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ALLEGATION NO . 25 

Central Railway Deve l opment 

Enquiries in this matter commenced on Wednesday 31 July, 1986 

which included familiarising ourselves with the allegation. 

On Friday 1 August, 1986 Mr Myers and I interviewed two 

Directors of a company known 

which was commissioned to 

as Commuter Terminals Pty. Limited 

submit a proposal to the Public 

Transport Authority on the redevelopment of Central Railway. 

The two Directors which were interviewed were Mr John Andrews, 

Architect and Mr Stan Edwards , Builder. Mr Andrews said that he 
was first approached by a Mr Warwick Colbron, Solicitor to have 

some drawings made for the redevelopment project. Mr Andrews 

had not known Colbron prior to this . 

Stan Edwards was asked by Andrews to determine cost and products 

estimates and had not known Colbron prior to this venture either . 

Neither men knew in what capacity Colbron was acting and both 

commented that he (Colbron) was a name dropper. They further 

stated that they knew no approaches to public figures (exc l uding 

John Johnston MLA) to have the project accepted or promoted . 

No mention was made to either per son I, of any approach being 

mad e., ..... to Morgan Ryan or others and no known connection between 
Warwick Colbron and Abe Saffron. 

Unf or tuna tely time has not allowed us to interview Mr Warwick 

Colbron whom I believe to be a major figure in determ i ning 

whether this allegation is worth proceeding with . I cons i der 
such an interview to be imperative to determine whether Mr 

Colbron had: 
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(a) ~any connection with Morgan RyanJ and; 

(b) acted either as an Agent or Solicitor for Abe Saffron. 

Documents such as files kept by Colbron ' s office re . the Central 

Railway Development Project and Trust Accounts showing the flow 

of moneys through his firm of Solicitors would be relevant 

evidence required should any further investigations be carried 
out . 

An attempt was also made to interview various officers of the 
now State Rail Authority. 

29 Ju ly re . interviewing 

himself re . this Inquiry . 

I rang David Hill ' s office on Tuesday 

staff at the Property Branch and 

His Secretary informed me that Hill was overseas f or 1 month and 

that Mr Pat Johnson was currently acting in his position. I 

then spoke to a gentleman who was going to contact me again and 
arrange for these interviews to be made. I later found out that 
his name was Harley Dreghorne. I rang again on Wednesday 30 

July at 10 . 00 a.m . and Mr Dreghorne on was out and I 

left a message . I again rang at 2.00 p.m. the same day Mr 

Dreghorne was again not present and I left another message . 

Other matters t hen became a greater priority and Mr Dreghorne 

finally returned ~ my call on 5 August, 1986 . He informed me 

that the Gener a 1 Manager of the Property Branch i s Len Freeman 
on telephone number He indicated to me that Mr 
Freeman is available for any interview regard ing this matter. 

It has been indicated to me that the then General Manager of the 

Property Divis ion, Mr Fred C l ut ton is dead and no doubt this 
will leave a considerable gap in any evidence necessary in 

regard to Mr Murphy's association. Amongst the State Rail 
Authority file, it is evident that on a number of occasions Mr 

Neville Wr an, the then Premier had made a number of approaches 
by way of Ministerial to the offices of the Public Transport 
Commission concerning the proposals put forward for the 
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developmen t of the Centr al Railway Complex however, I do not 

bel i eve that these approaches were i n any way improper and in 

fact it would seem that they were done through the proper public 
channels . 

One aspect of this matter which appears quite interesting is the 

fact that Mr Hill at the time of his appointment to a Committee 

to investigate the development was an employee of t he Premier 

and it was at his instigation that the proposal to have Commuter 
Terminals Pty . Limited appointed as t he constructor of the new 

terminal be in fact cancelled the Public Transport Commission 

then undertook to subcontract t he work themselves . Stanley 

Edwards commented that Fred Clutton at this par t icular time was 

quite critical of David Hill and mentioned that David Hill had 
certain trips in certain trains at weekends and other facetious -~···-comments . 

