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• 
MEMJAANDUM RE MATI'ERS NUMBERED 4 , 5 , 7 , 8 , 9 , 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 Tenns. 

This memorandum deals with 21 matters which in the opinion of 

those assisting the Carrnission could not or, after 

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

misbehaviour wi thin the meaning of Section 72 of the 

Constitution. It is therefore proposed that these matters not 

be drawn as specific allegations in precise tenns and that 

there be no further inquiry into them. 

Matter No. 4 - Sala 

This matter involves an allegation that the Judge , whilst 

Attorney-General , wrongfully or irnpro:perly ordered the return 

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

All the relevant Departmental files have been examined as also 

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

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

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

disagreement about the directions given by the Judge and that 

the Australian Federal Police objected to the course taken, the 

action by the Judge could not constitute misbehaviour within 

the meaning of Section 7 2 of the Constitution. We recx:mnend 

that the matter be taken no further . 

Matter No. 5 - Saffron surveillance 

This matter consisted of an allegation that the Judge , whilst 

Attorney-General and Minister for CUstans and Excise , directed 

that CUstans surveill ance of Mr A.G. Saffron be dCMngraded . 

The gravamen of the cx:nplaint was that the Judge had exercised 

his Ministerial pa.vers for an improper purpose. 

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

Allegations in the National Times of 10 August 1984. That 

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

relevant agencies confinns 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 involvement in the niatter . 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 Camlittee, Mr Wilson 

said that in all his dealings with the 

matter he believed that the direction came fran the 

<:anptrolle r-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 Canptroller-General. This, it was concluded, did not rule 

out the possibility that the Minister spoke to the 

carrptroller-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 recarmended that the Carmission proceed in accordance 

with Section S(l) of the Parliamentary carmission of Inquiry 

Act and, having regard to the a:>nclusions of the Permanent 

Heads Inquiry, take the matter no further. 
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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 improperly by accepting free or 

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

a:nployment with Ethiopian Airlines. Investigation revealed 

nothing improper in the appointment of Mrs. Murphy as a public 

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 disclosed could not, in our view, arrount 

to misbehaviour within the meaning of Section 72 of the 

Constitution and accordingly we reocmnend the matter be taken 

no further. 

Matters No.8 and 30 Mrs Murphy's diamond; Quartennaine - f.t:>11 

tax evasion. 

These matters were the subject, in late 1984, of questions in 



          

           

        

        

       

         

        

            

            

       

   

        

       

        

          

         

        

          

         



6 

of misbehaviour within the meaning of Section 72 of the 

Constitution and we recarmend 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 reccmnend that the Crnmission should nake no inquiry into 

this natter. 

Matter No.lo - 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 made in a taped interview with a 

menber 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 imnigration into Australia of 

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

whether the oonduct 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 Ccmnission asked the Department of 

IITmigration for all its files relevant to the allegation. 

Examination of the files provided to the Ccmnission revealed 

nothing to support the allegation; neither did inquiries nade 

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 prina facie 

evidence of misbehaviour within the meaning of Section 72 of 

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

'!his matter involved an assertion that the Judge should have 

cane f oi:ward to reveal the fact that he had been present at a 

dinner attended by Messrs Ryan, Farquhar and Wood once it was 

alleged that there was a conspiracy between Ryan, Farquhar and 

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

was connected with the alleged conspiracy; neither was there 

evidence of a public denial by any of Messrs Ryan, Farquhar and 

Wood 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 disclose the 

knc,..;ledge that he had of such an association. The absence of 

action by the Judge could not constitute misbehaviour within 

the meaning of Section 72 and we reccnmend that the Camussion 

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

Matter No.19 - Paris Theatre reference , Matter No.21 - Lusher 

reference, Matter No. 22 - Pinball machines reference 

These matters came to the notice of the Camussion 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 

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

sanething to conceal . Such a judge could not properly continue 

to perfonn his judicial functions without a cloud of 

suspicion." Nevertheless, we suhnit 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 Camri.ssion should merely note that 

the matter was brought to its attention. 

Matter No.31 - Public Housing for Miss M:>rosi 

It was alleged that in 1974 the Judge requested the Minister 

for the Capital Territory to arrange for Miss M:>rosi 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 

"fix 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 Ccrmri.ssion, provide any 

evidence to support the claim. 

There being no material which might amount to prirna facie 

evidence of misbehaviour within the meaning of Section 72 of 

the Consti tution we reccmnend the matter be taken no further . 

