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REPORT 

Allegation 

That Morgan Ryan arranged for Mr Justice Murphy to intervene on 
behalf of Abe Saffron in order to gain the lease for Luna Park 

in place of the Reg Grundy Organisation which had been allegedly 

awarded that lease . It is said that a Saffron related 

organisation ultimately acquired that lease . 

Scope of Investigations 

Enquiries to date have involved discussions with Mr Michael 

Lynch of the New South Wales Corporate Affairs Commission and 

collection and analysis of various records t hat were obtained 
from the Nationa l Crime Authority. Mr Lynch is involved in a 

special investigation into various aspects of the Luna Park 

matter pursuant to the special investigation provisions of the 

companies legislation. Also various witnesses have been 

identified and their present whereabouts sort. To date none of 

those witnesses have been interviewed or contacted. 

Investigation Findings To Date 

This allegation relies on evidence given by Mr Egge of the New 

South Wales Pol ice Force to the Stewart Royal Commission. Mr 

Egge gave evidence to that commission regarding the contents of 
a telephone conversation which he says was reduced to writing 

f rom the so called "Age tapes". Mr Egg makes a reference to 

this matter in a supplementary statement dated 7th August 1985. 
A preliminary analysis of the Age tape mater ial has failed to 
iden tify the transcript referred to by Mr Egge. 
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Particulars of Allegation 

That in the early months of 1980 Mr Justice Murphy agreed to a 

request by Morgan Ryan that he (Murphy) intervene with the 

Premier of New South Wales, the honourable Neville Wran, in an 

attempt secure a lease over the Luna Park site on behalf of a 
company that was known by the Judge to have connect ions with 
Abraham Gilbert Saffron, a known or reputed criminal. Further, 

that the honour able Mr Justice Murphy did intervene with the 

Premier on behalf of the company in quest ion and subsequently 

informed Morgan Ryan that their efforts had been successful. 

It is alleged that such conduct would be contrary to the 
accepted standards of judicial behaviour . 

INVESTIGATION FINDINGS TO DATE 

Background 

On 27th May 1981, the New South Wales Government granted a lease 

over the Luna Park site for a term of 30 years, to Harbours ide 
Amusement Park Pty Ltd . Luna Park had been occupied for some 
years by Luna Park (N . S. W.) Pty Ltd pursuant to a lease in that 
company's name . On 9 th June 1979 a fire occured at the Luna 
Park and several people died in that f i re. There had been 
discussions between the Premiers Department and the former 

lessee (Luna Park (N . S.W.) Pty Ltd) concerning a new lease for 
the area but no dee is ion had been reached at the date of the 

fire . After the fire tenders were invited for the future lease 
of the area. 

Tenders closed on 23rd November 1979 but on 17 th January 1980 

the New South Wales Government that all six tenders received had 
been unsatisfactory and that further nego t iations would continue 

with the Grundy Organisation which had come closest to meeting 
the governments requirements for the lease. 
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(a) it appeared in the name of Australasian Amusements 

Associates Pty. Limited and, 

(b) the Grundy Organs a tion was no longer attached to it. 

Although Colbron was still shown as part of the 

development team. 

Further Action Required 

Before definite conclusion can 

particular allegation a number 

be reached in 

of witnesses 

relation to this 

would need to be 

interviewed. These witnesses include Warwick Colbron, Members 

of the Commit tee who decided upon the lessee, members of the 

Grundy Organisation and the former directors of Australasian 

Amusements Associates Pty. Limited, Sir Arthur George, Michael 

Edgeley, Brian Treasure, Harold Goldstein and Colman Goldstein. 

To date only at tempts to locate Mr Byrd and members of the 

committee had been carried out Mr Byrd's address has been 

determined, he is now retired. Other members of the Committee 

could not be located and one of them Mr Stevens, is presently 

working in London. 

Conclusion 

In view of the incomplete state of this particular Inquiry, no 

conclusions can be drawn one way or the other regarding any 

impropriety by Mr Justice Murphy. 

P Myers 

8.8.86 

0185M 



Mr Morgan Ryan 
141 Elizabeth Street 
SmmY NSW 2000 

Dear Y.ir Ryan, 

Re: Parliament.a!)' Camrl.ssion of Inquiey 

I refer to the suim:,ns which has been served on- ~ purs"Wlt to 
section 11(1) of the Parliamentary CcmrJ.ssioo o.r'"°Inqui.cy Act 
and note t.hat your attendance is required oo 5 August 1986. 

~r, I \>.OUld appreciate it if you would octltact the 
Carmission and advise a telephone number upon which ~ can 
readily be reached in order that a date other than the 5 August 
1986, for your attendance, can be ocmr.unicated to you. 

Yours sincerely, 

J p 'lhaMori 
Searet.uy 

25 July 1986 



<XJHHaLm m, NlS'DW..IA 

parl 1 mnentary Cklllllisaiai of Inquiry Act 1986 

SOKl1S '10 APPBAR BBl'(J(8 !BE <XMSISSI<E 

I, Sir Geotge Berwm IAlah, a IDL!!llllber of the Parliamentary 
Ckma1 asiai of Inquiry BA>Ointed under the Parl 1 mnentary 
Ocmnissia1 of ~ Act 1986 hereby S1mrD1 you, pursuant to 
IIUb-sectial 11 (1 of tlmt Act 

(a) to appear before the Ooomissioo at the hearing 
to be held in the Hearing Roan, 8th noor, 99 
Eli r.a~ Street, S)'dney, ai 'l'Uesday 5 Jw.gust 
1986 at 10.00 · a.m; to gift evidence in relatiai 
to the matters into which the o::ad.asiai is 
inquiring; and 

