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REC EIVED - 4 Jl1l. 1986 

National 
Crime Authority 

CESTRAL OFFJC'E 
GPO Box 5260. Sydne~. r-.;sw 2001 

Telephone 1021 265 71 I I 
Telex 2357~ 

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 cmd 
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 dated 
30 June 1986 issued under section 13(l)(a) of the Parliamentary Commission of 
ln(p..liry Act 1986 and the Commission's requests made pursuant to section 13l3}. 

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

in Western Australia. 

Mrs Rosemary Opitz 

also 
and 

Mrs Rosemary Opitz has told Authority investigators that she is 
prepared to talk to the Parliamentary Commission provided she is 
introduced to it by Authority Investigators Baker and Reid. She 
requested that she not be interviewed at her home and that Baker 
Reid be present at any interview. No undertakings as to those 
conditions were given to her. Opitz has told the investigators 1that 
she was introduced to Murphy J. at Saffron's premises at · 

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 Arma Paul is information provided by 
Opitz that Paul was a girlfriend of Murphy J "in the period bet1ieen 
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 confinn the fact that 
Murphy dined on a number of occasions with Saffron. The Authoriity 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 hi.m 
which t ouches 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 questioned regarding the matter may be able to 
give evidence of such conversations. 

Specific allegations 

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

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

D.M. Lenihan 
Olief Executive Officer 
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JW I aet him over there with Abe. I used to go ••••• a year. 
Net quite a lot of people to 

209 IR U1.s that Lodge 44? 

JW Yeah, Lodge 44, that's, that's the he1.dquarters. 

210 IR Yeah. Did Abe r.-er talk of his association with tk/rphy? 

JW Oh yes, that's for sure he did, yeah. I 11et quite• lot of 
the ••••• chaps there that ••••• from Ainerica to. Ho doubt 
he's involved ••••• which, I don't think I've got to tell 
you know that anyhow don't YoU'? 

211 IR Oh, yes. 

JY See what I mean Ian 

212 IR Yes, we know it, for sure. UIII, but we need, we need 
5pec1fics. 

JW Nin. ttn. 

213 IR Can you tell us who those people from Alnerica were'? 

JW No, I coul.:n't tell you. I know they were top Mafia llen, 
anyhow. 

214 IR Do you know their names? 

JW No, off hand I don't, no. 

21S IR No, OK. Are you prepared to tell us of what Abe said of 
his relationship with Nurphy? 

JW Oh, not really, because er, I didn't know Hurphy th~t well, 
I ~et him there with Abe, a few times, and u~ •••• what 
they did between themselves, I think Abe pays him and 
that's it. Vou know he's involved in all the ••••• 
gambling around bloody Kings Cross don't you? 

216 IR Hin. Did it concern you being in business with such a ~an? 

JW Yes, it did concern ae •••• pretty bloody badly too to, 
well •••• I rather respect •Y fc:'.Jnily but he didn't like it 
very •uch •••• at all. 

f' 
217 IR Did it ever annoy him thdt you were more straight than he 

might desire? 

. _____ _ J..IJ _ _ .Y.e..s_,.......;~ _H __ did. 6ecause I _ think he thought he could .... 
wanted to conv~rt ee. -- - ·----·--- --- -----

218 IR Yes. 
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- 1 - Attachment B 

The following is a list of witnesses before the Royal Conunission 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 

Beaunont Gary William 

Brett Mark Oiristopher 

Cahill John F.dward 

Calladine Anthony Mervyn 

Carrabs Vincenzo Gino 

Oiambers Warren Thomas 

Olampion Alan Maurice 

Clloat Jennifer Anne 

Crawford Ross Maxwell 

Donaldson Leonard Stuart 

Dunn Barry Wentworth 

Durham John Bruce Robert 

Egge Paul Leonard 

Finch Ian Charles 

Foster James Frederick 

Francisco John 

Gilligan Dennis Martin 

Harvey Rodney Graham 

Jones Albert John 

Lauer Anthony Raymond 
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TSU 

Brown Kevin Robert 

Huber Kerri Lynne 

Johnson Richard Anthony 

Kilburn Roger 

Lewis John Darcy 

Lo-we Paul Thomas 

McKinnon Warren James 

Slucher Regby Francis 

Smith Graharne Phillip 

Stanton Warren Sydney 

t 
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Information available from the Royal Commission material 

supporting the seven items referred to in the Schedule to the letter of 

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

Item 1, Robert Yuen: Casino 

1his matter is dealt with in detail in Voltm1e Two of the Royal Commission 
Report at paragraphs 2.31 to 2.51. '!he 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. '!he balance of the material is 

available for inspection. 