Patter 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 Custans 

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 

canpranise 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 sul:mi t that there is no conduct disclosed which could amount 

to misbehaviour within the meaning of Section 72 ·of the 

Constitution. We recarroend 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 perfonnance to be that of proved 

misbehaviour". 

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

constitute misbehaviour within the meaning of Section 72 of the 

Constitution and that the Ccrmd.ssion make no inquiry into this 

matter. 
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Matter No.41 - Corrnent of Judge ex>ncerning Chamberlain o:nrrittal 

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

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

Judge had ccmnented on the Chamberlain case. The context of 

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

recently, decided to cc:rmut Mr and Mrs Chamberlain for trial on 

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

remark 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 cx:mnent upon a matter which 

might, as it did, cane before the Judge in his judicial 

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

Judge to make known to Mr Briese his view of the decision to 

carrnit for trial. 

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

notoriety and discussion, that the Judge's cx:mnents were very 
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general in their tenns and that therefore the Judge ' s conduct 

could not amount to misbehaviour within the meaning of 

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

M. Weinberg 

P. Sharp 

A. Phelan 

21 August 1986 
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to consider "whether the conduct to which those char.ges 

related" was misbehaviour. We consider that the Ccnmission is 

not empc:,..vered to consider the Connor view of the Briese matter 

except to the extent that it considers it necessary to do so 

f or the proper examination of other issues a r ising in ·the 

course of the inquiry. We recarrnend that Allegation No 32 inot 

proceed. 

~--· - ... '- ~ . 

•A Rorerison 

16 July 1986 



Re : Allegation No 10 -

The Stephen Bazley Approach 

On Thursday 14 August 1986 I spoke with Superintendent Drew of 

the NSW police in relation to an allegation made by Stephen 

Bazley to an AFP officer that Justice Murphy had asked him to 

kill George Freeman. 

I was not pennitted to take the police file away, however, I 

read all the relevant material while in Superintendent Drew ' s 

office and took notes from that material . 

The conclusion of the NSW police following their enquiries is 

that Ba.zley ' s allegation is a total fabri cation. Having read 

the material I am inclined to agree. 

As can be seen below, Bazley' s allegation about visiting 

Justice Murphy's unit at Darling Point in the carpany of Sydney 

barrister, Patrick I.eary, is vague and it is denied by Leary in 

a signed statement. 

Set out below are the relevant sections £ran the transcribed 

recorded interview between Bazley and an AFP officer in Cowra 

on or about 31 . 3. 83; 

t( 



"Taylor died a natural death, and George Freanan 
was supposed to move in and take over the 
Cross. I was taken upstairs to an et p o r tment 
in Rose Bay area. I can pin point it now, and 
met Mr Justice Murphy in his dressing g™11 and 
slippers while the barrister took me up there 
Emil •.. not em ••• that the New Zealand one um 
Leary th.e . . • spoke with him about me being the 
likeJ.y bloke to knock out Freeman and to get me 
out if •.• and I would do it. 'lbey're all ... 
without my consent , without my knowledge and 
when he came back fran ••. we sat in the oorner 
while Lionel MUrphy got dressed, he said look 
I' 11 put it on the line with you, I told you 
that it's worth. a lot of money to you and he 
said you can get a go of it . • . anything you 
want to do, girls, you can run this, you can run 
that. 

H(AFP) Are you saying you're ccmnitting this to this 
High Court Judge at that time . 

B He's still a high oourt judge, Lionel Murphy, 
Right. That's ... how high a judge. I mean how 
do you think I f •.. felt mate. And now i ' rn here 
to give you all of this on paper, thats only a 
fraction of it and you can't even guarantee what 
you can do with it • 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
. . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

B I've got changes taking place which are 
permanent changes. Muscle heads are going out. 
When I went up to Lionel Murphy's apartment that 
night , there were three men in the foyer to meet 
us who were, at one and the same time, three of 
the coldest guys I had ever seen, nicely dressed 

(0 



       
     

 

         

         
        

        
  

     

       
         
         
         
         
          

        
      

      
        
      
        

 
    

       
      
          
         

         
  

           
          

        
          



B Why do you think he's where he is? Why do you 
think now that politics, oonnections, well -
found that out (overtalking) 

N.S.W. Police Enquiries 

On 23 February 1985 Bazley in the canpany of his sol icitor, 

Clive Jeffreys, was interviewed by Detective Inspector Hodges 

of the NSW Police in relation to the alleged meeting with 

Justice Murphy. Bazley was not prepared to make any ccmnent 

and even declined to adopt the transcribed oonversation set out 

above. The interview lasted. 12 minutes . 