Obviously our investigations have not resolved the background of 

this allegation and therefore I canno t offer any opinion as to 

its possible attributes. I reiterrate that Warwick Colbron;--s 

solicitor appears to be the trump man behind th i s allegation . 



'Ihe Hen Mr 1:-i I< Hran r;t:; 
level 20 
Aetna Life TcMer 
Cnr Elizabeth and Batliurst StreetB 
SW~ ?.SW 2000 

Dear Mr Wran, 

As you 1r.ay Le dWar~ t.Le: l?c;l.l:lL:.r,~:i~t arf Ccr.; ;.:i.: .. :,:i.cr:. :.."'f Inquiry 
~cit.ablish~ I-UJ:tii.w.nt lu ti. ,2 Pa:di.: .. ;a.:.iH.i..~i::i Cc.1.r...i:;::..i.0~1 of Inquiry 
h.:'t 19b6 haa ccm:1¥;nc.:OO i :c.s t..c.sk o( i nquir.i ng ir.tu a.no advising 
the Farli~t whctl,Er u.Iiy con..:iuct cf tl':e J.<..i:ou r.2.l·le Ll.onel 
.Keu:..h ~:,ui.-ph:}I .r.a::. tJtXn bu ..... l": a .; t..> u1:1ccr1t , in it~ q.,inion, to 
proved mi.nl.A!l':iaviou.r witlu;1 tl11:: ITl<:! .. :ming of .::;e::cuc.m 72 of t.he 
0..""IlSti tut1on. 

1'.rr S Charles (..C , &,lii(.,:i: Counsel. .:lGSisting the C.tr.r.ri.ssion, l:as 
inforJla;u mt: tlldt. h~ v,oul,i Le assibt-.r:<l by havin~ a discussion 
wi c.h you in .c~lation to 6Cl1~ u::.T.A::.\.-ts of tl1e Ccr..nd ssion ' s 
lu(uiry. l1,1.;u:irJi119l_y , l cihould b6: glad if you woul~ contact 
t,u: a.i..u-ltu Ofi '1.:oelE:phone nunber ( 02) 232 4922 to arrange a 
suitable t.ini& for an appoint.ment.' t.c, l:.:ie rr.aae. 

Yours faithfully 

Sir George Lush 
.Presiding Muibe.r 

21 July 1906 



ALLEl3ATIOO NO 25 

Particulars of Allegation 

The Honourable Lionel Keith Murphy, in or about January 1980, 

and whilst a Justice of the High Court of Australia , agreed 

with furgan Ryan that he, the Judge, would make, or cause to be 

:nade , representations on behalf of interests associated with 

one Abraham Gilbert Saffron to persons in a position to 

influence the award of a contract to remodel the Central 

Railway Station in Sydney for the purpose of assisting those 

interests to obtain the contract. Further, the JUdge 

subsequently :nade such representations, and informed Ryan that 

he had done so, and that the representations were likely to be 

successful. 

At the relevant time, Saffron was, and was known by the Judge 

to be, a person of ill- repute. 

It will be contended that this a:mduct by the Judge amounted to 

misbehaviour within the meaning of section 72 of the 

Constitution in the follCMing respect -
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a) entering into an agreement to intervene to influence the 

award of ~.J?~lic contract to a particular tenderer, and 

actually intervening to achieve that purpose; 

further, or in the alternative --····---- ··--,.,.------~ ___ ....._... . 

.. lb) ___ entering_ into an . agreement to intervene .. to _influence the 

award_of _a _publi~ oontract_to a tenderer associated _with 

a --~E.~~----..?-~--- -~!1-repute, _ and ·- actually__ intervening to 

. _achiey~ __ t:E.at _e~se~--

'As such it constituted conduct contrary to accepted standards 

of judicial behaviour. 

i 
l 
l 



MEETI NG WITH SUPERINTENDENT KEN DREW, CHIEF OF STAFF 

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 
L 

the Brt3king Squad. 

