second coroner had , that day or 

recently, decided to cannit Mr and Mrs Chamberlain for trial on 

charges relating to the death of their daughter . The Judge I s 

r errark was to the effect that the decision by the Coroner was 

astonishing. 

It was suggested that this conduct by the Judge might amount to 

misbehaviour in that it was a carment upon a matter which 

might , as it did , cane before the Judge 1.n his judicial 

capacity: it was therefore, so it was said, improper for the 

Judge to make Jmown to r,<,r Briese his view of the decision to 

camri.t for trial. 

We sul:rnit that the Chamberlain case was a matter of general 

notoriety and discussion, that the Judge ' s cxmnents were very 
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general in their terms and that therefore the Judge ' s conduct 

could not amount to misbehaviour within the meaning of 

Section 72. We reccmuend that the matter be taken no further . 

M. Weinberg 

' __;. ·=-~ . 

P. Sharp 

A. Pheian 

21 August 1986 
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to consider "whether the conduct to which those charges 

related" was misbehaviour. We consider that the Ccmnission is 

not empowered to consider the Connor view of the Briese matter 

except to the extent that it c:onsiders it necessary to do so 

for the proper examination of other issues arising in the 

course of the inquiry. We reccmnend that Allegation No 32 not 

proceed . 

- ~ - ... '- . 
A Robertson 

16 July 1986 



Telegrams 'IMMIGRATION' Canberra 

Telephone 64 1111 

Telex 62037 

P.O. Box 25 

Belconnen, A.C.T. 2616 

Our Ref: EL 8075 
Your Ref: 

Secretary 
Parliamentary Conunission of Inquiry 
GPO Box 5218 
SYDNEY NSW 2001 

ATTENTION: Mr David Durack 

RECEIVED 2 3 JU L 1986 

Department of Immigration 
and Ethnic Affairs 
Benjamin Offices 

Chan St 

Belconnen, A.C.T. 2617 

RE: MR JUSTICE L.K. MURPHY - YOUR LETTER OF 4 JULY 1986 
REFERS 

This letter is to confirm telephone conversation of 18 
July 1986 between Mr D. Durack of the Commission and Mr A. 
Robertson of this Department. 

It is noted that departmental files on Sala Ramon have been 
collected by the Commission from the Sydney office of the 
Director of Public Prosecutions. 

As mentioned during the above conversation the individual 
files relating to illegal Korean migration were taken from 
the Department by the Australian Federal Police and 
subsequently, we understand, sent to the Director of Public 
Prosecutions in Sydney. The matter had been referred to 
the AFP in 1980. 

The Department does not hold a specific file on Abraham 
Gilbert Saffron. 

Any operational files located on the Korean matter will be 
forwarded to the Commission separately. 

A. ROBERTSON 
for Secretary 

21 July 1986 



MEMORANDUM 

ALLEGATION NO. 5 SAFFRON SURVEILLANCE 

TO: s . Charles Q.C. 
M. Weinburg 

D. Durack 

P. Sharp 

A. Phelan 

F . Thomson 

FROM: A. Robertson 

Date: 11th July 1986 

Further to may earl ier memorandum I have now seem a copy of the 

Attorney General's Department file 74/7034 dealing with the 

representations to the Attorney General by Morgan Ryan and Br ock 

on the subject of Police injustice to Mr Saffron . This file 

contains a reply copy of the reply dated 14 September 1974 by 

the then Attorney General to Mrs Morgan Ryan and Brock. The 
operative part of the reply was as follows 

Thus there was an opportunity to challenge the Aus tr a 1 i an 
Po l ice evidence during the course of the sitting of the Royal 

Commission and, now that the evidence has received the 
consideration of the Mr Justice Moffit (sic) in the 

preparation of his findings and the report, which has been 
finalised , any change to or destruction of t he evidence given 

to the Royal Commission would be impossible . 

There is nothing on the file to suggest that the then Attorney 

General did anything other than to sign the draft reply to Mrs 

Morgan Ryan and Brock which had been prepared f or his signature 
by the Attorney General's Department . 

0112M 
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The release of these files would seem to be a matter for 
the AFP. 