On 22 October 1985 Patrick. Leary was interviewed by Detective 

Inspector Wilson. (Leary is the Sydney barrister who Bazley 

said accanpanied him to Justice Murphy's Darling Point unitl) 

Leary provided a signed statement to the effect that he had met 

Justice Murphy at social functions and did not know him well. 

He said he had also met Bazley on two occasions, the first 

being when he approached him for advice on how to obtain 

finance for a business and seoondly, when Bazley approached him 

while he (Leary) was drinking with a friend at a bar. Leary 

says he did not have the alleged meeting with Bazley and 

Justice Murphy. 

Conclusions of the NSW Police 

The opinion of Detective Inspector Wilson ( e~ressed on the 
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In .ail the circumstances the conclusion of the NSW Police that 

this allegation is a total fabrication seems an appropriate 

one. Accordingly, it is recarmended that no further action be 

taken in relation to this natter. 

N. Jordan 

14 August 1986 



  

    

      

 

  

 
 

 

 
 

  
 

    

  

 
 

   
    
 

 
 

  

  
   

     

   



'-f -

16. 

----

, 



  

 

 



5 
~ ' ~ ~ ~ r ."J,,_.._ 

. . ~ . q~ {!,,_,;._ ~).l!..1 

4--'-~~~~ ' 
r--· 

..... _ 



 

  
 

 





 

 



   

        



ALLEGATION NO. 10 - THE STEPHEN BAZLEY APPROACH 

We have been told that if asked, a gentlemen named 

Stephen Bazley will say that he was approached by 

Mr Justice Murphy in June 1983 with a view to enquiring whether 

he would be prepared to kill somebody for the Judge. It is 

thought that this Bazley was mistaken by the Judge for 

James Frederick Bazley, recently convicted of conspiracy to 

murder in Victoria. If this allegation is supported by Bazley, 

it wouJ.d certainly amount to 11 misbehaviour 11 

it might not amount to a criminal offence . 

in our view thoui~h 

It seems to fa11 

short of any offence of conspiracy . It may be that BazJ.ey would 

be in a position to add some specificity to it. For example, he 

might indicate who the alleged victim was to be. In that even1t, 

there might be a charge of incitement brought. We firmly 

believe that the odds against there being any substance to this 

allegation are enormous. Nonetheless, it seems to us that 

Bazley must be invited to speak to us. If he declines to do so, 

or does not make the a 1 legation along these 1 ines, then lhe 

should not be prompted. The matter should simply be referred ito 

the Commissioners and again not proceed as an allegation. lllle 

understand that Bazley has a number of convictions which 

demonstrate that he would be a person of no credibility whatever. 

0041M 
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RECEIVED - ~ JUl 198£ 

National 
·c ·rime Authority 

CE~TRAL OFFICE 
GPO Box 5260. Sydne, 1'SW 2()(H 

Telephone (021 21>5 -, 11 

3 July 1986 

The Secretary 
Parliamentary Commission of Inquiry 
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 
Commission and the Authority, regarding information held by the Authority 
touching upon Mr Justice L.K . Murphy. 

The following information is furnished pursuant to the notice d.ated 
30 June 1986 issued under section 13(1)(a) of the Parliamentary Commission of 
Incpiry Act 1986 and the Commission's requests made pursuant to section 13(3). 

1. Relationship between Murphy J. and A. Saffron 

The 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 former 
part-owner of the Raffles group. 1he relevant pages of the record of 
interview are enclosed as Attachment A. West lives at lllllllll~ 

in Western Australia. 

2. Mrs Rosemary Opitz 

3. 

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 Re id . She also 
requested that she not be interviewed at her home and that Baker and 
Reid be present at any interview. No undertakings as to those 
conditions were given to her. Opitz has told the investi~ that 
she was introduced to Murphy J. at Saffron's premises at 111111111111 

1 10 or 12 years ago. 

James McCartney Anderson 

The Authority understands that you have made arrangements to 
interview this person in New Zealand. 
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4. Anna Paul 

s. 

