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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 Reguiald 

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 intervi~ed but the facts as related by him did 

not, in the vi~ of those assisting the Carmission, provide any 

evidence to s~rt the claim. 

'!'here being no material which might amount to prima facie 

evidence of misbehaviour within the rreaning of Section 72 of 

the Constitution we recx:mnend the matter be taken no further. 

Matter No.37 - Direction ooncerning irrp:>rtation of fX:?rnography 

'Ihere were two allegations concerning the same conduct of the 

Judge whilst he was Attomey--Oeneral 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 

oc:rcpranise in the implementation of policy in order to meet the 

requirements of the current law. 

'!he direct.ion was continued until the amendments to the 

legislation were made in February 1984. 

We sulJnit that there is no conduct disclosed which could a100unt 

to misbehaviour within the meaning of Secti on 72 of the 

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

Matter No.38 - Dissenting judgments 

A citizen alleged that the Judge through "continued persistence 

in dissenting for whatever reason, can engender ~ him 

such disrespect. as to rank his perfonnanoe to be that of proved 

misbehaviour". 

We subnit that the conduct - alleged could not on any view 
t 

constitute misbehaviour within the meaning of Section 72 of the f 
i 

f Constitution and that the Camri..ssion make no inquiry into this t 
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Matter No.41 - Con:nent of Judge oonoerning Chamberlain cxmnittal 

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

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

Judge had ccmnented on the Chamberlain case. The oontext of 

the carment was that a seoond ooroner had, that day or 

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

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

remark was to the effect that the decision by the Coroner was 

astonishing. 

It was suggested that this oonduct by the Judge might anomt to 

misbehaviour in that it was a cxmnent upon a matter which 

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

capacity: it was therefore, so it was said, .inproper for the 

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

ccmnit for trial. 

; . 
We sul:rnit that the Chamberlain case was a matter of general I 
notoriety and discussion, that the Judge's cxmnents were very i 
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general in their tenns and that therefore the Judge's conduct 

oould not amount to misbehaviour within the meaning of 

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

::; • cnar 1.es 

M. Weinberg 

A. Phelan 
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21 August 1986 
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to consider "whether the conduct to which those charg·es 

related" was misbehaviour. We consider that the Ccrnnission is 

not €.!Tq)OW'ered to consider the Connor view of the Briese matter 

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

for the proper examination of other issues arising in the 

oourse of the inquiry. We recarmend that Allegation No 32 not 

proceed. 

·A Robertson 

16 July 1986 
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ALLEGATION NO. 22 - PINBALL MACHINES 

It seems to us that this conversation falls into the same 

category as the conversation discussed under allegation 21. Why 

was the Judge involving himself in representations to be madle 

regarding the importation of illegal pinball machines which were 

not being subjected to lawful tax. To whom was the Judge t .o 

address his complaints? To whom was Morgan Ryan to give his 

information? If the conversation is accurately recorded, once 

again j . t bears a sinister connotation . This is accentuated by 

the fact that it is known that Abe Saffron (through his son 

Allan) was at this time actively seeking to obtain the exclusive 

rights to import a particular type of "pinball" machine. Was 

the Judge acting on behalf of Saffron or his interests? The 

only investigative step which should be taken is to raise the 

matter with Morgan Ryan. We are not optimistic that this will 

produce any worthwhile result. 

_DOC . • ,001.6M_ ···--- - -··-·-· ·· ·- -· - ···--· 

I 