Some further file references were identified in previous 
searches which may be of assistance to the Commission. I 
have attached a copy of the relevant registry cards. The 
following information may be of assistance: 

1, File 75/20833 - an old Police and Customs file 
now held by AFP or the Department of the 
Special Minister of State. 

2, File 80/1951 - Ministerial representations of 
Decembe r 1979 and February 1980 to the the n 
Minister The Hon RV Garland. (Not relevant to 
your inquiry but available if required). 

3 . File 78/1446 - Transferred to t he Australian 
Government Solicitors Office. 

I have attached a copy of my letter to the DPP for your 
information, I would suggest that you contact that office 
to arrange transfer . 

Yours sincerely 

----···-· .. - ·--... ··~--··---,.,,_.,._ ....... __, .. ,_ .. .__......_ __ .,... __ ,,,, ..... _ .. __ ..... - ............ _ ..... _ ... ,.,..,. ....... _. __ ._,.., _______ ... --



      



     

 



NAME 

. C-. 
Source Subject File No . 

.z "i-:-19- 'f .. 1.: 

-- •·+ 

- -

8243(1. 77) 

) ·.:::' 



Australian Customs Serv,ice 
-------------- ------ --- ----- ------------
Reolv 10 1he Compoolle1-Gen111a1 fomund Sanon Bu,ld,ny 

(';, nb.-r, a AC T :?600 

Ouole 

Mr P J Wals he 
First Assistant Director 
Director of Public Pros ecutions 
PO Box E370 
Queen Victoria Terrace 
CANBERRA ACT 2600 

Dear Mr Walshe 

1.,1,...p1,onft 

As you are aware the Parliamentary Commission of Inquiry 
has written to the Australian Customs Service (ACS) seeking 
documents whic h may assist it in its work. 

The following ACS files relevant to the Commissions 
request are in yo ur possession: 

,84/97297 - Allegations Relating to Customs 
,84/97302 Surveillanc e of Mr AG Saffron 
.84/97303 Parts 1-3 

.75/15124 - Ministerial Representations on Behalf 
of Abraham Gilbert Saffron re 
Treatment Received on Arrival and 
Departure from Australia 

I hereby authorise you to release t h o se files to the 
Parliamentary Commission of Inquiry. 

I understand tha t the DPP has two fur ther files believed 
to have been prov ided by the ACS which may be relevant to 
the Commission's request . Those files are : 

,NSS 74/69176 - Sala: Ramon Llull, and 
.74/1 52 19 - Sala, Ramon Llull : Drug Prosecution 

Those files were raised by t h e then Federal Bureau of 
Narcotics and would have been transferred to t he 
Australian Federal Poli c e around 1979. We have no record of 
those files remaining in the posse ssion t his Service or of 
havi ng provided them t o the DPP. 



--

I have provided a copy of this letter to the Commission 
for information. 

Yours sincerely 

(1/I-K~) 
De ~omptroller-General 

8 July 1986 
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I, DAVID DURACl<, Principal legal Officer attached to the Parliamentary 

carmittee of Inquiry hereby acknowledge receipt of the follc:Ming material fran 

the Director of Public Prosecutions Sydney office: 

1. INDUSTRY & ~ 

a) 84/97297 - "Allegations relating to Olstans 

SUrveillance of Mr AG Saffron -

National Times - August 1984 

pt 1." 
b) 84/97302 - M " 

pt 2." 

c) 84/97303 - " " 
pt 3." 

a) 74/2444/4A/44 - Olander, Michael 

b) 74/2281/4A/42 - Sala, Razron 

Photocopy of file 74/5294 

"Reps to AG by Morgan Ryan & Brock re. Request release and Deportation of 

Razron Sala" 

.. .............. .. ....... 
DAVID OORACK WITNE.SS 

. 
DME: Au1y 1986 

/(} ~ 

--··-...--------------- ------- ---~·-·---------



RECEIVED - Ju l 1985 

ATIORNEY-GENERAL'S DEPARTMENT 

TEL: 71 9111 ROBERT GARRAN OFFICES 
NATIONAL CIRCU IT 
BARTON AC.T. 2600 

+ July 1986 

Parliamentary Commission of Inquiry 
G.P.O. Box 5218 
SYDNEY, N.S.W. 2001 

Attention: Mr. Fergus Thomson 

PLEASE OUOTE:MO 86 / 9 3 54 
YOUR REF: 