I briefly outlined our function and said that we were seeking 

the co-operation of the NSW Pol ice 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 

Pol ice. Superintendent Drew said that apart from what Ja mes 

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 's has been the Officer in Charge of the general 

licensing in the Kings Cross region; and by Detective Sergeant 

Lynch, who has been responsible 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 posit ion as 

Special Licensing Sergeant in the Kings Cross reg ion up until 

the time of the Bi 11 Allen affair. Both Clarke and Molloy bad 

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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speaking to outsiders had been drummed into them. I also asked 

Superintendent Drew to obtain, or at least locate, all of the 

diaries and notebooks of a 11 of the people mentioned in that 

list for the relevant periods. He felt that those diaries may 

be with the Nat ion al Grime Authority, bu t under took to mak e 

enquiries. I specifically asked for the present location of 

and Drew mentioned that he understood that -­

boat has recently been destroyed in a mysterious fire and he was 
not sure where he was presently hanging out. 

I then said that with all of 

gathered by the TSU/BCI there 

the 

must 

information 

have been 

that was being 

some form of 

intelligence record created for each piece of information thus 

received. That is I felt it was an available inference tlhat 

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

Honour had been mentioned in any informa tion gathered by the 

BCI/TSU. I asked Superintendent Drew to make inquiries to 

ascertain whether any such records exist and if so to obt,:d n 

same. He felt that if any records had existed that they would 

have been destroyed. However he under took to make the 

inquiries. 

I then mentioned the evidence of Egge before the Stewart 

Commission 

particular 

concerning 

I mentioned 

the Milton Morris allegation. 

Egge's statemen t that following 

In 

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 all 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 a 11 of the running sheets of the BCI /TSU for 

the period 1978 to 82 at least. Superintendent Drew believ·ed 
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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 

matter. 

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 . 

Andrew Phelan 

16.7.86 

0110M 
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ALLEXiATIOO 00 25 

'!he Honourable Ll.onel Reith Murphy, in or about January 19801, 

and whilst a Justice of the High Court of Australia, agreed 

with M:>rgan Ryan that he, the Judge, would make, or cause to be 

made, representations on behalf of interests associated with 

one Abraham Gilbert Saffroo to persons in a position to 

influence the award of a oontract to rerrodel the c.entral 

Railway station in Sydney for the purpose of assisting those 

interests to ootain the oontract. Further, the Ju::lg,e 

subsequently made such representations, and infonred Ryan tha·t 

he had done so, and that the representations were likely to be 

successful. 

At the relevant time, Saffron was, and was knatm by the Joog1: 

to be, a person of ill-repute. 

It will be cnntended that this conduct by the Judge anounted to 

misbehaviour within the rreaning of Sectioo 72 of thE~ 

Constitution in the folloong respect -
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ALLEGATION NO. 2S - CENTRAL RAILWAY COMPLEX 

We should examine carefully the document headed 11 The Central 

Railway Complex" which was 

from The Age tapes all 

matter. These start with 

Eric Jury on March 3 1 s t 

Jury discuss the complex, 

prepared by The Age. This assembles 

conversa tions which relate to that 

a conversation between Morgan Ryan and 

1980. In that conversation Ryan and 

and a solicitor doing the submission. 
The solicitor's name is Colbron. It is said that Morgan will 

help get it through for a fee. There is also discuss ion about 

Sir Peter Abeles trying to ge t in on the act. On April 3rd 

19 80, Lionel Murphy rings Morgan. They discuss the ne1w 

complex. It is said the Judge is very guarded with his talk, 

and during the talk Commuter Terminals Pty. Limi ted is mentioned 

together with the word II champagne" . The summary no tes "worth 

reading in full". 