Item 2, Luna Park Lease 

1his 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. lhe 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. lhere 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-l-2--Ma:r..ch- l.9.SO.-an.....ad.vex.t.isement-appeai:.ed.-in-newspaper-S- calling_£o:r:...£..u.i:.the-t:-
tende rs, the closing date for which was 17 June 1980. An interdepartmental 

committee was established to assess the tenders. lhe committee eventually 
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recommended that the tender, then in the name of Australasian Amusements 
Associates Pty Ltd, should be preferred. The Directors of Australasian 
Amusements Associates Pty Ltd included Sir Arthur George and Michael Edgley. 
The company experienced difficulty in obtaining registration under the name 
proposed and indicated that a new name would be chosen. In the meantime 
Australasian Amusements Associates Pty Ltd operated through a shelf company 
named Balopa Pty Ltd. The name of the company was subsequently changed to 
Harbourside Amusement Park Ltd which entered into the lease for the area. In 
1981 the retulll of Particulars of Directors lodged at the Corporate Affairs 
Commission showed that on 7 October 1981 David Zalmon Baffsky a solicitor, was 
appointed as a director of the company. Baffsky is a member of the Sydney 
firm of solicitors, Simons and Baffsky, who regularly act for Saffron's 
companies. In 1982 the return of Particulars of Directors for the Company 
showed that Samuel King Cowper, a nephew of Saffron, had been appointed 
Secretary to the company. (TI/384) 

There is no apparent reference to these matters in the documentary material, 
including available transcripts of tapes, or the tapes resulting from the 
interception of the telephone conversations of Ryan which were obtained by the 
Royal Commission. Sergeant P L Egge said that he recalled that Ryan had been 
involved in influencing the grant of the lease. In his supplementary 
statement Egge said: (Ss.342-343) 

There is another matter which relates Saffron which I 
can't recall. I think this matter was also referred 
to on the transcripts that I do not precisely recall. 
After the fire at Luna Park a lease was to be granted 
the Reg Grundy Organisation. A draft lease was sent 
to the Grundy Organisation. Saffron then rang Ryan 
and said that he wanted the lease. Lional Murphy was 
contacted by Ryan and requested to speak to Wran. So 
after this there was an announcement by the NSW 
Govenunent that the lease was to be reviewed. The 
lease was then granted to a company which and a name 
like "Harbourside" of which Sir Arthur was the "front 
man". Based on the information which I gained from 
the transcript I believe that this was a Saffron owned 
or controlleo company.---saffron1s compan--res were 
incorporated by the same firm of solicitors. I carmot 
now remember a name of the firm. Some of these 
matters would not find there way onto the CIB dossier 
on Saffron as they were regarded as "too hot". 



  

           

        

      

   

         
         
           
        
         

       
        

          
        

           
          

         
         
         
           
        
    

              

        

            

          

            

            

            

           

         

             

             

       

            

            

           

          

          

          

          

        

     



  

         

            

           

             

       

          

           

           

          

           

 

             

          

           

            

             

           

 

           

              

            

         

          

             

         

             

          

             

           

      

      

          
       

       
 



  

           

           

           

           

            

        

           

         

             

           

             

          

         

      

           

            

         

         

          

            

         

             

            

         

          

          

           

          

        

        



- 6 -

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. 1he Royal Commission conducted some preliminary inquiries 

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

In 1977 the Public Transport Commission of NSW invited proposals for the 
redevelopment and modernisation of Central Railway Station. 1be 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 Commuter 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 
Connnuter Terminals commenced. (TI/0372 Folio 7) 

·---------------
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Documents obtained by the Royal Commission from the State Rail Authority 

are available for inspection. 

Item 4, Milton Morris 

This matter is referred to in Volume Two of the Royal 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 5, Wadim Jegerow 

This matter is referred to in Voltm1e 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 Voltm1e 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. 
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ALLEGATION NO. 26 - THE ILLEGAL CASINOS IN DIXON STREET 

It is plain that if the Judge has assisted Robert Yuen in the 

manner suggested in The Age tapes, he has joined in a conspiracy 

of one sort or another. It is plain that there is a significant 

discrepancy in the records of the taped conversations. There is 

no record at all of an incoming call from the Judge to Morgan 

Ryan which Ryan refers to in his conversation with Saffron . It 

may be that Ryan was doing nothing more than big noting. It 

seems to us that there is no way that we wi 11 ever get any 

admissable evidence against the Judge regarding this matter 

unless Robert Yuen is prepared to come forward and substantiate 

the matters in the summary. Alternatively, Morgan Ryan could 

conceivably do so. Saffron might be spoken in this regard as 

well. It is really a question of what resources, if any, one 

wou ld be justified in allocating to this matter bearing in mind 

that the reference in The Age tapes is not to a direct 

conversation between the Judge and Ryan at all. It may be a 

matter that would arise in cross examination . It may be that 

Andrew Wells, or the NCA have done some investigations into this 

matter. One would need to confirm that Robert Yuen was indeed 

living at the same address a s the Judge. 