Please find attached, as requested, the following Attorney­
General's Department Central Office files: 

MQ84/10943 
EX84/10894 
M 84/2327 & Mr Menzies Interview Notes (Red Book) 
LT85/7804 
SA84/13165 
M 84/11984 
M 85/16446 

74/7034 
M 84/11386 
M 84/4436 

2. It would be appreciated if these files could be returned to 
the Department when they are no longer needed. 

3, It would also be appreciated if you could endorse the copy 
of this letter as acknowledgement of receipt of the files and 
return it to me. 

(E. Carr) 
for Secretary 

\1. V"\ 
' \,,...., \ r.\ 

' i i I I 



TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

S. CHARLES 
M. WEINBERG 
A. PHELAN 
P. SHARP 
F. THOMSON 

ME MORANDUM 

ALLEGED DIRECTION BY MURPHY J . AS AT TORNEY- GENERAL 
THAT SURVEI LLANCE OF SAFFRON BE DOWNGRADED 

The material suppl i ed by A includes numerous documents from the 
Austra l ian Federal Police and its predecessor the Commonwealth 
Police Force. 

On the assumption that all the relevant papers are included the 
following facts emerge . 

Saffron had been the subject of 100 percent baggage searches by 

Customs on arrival at Australian airports since at least 1972. 
He was suspected of being a drug trafficker. The Departmental 
alert contains a notation : 

"100 percent baggage search only . Nati fy executive 
officer northern region on arrival. Every effort t o be 
made to make baggage search appear normal. Advise CIIB." 

Later this was changed to : 

" If detected leaving Australia , notify Executive Officer 
Northern Region immediately no other action . If 
detected on arrival in Australia - 100 percent baggage 
search only. Make every effort to make baggage search 
normal. Nati f y executive officer narcotics, northern and 
(illegible)" . 

The papers show 100 percent baggage search with nil result on 
2nd July 1973 at Perth Airport again at Perth Airport on 12th 
August 1973. The notation was 100 percent baggage examination, 
nil result, nil unaccompanied baggage . 
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By letter dated 14 January 1975 Messrs Morgan Ryan and Brock 
wrote to the Comptroller- General of Customs in the following 
terms : 

"We act for Abraham Gilbert Saffron of 
, Company Director . 

We bring to your attention an interview at the 
Commonwealth Police Sydney Headquarters on the 
29th July 1974 at which Mr Saffron, his solicitors 
and Commonwealth Police Officers attended". 

clear then and more so now tha t Mr Saffron 
that he is being needlessly embarrassed and 

It was 
believes 
harrassed 
Saffron ' s 

by the Commonwealth Authorities . In Mr 
words an incident occur red like this: 

" I left for overseas on Qantas flight to Hong Kong 
scheduled departure 12 noon delayed until 3pm . 

Filled departure card in normal way and waited in 
the departure lounge to emplane . There was a 
fu r ther delay and all the passengers including 
myself were then asked to board . I then noticed a 
man and woman questioning all the men as they passed 
asking them if they were Mr Abe Saffron . They 
eventually came to me and asked me to step over t o a 
counter. 

They to l d me that they were Federal Offi cers and 
that they wished to question me about currency 
regulations . They then asked me how much money in 
travellers cheques I had on me of which I 
immediately told them and after several other 
questions they a l lowed me to board. 

The whole incident was most embarrassing and quite 
uneccessary . No further incidents occurred until I 
returned to Australia on Wednesday 20th November 
1974 at 2 . 30am at Perth International Airport . 
There I noticed that the Customs Officer checked his 
book and after this gave me the same t horough search 
that I had been receiving i n the past , going through 
all my luggage and searching me personally . After 
this I was allowed to leave ". 
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Mr O'Connor was spoken to by the Committee of Permanent Heads 
into this matter . He said, amongst other things, that he had 
no communications with Senator Murphy in the matter and, to the 
best of his knowledge, Senator Murphy had no part in the 
decision. Mr O'Connor further recalled that after consultation 
with the Comptroller - General Mr Alan Carmody (now deceased), or 
the First Assistant Comptroller-General, Mr Ortlepp, also now 
deceased, he instructed Mr Wilson to draw the attention of 
Collectors to the downgrading of the Alert on Mr Saffron. 