All that is presently known of Anna Paul is information provided by 
Opitz that Paul was a girlfriend of Murphy J "in the pericxi 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 Conunission to 
Bazley nor is it aware of any information from or relating to h:im 
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 Teclhnical 
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 cp..testioned 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 faithfully, 

D.M. Lenihan 
Oiief Executive Officer 



 

              

           

     

        

       

  

             
 

        

 

    

            

             
   

            
   

        

        

            
    

     

  

          
  

   

          

    

       

    

   

          



  

 

 

 

 

 

 

             

      

   

      

         

             

          
          
     

 

    

           

 

         

           

    

     

            
   

          
            

         
         
      

           

           
           
    

            

 

           
   

  



- 1 - Attadunent B 

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

BCI 

Anderson Robert Charles 

Aust Bernard Frederick 

Beatlilont Gary William 

Brett Mark Christopher 

Cahill John F.clward 

Calladine Anthony Mervyn 

Carrabs Vincenzo Gino 

Chambers Warren Thomas 

Champion Alan Maurice 

Choat Jennifer Anne 

Crawford Ross Maxwell 

Donaldson Leonard Stuart 

Dunn Bar ry Wentworth 

Durham John Bruce Rober t 

Egge Paul Leonard 

Finch Ian Charles 

Foster James Frederick 

Francisco John 

Gilligan Dennis Martin 

Harvey Rodney Graham 

Jones Albert John 

Lauer Anthony Raymond 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



TSU 

Brown 

Huber 

Jolmson 

Kilburn 

Lewis 

Lowe 

McKinnon 

Slucher 

Smith 

Stanton 

- 3 -

Kevin Robert 

Kerri Lynne 

Richard Anthony 

Roger 

Jolm Darcy 

Paul Thomas 

Warren James 

Regby Francis 

Grahame Phillip 

Warren Sydney 



- 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. Murph)~ 

Item 1, Robert Yuen: Casino 

'111is 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 materialL 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 

'111is 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. The 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 
lease 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 at 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 unsatisfatctory 
but that negotiations were continuing with the Grundy Organisation, which had 

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

On 12 March 1980 an advertisement appeared in newspapers calling for further 
tenders, the closing date for which was 17 June 1980. An interdepartmental 

committee was established to assess the tenders. The committee eventually 
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Item 3, Central Station 

This allegation also arises from the supplementary statement and evidence 

of P.L. Egge, copies of which have been furnished to the Parliamentary 
Commission. 'Ille Royal Commission conducted some preliminary inquiries 

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

In 1977 the Public Transport ColJIJlission of NSW invited proposals for the 
redevelopment and modernisation of Central Railway Station. 1he 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 
Commission. 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 Coumruter Terminals for a 

period of 12 months with a view to negotiating a firm 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. Mr 

Wran agreed also with the proposal by Mr Cox that the project be 

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 
Conmruter Terminals commenced. (TI/0372 Folio 7) 
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Docwnents 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 Commission 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 S, Wadim Jegerow 

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

Item 6, Lewington/Jones 

This matter is referred to in Volume Two of the Royal Commission Report 

at paragraphs 2.296 to 2.303. The source material is referred to in 

endnotes 342 to 345. Material which has not been furnished to the 
Parliamentary Commission is available for inspection. 

Item 7, D.W. Thomas 

This 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 Commission's inquiry and because of the 

considerations mentioned in the Commission's report at paragraph 2.43 of 

Volume Two. A copy of the statement and evidence of Thomas has been 
provided to the Parliamentary Commission. 



/ MEMORANDUM 

TO: Mr Charles 
Mr Robertson 
Mr Durack 
Ms Sharp 

FROM: Mr Weinberg 

SUMMARY Of DISCUSSIONS HELD ON 11 JUNE 1986 

The morning discussions 

Abe Saffron 

1. The first matter raised for co nsideration was whether 

material would be available to support a finding that the Judge 

had a long standing association with Saffron . It was noted 

that Saffron had recently denied ever having met Murphy. The 

Judge is not known to have made any similar denial. 

2 If an association of th-i s nature can be established, it 

would be of considerable significance to the course of our 

inquiry. Certain actions taken by the Judge while 

Attorney-General would take on a new, and potentially sinister 

connotation . Two examples spring prominently to mind. The 

SALA affair would be seen in a different light given that it 

may be possible to establish a link between SALA and Saffron 

~ via SAI..A's residence at Lodge 44. furthermore the instruction 

apparently given by Murphy that Saffron no longer be subjected 

to 100% Customs searches upon departing from and re- entering 

Australia would have to be re-assessed . At present, Murphy's 

actions as Attorney-General can be regarded as little more than 

"favours" done for a solicitor who happened to be a friend of 

the Attorney• s, and who sought assistance on behalf of clients 

whose civil liberties could be said to have been infringed. If 

it could be shown that the Judge had an .association not just 

with the solicitor, but with the client as we 11 (using client 

in & very broad sense in the case of SALA) Murphy's actions 

take on a completely different aspect . . 
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