The significance of the solicitor be i ng Colbron is that he was 

formerly an Articled Clerk with the firm Morgan Ryan and Brock. 

He was also the solicitor to whom - turned after thc:i! 

Morosi breal<in. 

Investigative Steps Required 

Persons t o be spoken to : 

1. Egge 

2. Mcvicar 

3. -
4. Eric Jury 

5 . Morgan Ryan 
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REC EIVED - 4 JUL i988 

National 
Crime Authority 

CE NTRAL OFFICE 
G PO Box 5260. Sydne~. NSW 2001 

Telephone 10~ I 265 7 111 

3 July 1986 

The Secretary 
Parliamentary Coltlllission 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 amd 
Mr Justice Stewart, which was also attended by representatives of your 
Commission and the Authority, regarding infonnation held by the Authority 
touching upon Mr Justice L.K. Murphy. 

The following infonnation is furnished pursuant to the notice dated 
30 June 1986 issued under section 13(l)(a) of the Parliamentary Commissio,n of 
Inq.iiry Act 1986 and the Commission's requests made pursuant to section 13[3;. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

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 fonner 
part-owner of the Raffles group. The relevant pages of the record of 
interview are enclosed as Attachment A. West lives at 1111111111111111111 

in Western Australia. 

Mrs Rosemary Opitz 

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 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 investigators that 
she was introduced to Murphy J. at Saffron's premises at -J 

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 

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 Saf fron. The Authority is 
not in a position to arrange an introduct ion to Paul. It is a matter 
that the Commission might take up directly with Opitz. 

Steven Leslie Bazley 

The Authority is not in a pos1t1on to introduce the Commission to 
Bazley nor is it aware of any information from or relating to hilrn 
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 Technical 
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 q..iestioned 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 
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 Charles 

Aust Bernard Frederick 

Beaunont Gary William 

Brett Mark Christopher 

Cahill John &lward 

Calladine Anthony Mervyn 

Carrabs Vincenzo Gino 

Chambers Warren Thomas 

Olampion Alan Maurice 

Oloat Jennifer Anne 

Crawford Ross Maxwell 

Donaldson Leonard Stuart 

Dunn Barry Wentworth 

Durham John Bruce Robert 

Egge Paul Leonard 

Finch Ian Olarles 

Foster James Frederick 

Francisco John 

Gilligan Dennis Martin 

Harvey Rodney Graham 

Jones Albert John 

Lauer Anthony Raymond 
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TSU 

Brown 

Huber 

Johnson 

Kilburn 

Lewis 

Lowe 

McKinnon 

Slucher 

Smith 

Stanton 

- 3 -

Kevin Robert 

Kerri Lynne 

Richard Anthony 

Roger 

John Darcy 

Paul Thomas 

Warren James 

Regby Francis 

Grahame Phillip 

Warren Sydney 

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 12 Robert Yuen: Casino 

This 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. The facts a;ppear 

to be as set out below. 

On 27 May 1981 the New South Wales Goverrunent granted a lease of Luna Parlk for 

a term of 30 years to Harbourside Amusement Park Pty Ltd. Luna Park had lbeen 

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 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) 

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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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 VollDlle 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 VollBTle 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 VollUTle 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 

VollBTle Two. A copy of the statement and evidence of Thomas has been 

provided to the Parliamentary Commission. 
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The cormussion would, in the ordinary course of events have sought tc• 
hear evidence fr:an you in relation to~ conversations purporting to be 
between Ryan and yourself and Ryan and others. However, as you are presently 
awaiting trial in the supreme Court of New South Wales in e 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 ~ 
camussions Act 1902 and the decision of the High court in H~v 
cam,onwealth Of Australia~ Others (1982) 42ALR327, to invite yo.; to Jnake 
such response as you see fit in relation to the rnaterial set out in the 
schedule acconpanying this letter. 