Returning to the papers, in the Commonwealth Police File there 

then fol low a number of documents dealing with what actually 
happened at Sydney airport in November 1974. The 

investigations cont inued throughout March 1975 and April 1975 . 
By a memorandum dated 27 May 1975 Mr J .M. Da vis the Chief 
Commissioner, informed the Secretary that the incident to whi ch 
Messrs Morgan Ryan & Brock referred was the departure of Mr 

Saffron on 12 November 1974 when he was spoken to by 
Commonwealth Police Officers with a view to detecting any 

breach of the ( Banking Foreign Exchange) Regulations . It was 
suggested that the Secretary, Attorney-General's Department 
could be appraised of that information . 

In the light of these documents it appears that the conclusion 
at paragraph 41 of the Report of th e Permanent Heads on 
Allegations in the National Times of 10 August 1984 is, subject 
to one error, correct. That paragraph reads as follows : 

11 Apart from one document entitled I note for file ' prepared 

by Sergeant First Class Martin on 30 July 1975 discussed 
below , there is no record in Commonwealth Police records 

of any Ministerial direction or involvement in 
discussions to vary Customs surveillance of Saffron". 

The reference to 30 July 1975 should of course, be to 30 
January 1975. 



.,. • 
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At paragraph 43 of the Permanent Heads ' report the statement is 
made that the note for file is " the only reference in the 
official papers of any Department or Force to any Ministerial 
involvement or direction in this matter" . It is not of course 
possible to verify that conclusion withou t access to the full 

records of the Attorney - General's Department, the Customs 
Department and the Australian Federal Police. Nevertheless 

there is nothing to suggest that that conclusion is not 
accurate. 

It will be recalled that Martin's note attributes to Kevin 

Wilson the statement that the AG had directed that Saffron was 
not to receive a baggage search. When interviewed by the 

Permanent Heads' Committee Mr Wilson said that while it was 
possible that the Attorney - General was the source of the 

direction , in all his dealings with the matter Mr Wilson 
believed that the direction came from the Comptroller-General . 

For that reason and for the further reasons that appear in 

paragraphs 45 and 46 of the Report of the Permanent Heads I 
would recommend that the Parliamentary Commission , whi le 
treating the matter as an allegat i on, proceed in the manner 
suggested by section 5(3) of the Parliamentary Commission of 

Inquiry Act , that is, to have regard to the outcome of the 
Permanent Heads ' inquiry into the allegation and report that it 

considers the conclusions reached by that Committee to be the 
right conclusions. Those conclusions were that the decision to 

reduce the customs surveillance of Saffron to provid ing advice 
and travel details was reasonable and a ppropriate; furthermore , 
that it was more probable than not that the decision to vary 
the surveillance of Saffron was made by the then 

Comptroller-General and, lastly, that that conclusion did not 
rule out the possibility that the Minister spoke to the 
Comptroller -General who may have reflected the Minister's views 
when speaking to Mr O' Connor. 
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In shor t, my recommendation is that the conduct to which the 
allegation goes is not conduct which could constitute 
misbehaviour . Further, and alternatively , there could appear 
to be no possibility of admissible evidence being brought to 

prove that the then Attorney - General ' s involvement in the 

matter was greater than that suggested by the Commit tee of 

Permanent Heads . 

A. ROBERTSON 

tt /, jf;1P 

DOC. 0036M 



Mr W,. A. Mc:!ttnnm, CBE 
Seic.-.nmuy 
D.epart:Nnt ot IJaaicpatJ.cn 6 Jltmic Mt.in 
Benj.min otticH 
Chan street 
B£UXtiND A.C.T. 2617 

Bat !-lr J'ustioe ):.. IC. *FfllI 

I refer to l'lf letter of 13 June, 1986 and to your eubscquent 
diacuaeiaw with Mr D Dura.ck, Solicitor to the Parlialaentary 
Coaiuial (the cam ... jQD). 

kr Dux-aok has advised 11ie that cin Thurllday 3 J'QM 1986 .be 
oolloot..ed frgn ttie Sydney office ol the Director of Public 
Pro&ecUtima tt«> of. your Dep&rtlllll!ntal file•• 

File 7.«/60762 - Sal.a,~ - Central Offioe 

Pile 1'14/64348 - Sala, RallcJn - Sydney Offioe 

I advi$e that these files will be nrturnecl t:o the Oepart:lnent aa 
&OCl'1 a.a the camu.asion hu a:apleted ita work.. 