judgement on this matter for the moment. 
It is best to reserve 
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The cormu.asion would, in the ordinary courae of events have ~t \t• 
hear evidence f lorn you in relation to eone conversations p.uportiniJ to be 
between ~an and yourself and Ryan and others. However, as yoo are pre•n~ l~ 
awaiting trial in t.he Supreme Court of New South Wales in• crim.nal •tt•t 
and as that. matter may raiae questions of your association with Ryan the 
tam1111sion has decided, having regard t.o section 6A(3) of ~

1
~1 

ccrmu.ssions Act 1902 and the decision of the High court in v 
cam-onwealth of Austr•lia and Others (1982) .t2ALR327, to invite yoo to •~o 
6uch response as y04J eee fit In relation to the material aet out. in t.be 
schedule •CQ011Panying this letter. 

It should be understood that as presently advised the Coomie.sioa doof1 
not prq,ose to invoke any of its powers in order to obtain fran you a 
response. If you choose to respond you may do so by letter, written oc v.rti.al 
statement, sworn evidence or some other method elected by you. If a •it.t4N,1 
document is furnished by you the c.amu.ssion wuld wish to have sane 
verification of the fact that the document is genuine. If you choose to 91\lie 
evidence that evidence would, consistently with the oamli.asion'• praet:.i~ tt> 
date, be given in camera. You Will be aware that there are certain 
protections afforded to witnesses under the legislation governing the contluc·t 
of this inquiry. 

As indioated above the items in relation to Which your ca111.enta et\> 
invited are set forth in the schedule attached to this letter. Badl it4llftl does 
not necessarily involve an allegation of possible criminal activity b'J ~,. 
It shollld not be assumed that the mterial set out in the schedule is evL~n.ce 
which has been accepted ·by the camu.ssion, nor should it be regarded as• 
verbat.im acoount of the evidenoe Of any particular witness or a verbatifl\ 
extract from aey docl.U1'18nt. Each item represents an attenpt to set out t.~ 
substanoe of the mre ifl\X)ttant material which concerns you. 

Item 7 dOes not ariae frocn a telephone oonversation but was the 11\.lb~ct 
of direct evidence given by a witness who was called in respect to a cel•t~ 
matter. 

As the Camuesion is required to report to the cxmni.ssioning 
Governnents by 30 April 1986 I shOuld be grateful if ya.i would let 111e havu a 
reply by 4 April 1986. 
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Com~iaeion to the Bon. Mr Justice Li Murphy 25 March 1986 

SCHEDULE 

Item li 

In April 1979 you had a telephone conversation with Ryan. 
In the conversation reference was made to Robert Yuen who 
was then living near your residence at Darling Point. 

You said that Yu•n had complained to you regarding an 
all•ged 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 respect of 
the casino. During the course of the conversation you 
sat~: 'this is a disgraceful turnout ••• who is this 

fellow called Watson ••• I want to talk to you about this 
I've a good mind to 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 

arrangements for Saffron to get the lease. 

/ 
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ltesn 3: 

Eerly in 1980, in a telephone conversation Saffron told 

Ryan that he wanted the contract to remodel the Central 

Railway Station in Sydney for which tenders 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 90 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 ~rom Ryan. Ryan further said that Morris was 
repaying him in a way which was defrauding the Taxation 
Department. Ryan said that he would ring Horris and 

thre•ten to reveal this. In a telephone conversation you 
told Ryan that you had made arrangements for Ryan to meet 

~orris on the steps of Parliament House. 

Item S: 

On 20 March i979 in a telephone conversation Ryan requested 

you to ring Mr Ni 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 
Commi&sion and that you agreed to the request. On 31 March 

--·- -···-·-----}·9!'f9·--you - te1-eph-oned---R-yan- an.d---t.o-l.cl -.h.i.m --!..1- t.al.ked __ tQ_biro an-0 
he ts appointing that fellow to be Deputy Chairman ••• 

Neville is ••• appointing Jegerow ••. He'll give it to him 

but I think your fellow might have been wanting to make it 

eome long tenure or something, he said he wasn't doing 

that'. 

OOOOC7 
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Item 6: 

Early in 1981 in a telephone conversation Ryan asked you if 

you had be~n eble to find out ~hether Detective Sergeants 
D L Lewington and RA Jones of the Australian Federal 
Police were approachable. Lewington and Jones were then 

investigating an immigration conspiracy in which Ryan was 

alleged to be involved. You replied that you had made eorne 

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 Thomae of the Commonwealth Police to a luncheon at the 

Ariran9 House restaurant at Potts Point. In addition to 

·yourself and Thomas, Assistant Commissioner J D Davies and 

Ryan were present. During that luncheon you said to Thomas 

that you and others needed someone in the new Australian 
f~deral Police to be an informant. You 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 
Folice the formation of which was then imminent. 
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