It should be understood that as presently advised the Camu.ssion does 
not prq:,ose t:o invoke any of its powers in order to obtain fran you a 
response. If you choose to respond you my do so by letter, written or verbal 
statement, SwOrn evidence or some other method elected by you. If a written 
document is furnished by you the Carlni.ssion would wish to have some 
verifiqation of the fact that the document is genuine. If you choose to giv,e 
evidence that evidence would, consistently with the Conlnission's practice to 
date, be given in canera. You will be aware that there are certain 
protections afforded to witnesses under the legislation c,:,verning the conduct 
of this inquiry. 

As indicated above the items in relation to which your CQ11nents are 
invited are set forth in the schedule attached to this letter. Each item does 
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 eviden,ce 
which has been accepted by the Corrrnission, nor should it be regarded as a 
verbatim account of the evidence Of any particular witness or a verbatim 
extract from any document. Each item represents an attenpt to set out the 
substance of the rore i~rtant material which concerns you. 

Item 7 does not arise f.rorn a telephone oonversation but was the subje:t 
of direct evidenoe given by a witness who was called in respect t.o a related 
matt.er. 

As the Comniesion is required to report to the cxmnissioning 
Goverrunents by 30 April 1986 I should be grateful if you would let ma have a 
reply by 4 April 1986. 

Yours. sincerely, 

ooo oo:.~ 



~ommiseion to the Bon. Mr Justice L K Murphy 25 March 1986 

SCHEDULE 

Item l: 

In April 1979 you had a telephone conversation with Ryan. 
In the conversation reference was made to Robert Yuen who 

woe then living near your residence at Darling Point. 

You said that Yuen 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: 'thie is• disgraceful turnout ••• who is this 
fellow called Watson ••• I want to talk to you about this 
l've a good mind to speak to 'N' about it'. 

Item 2: 

Early in 1980 Abraham Gilbert Saffron in a telephone 
conversation told Ryan that he wished to obtain a lease of 
premises known as Luna Park. Ryan then telephoned you and 
you &aid in relation to the matter 'leave it with me'. A 
short time later you telephoned Ryan and said that you had 
spoken to 'Neville' and he is going to try to ffiake some 
arrangements for Saffron to get the lease. 
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lte~ 3: 

Early in 1980, in a telephone conversation Saffron told 

Ryan that he wanted the contract to remodel the Central 

RAilway Station in Sydney for which tendere had been 
called. Ryan then rang you about the matter and you said 

'leave it with me'. sometime later you rang Ryan and told 

him that the contract would go to Saffron. 

Item 4: 

In the context of questions being raised by the New South 

Wales Parliamentary Opposition regarding the prosecution of · 

persons named Roy sowers Cessna and Timothy Lycett Milner 

and Ryan's participation in the matter, on 11 March 1980 in 
a telephone conversation Ryan told you that Milton Morris 

put John Mason into power and that Morris borrowed some 
money from Ryan. Ryan further said that Morris was 

repaying him in a way which was defrauding the Taxation 
Department. ~yan said that he would ring Morris and 
threaten to reveal this. In a telephone conversation you 
told ~yan that you had made arrangements for Ryan to meet 

~orris on the steps of Parliament House. 

Item 5: 

On 20 March i979 in a telephone conversation Ryan requested 
you to ring Mr N K wran the Premier of New south Wales for 

the purpose of securing 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 

1979 you telephoned Ryan and told him 'I talked to him 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 

some 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 ilf 

you had been able to find out wheth~r Detective Ser9eants 
O L Lewington and RA JoneB of the Australian Federal 
Police were approachable. Lew1ngton and Jones were then 

investigatin9 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 

Arirang House restaurant at Potts Point. In addition to 

·yourself and Thomas, Assistant Commissioner J P Davies and 

Ryan were present. During that luncheon you said to Thomas: 

that you and others needed someone in the new Australian 
federal Police to be an informant. tou said 'We need to 
know what is 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. 