I refer to a tel~ o:inversatioo of 3 J\.mAt 19t>6 be~ Mr D 
Du.tack and Mr John k&haley of your Depa.rt:hiint .and to cha 
raqweet for inf onetion eet out in ay lest'Ur of 13 J\a'\e 1986. 
In this r~ I would aa,reciat.$ it if the following filaa 
oould be forwarde.d to the Caaiuion aa eoon as poe.aihloa 

(i) any files relating to investigaticne into 
illegal Eorean lld9raUCI\. 

(ii) any filea relating to Abrahem Oilbert SoffJ:ClP. 

I thank YQl tor )'We ~ation OM uaista.oe il:l tbia matter. 

YOQQ sincerely 

J • F • 'ltar IGll 
Secntary 

4 .July 1986 



\"- Stephen Charles, QC 
Murphy Inquiry 
8th Floor 
99 Elizabeth Street 
SYDNEY 2000 

RECEIVED - 3 JU L 1986 

Please find attached as promised extracts from 
book by Narcotics Bureau Officer making a number 
of strong allegations about interference by 
Murphy. 

Secondly, a David Fletcher of 

Phone Number: · knows a Aroha Bird who 
has written an account of her employment by 
Lionel Murphy. She was introduced by Morgan 
Ryan and knows of the Murphy relationship with 
Saffron and Biruta Hagenfelds. 



 
        

          
   

         
          

        
      

  
         
         

          
        

        
           

         
           

          
       

        
          

           
         

        
        

        
 
             

      
        
         

       
          

         
         

         
       
         

  
      

        
  

       
         

         
          

          
           
          

           
          
          
       

       
         

  
          

          
        

          
        

      
         

        
          

          
         

       
       



f'u cumplic;•lc mallcrs funhct, we learnt that Murphy 
lmtl a disl.ulc h r 1•nyi11g pcuplc for lnforrnalion·. 111ls foct 
loccn mc k111,,.·11 ;1s we l''rrc cumplctiug au curcisc we li.11.I 
<th1 i"lcncll "Opcrntion Cn,ncl". 

G,·ttlui: back l<> Scnalur M11111hy, l>c tw,:cn Febru11ry··197j' ·j· 
n111I April l 'J75 there we re s:vcrnl occ.•si<•ns when ho· ' 
instructed u11 lo ilcsisl from proscci:ti<ms. These 
i11$lrucllons t·~mc dow'l artcr h11 hnd liccu approached b,y 
11<-frncc l:owycrs he hn,I knuwn d uring his days al the Dar. 
·1 here was 11uthi11g dishonest about this. As Attorncy­
t icucrul he was the top law officer in t he country , and If a 
,tdcncc lawye r could cunvlncc h im lh:11 a prosecution 
shuu"111' t procccd because ii iuvulvcd e.cusivc hardsh ip, or 
was too lr ivinl, or the fa,u tliJ11't support the prospect of a 
cunvict io11 . he coultl <Juilc properly order II withdrawal. _: : 

Murphy h sucd these iust ructions without consulting the I 
s tnff of the Commuuwcahh Crown Solicitor. lo my opinion 
he was doiuc the very thing for whic h I 1111d criticised the 
Uq1uty Crown Sulicitor's s taff in . South ~ustralia . lie 
umrpcd the functions or the court,. · 

We h • J liule rcs11cct for him. We tl ldn' I think he would 
Mid," it h us in all drcu1m,ta 11ccs, ir things went"Wrong aod 
clitids111 of the Uurcau nffc~lccl him politically; he might . 
well 111m his ha,·k un us . We couldn ' t forget his ra id on 
A.S.1.0. /\s Mihj~tcr for Cush:ms and Ex.~isc he somctlm~s.

1 
showc1l mcia: iu lcrcsl !JI , bilJ. :eapo11cn • than , in drug 
it11()0flen .·· .. · ' · · : · 

NARC! 
Inside the Auatrallan Bureau of llarcotics 

Bernard Delaney 
t.m &lreall's b1m' SWtbern &egkllal ('nnroam 

ANGUS It ROOt:itTSON PUULISIIEllS 
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Mr W A Mc:KirD:n, QJE 
Secretary 
DepartJBent of Inmigratiat am Ethnic Affairs 
Benjamin Offices 
Chan Street 
BBUDHll1 "3 2617 

P~ CXM-ll'.SS!ai fN' ll9JIRY 

GPO Box 5218 
&mm NSW 2001 

Pb :(02) 232 4922 

As YQ1 aay be AWUe the Parliamentary CCIIB.isaiai of Inquiry bas 
oarmenced its task of inquiring into and advising the 
Parliament whether any cxniuct of the liooourable Lionel Keith 
~Y has been such as to aroount, in its opinicn, to proved 
misbehaviour within the mao1ng of &eCtim 72 of the 
Ccaatitutim. 

In the course of i ta inquiry, the Carlllisaioo is see.king to 
eat&bliab the extent and n&ture of a relatialShip apparently 
existing beb:• en the Judge and ~ John Ryan. 

ID thia xegam, the Camdasion would be ronsic!erably assisted 
by lmaring whether Ryan or saJ.a were in oontact with or mde 
any awroacnea to the Judge 1n his capacity u Attomey--General. 
or Minister for CUstans and Excise; and whether, as 
A~al or Minister for Olatau and Excise, or 
otherwise, the Judge interwlned m behalf of Ryan or Raco Sala 
- or any other peraai - in :r:elaticn to inaigratioo matters. As 
11181.1, the Ccnrd wm is see.king to establ i ah whether Ryan or 
Abrahall G1lbert Saffrcn have been involved in matters 
ancemiI¥J illnigranta fraa ~ or the Phillipinea w.oo have 
enteald or sought to enter Au9tralla unlawfully. 

It occurs to the c:c.aisaim that there may be infonpaticm 
within yoor Department (in dooawnt.ary fom or ot:huwise) that 
may shed light on these mttera. It would be IIR%eciat.ed if 
you would' arrange for SQQ8 inguiriea to be made within your 
DEpartaent with a view to identifyillg any such infomatioo. If 
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any material touching en these matters ia available, the 
qiportunity of exzmdn1ng it IIIOUld be appreciated, as ll'OUld be 
the q.poxtmity cf interviewing any ar,propriate officers. 

I should mention that the request for infoi:matim in this 
letter is not made pursuant to any specific sectim of the 
Oc:llmiNd.01'• at:atute. 

Youra aincerely 

-
J p '11M:ar Cl) 

Secxet.uy 

13 JW118 1986 



P~ CCH11SSIC1i OP IlgJIRY 

GPO Bax 5218 
~ NSW 2001 

Ph :(02) 232 4922 

S'IBICTLY PRIVATE AND OJNF'IPENTIJ'u. 

v.r P Brazil 
Secretary 
Att:omey-General's Depart:laent 
lu::lbert Garran Offices 
BAR-n::t1 ,er 2600 

Dear ICr Brazil 

P~ C(.»(.ISSICII OP IlQJIRX 

As you are aware the ParU amentary c.cmidssion of Inquiry has 
oauenced its task of inquiring into and advising the 
Parliament whether any <Xn:luct of the Honourable Lionel Keith 
Murphy ( the Jwge) haa been such as to amount, in its opinion, 
to proved miabebaviour within the meaning of section 72 of the 
Q:mati tm:J..m. 

In the course of its inquiry, the Camdssiai is see.king to 
establish the extent and nature . of a relationship apparenUy 
exiating beb,een the Judge and ~ John Ryan. 

In this regard, the C'amti.ssion w'O\ll.d be considerably a s sisted 
by lc:ncwing whether Ryan was in oontact with or made any 
approadlea to the Judge in his capacity as Attomey-General or 
Minister for CuataDs and bcise; and whether, as 
Att:OJ:ney-General or Minister for CUst:.cma and Excise, or 
otbelwise, the Judge intervened on behalf of Ryan - or any 
other peracm - in relatial to illlnigration or custans matters 
(t.hi& being further t o request made by Mr D Durack. ai 10.6.86 
for the lt Sala and A Saffra'l reports). 

It occurs to the Camdsaim that there may be infomatian 
within your Department (in dcxullentary fODD or otherwise) that 
may shed light oo theae matters. It ~ be appreciated if 
you would arrange for 8CIDe inquiries to be IIIDde within your 
Department with a view to identifying any such infomatiai. If 
any •terlal touching on these matters is available, tbe 
q,po.rt1m.ty of exa1ning it would be awrec:i,ated, as 1l10Uld be 
t.be qiportunity of interviewing any ~te offioera. 



         
          

 

 

  

  



Mr T P BayM 
Secretary 

GPO Box 5218 
Sn:liEY KSW 2001 

Ph s(02) 232 4922 

l'.)epart.Joont of Industry, 'l'ec:bnology and O:Pneroe 
Fcammd Bart.al 13uilding 
Kings Avenue 
JWm:li ACT 2600 

PARLIAI.JGI.,¥¥ CQ,t.USSICI~ OF Il9JIRY 

hJ you may be aware the Parliuaenta.ry Camri.saian of Inquiry hu 
cam1enced its task of inquir iil(J into and advising the 
Parl i atl&llt whether any ocnbv:::t. of the &:xlourable Liooel J:eith 
).IU.rphy bas been such at. to amount, in its opinion, to proved 
misbehaviour within the meaning of sectioo 72 of the 
<:onstitutioo. 

In the a:,uree ot i ta inquiry, the c.amdssion is seeking to 
est.ablillh the exteot am nature of a relatiCll&hip appaxently 
existing between the Judge and Mol'gall John Ryan. 

In this regard, the c.cmni.asioo 'WOUld be a::insiderably assisted 
by ~ whether Ryan (OT Abraham GiJrert Saffroo or ~ 
Sala) were in cent.act with or made any awroaches to the Jwge 
in his capacity as Attorney-,Ceneral or lunister for CUStc:.ws and 
~se; and whetl"ier, in either of those capacities or 
otherwise, the Judge intervened oo behalf of any of tJte persooa 
mantioaed in oaonection with any official matter, in particular 
any matter cx:.aoeming aJStcma OT excise. Aa well, the 
Caimissioo would like to establish whether any of tholie per80DS 
named have been involved in any offences or aJJeged offenoes to 
do with c:uataa& or excise or any xelat8d matter. 

It: occurs to the c.caniasion that there may be infomation 
within your DEput:aelt (in ~ fom or othexwiee) that 
my shed light oo these matters. It would be awreci,Ated if 
you IIICUld anange far 11C:ae inquiries to be made within your 
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Depart::ntent wit:h a vie1i1 to identifying any such infooaation. l f 
any material touching al these matters is available, the 
opport\fflity of exnining it would be appreciated, as would be 
the CJA)Ortunity ot interviewing any awrq,riate offioers. 

I slnll.d r.entia, that the request for infomatim in this 
letter is not made pursuant to any 1a-peci.f ic &eCtion of the 
Cam.issim•s statute. 

Yours sincerely 

J F 'lhJIISCll 
Secmtaxy 

13 June 1986 



Your Baf; EX86/6290 

Mr p Bra:il 
Secretary 
Attorney-General's Depa.rt:ment 
lklbert Garran Offices 
lilatiooal Circuit 
~ tcr 2600 

Parli~ Camissim of Inquiry - Murphy J 

GOO Box 5218 
SYDNEY ~ 2001 

Ph :(02) 232 4922 

I refer to our previous discussions in relation to this matt.er. 

I 'IIOUl.d awreciate it if the foll.cuing reports and associated 
material oould be forwarded to the Camtission for peruaal: 

l. ~ of Mr A ~ea - SAIA deport:Ati<:m .11111tter. 

2. Beport of Mr A Watson - Saffroo cust:.cm. sw:veil.lance. 

D N Durack 
Instructing Solicitor 

I 
' r, 

r V June 1986 