(b) to attend f:mn day to day unless excuaed or 
releued fran further att:eridanoe. 

bated ~~ July 1986 



'fue lion Mr 'N K wran Q:: 
Level 20 
h::tna Life Tc,.,.& 
Cnr Eliiabeth and Datliurst Stl-eet.s 
SIDNL.Y 1-lSW 2000 

tear Mr Wran, 

l iS you may te awa.:-c the.: Furliw,:£.:1~1:,,iry Ca;r,;i:_<~i.cn of Inquiry 
t::i:it:.a.W.ish.ec.. purt,uant:. tu i.:.i',E: Parl:i..u:li:..tiL..:.y o..,.1i..i.:_.::.:i.on of Inqui.ry 
At...t 1986 l:iaa cama;nce.l its task of ins't.liring i nto and advising 
the Pculi,.11:.t:.,nt whctJ,€:i: uri.y conduct cf' tl':e Lcncur:cJ::le r.ioncl 
.Kait .. h t-,uqmy has l~: suw1 ..:t.s to W:t(;unt , in itE q;1nion, to 
proved m.itiLcl'uw.iour wi thin 'tlW:: n~n.ing of ;:,ect.ton 72 of the 
Coru.tit ution. 

Mr S Charles C--C, &:l.i.i c:.: C:Oun.scl a :3s.isti ng the Cc.:na:lis!Jion, has 
info.or~ 11~ that he woul.:J be assi&t.oo by having a discussion 
wicli you in rc.ldtion to SUlll.1 a.l;'ipt,<.;t.J;; of UK: Ccr.nd s1,ion' s 
.I.nquiry·. hx.'oruingl}, r ::1hould oo gl.l,) if -you woul{l ccnta<.:1.: 
hr CL..u:lCB 01'! tel{c;fl}-aie nu:.-wr ( 02) 232 ,1922 to arrange a 
suitable tine for an appointment. tc be nacte. 

Yours faithfully 

Sir George Lush 
Presiding~ 

21 July l9oG 



<"\'M- . 
MEETING WI TH SllPEJ\ I NTENDENT KEN DREW, CHIEF OF STAFF 

TU H-I E ND-J SOUTH WA LES POLlCE COMMISSIONER 

r--"' 

<- tr 
' ' · 

At 2.30 on 16th of July, 1986 I met with Superintendent Drew at 

the 20 th Floor of the Pol ice Headquarters Building in College 

Street, Sydney. Also present were Patricia Sharp, Sergeant: R 

Clarke of the Licensing Squad and Detective Sergeant R Lynch of 
c.. 

the Br~king Squad. 

I briefly outlined our function and said that we were seeking 

the co-operation of the NSW Police 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 Pol ice 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 

Police. Superintendent Drew said that apart from what James 

McCartney Anderson had told Sergeant Warren Molloy (as to which 

see later) no 1 ink 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 deta i led 

knowledge of Saffron's operations because of his position as 

Special Licensing Sergeant in the Kings Cross region up un t il 

the time of the Bill Allen affair. Both Clarke and Molloy had 

at various times closed down The Venus Room, and Molloy is 

alleged to have a very detailed knowledge o f 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. Mol loy is overseas 
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~Feaking to outsiders had been drummed into them. I also asked 

Superintendent Drew to obtain, or at least locate,. al 1 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 a 1 Crime Authority, but under took to make 

enquiries. I specifically asked for the present location of 

and Drew mentioned that he understood that ~IIII 

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 the information that was being 

gathered by the TSU/BCI there must have been some form of 

intelligence record created for each piece of information thus 

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

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

Honour had been mentioned in any information gathered by the 

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

ascertain whether any such records exist and if so to obtain 

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 

Commission concerning 

particular I mentioned 

evidence of Egge before the Stewart 

the Milton Morris allegation. In 

Egge's statement that following 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 all of the running sheets of the BCI/TSU for 

the period 1978 to 82 at least. Superintendent Drew believed 
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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 





ALLEX:iATIOO NO 27 

Particulars of Allegation 

The Honourable Lionel Kei th Murphy, in or !bdu t[ie ear l y 

months of 1980, and whilst a Justice of the High Court of 

Austral ia, agreed with Morgan Ryan that he, the Judge, would 

make representations on behalf of a cx:rrpany associated with 

Abraham Gilbert saffron to the Honourable Neville wran, then 

the Premier of New South Wales, in order to obtain a lease over 

premises in Sydney known as Luna Park. Further, the Judge 

subsequentl y made such representations, and inf onned Ryan that 

he had done so and that the representations had been 

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 conduct by the Judge ruoounted to 

misbehaviour within the meaning of Section 72 of the 

Constitution in the following respect -



        

         

      

    

         

         

      

  

        

  



Particulars of Allegation 

'!he Honourable Lionel Keith Murphy, in or about the earlJ( 

roonths of 1980, and whilst a Justice of the High Court of 

Australia, agreed with Morgan Ryan that he, the Judge, would 

make representations on behalf of a cx:rrpany associated with 

Abraham Gilbert Saffron to the Honourable Neville Wran, then 

the Pran:ier of New South Wales, in order to ootain a lease oveJr 

pran:ises in Sydney knCMJ'l as Luna Park. Further, the Jud(J'~ 

subsequently made such representations, and infonned Ryan tha1t 

he had done so and that the representations had been 

successful. 

At the relevant time Saffron was, and was knCMJ1 by the Judge tio 

be, a person of ill-repute. 

It will be contended that this oonduct by the Judge amounted 'bo 

misbehaviour within the meaning of Section 72 of the 

Constitution in the following respect -
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RECEIVED - 4 JUL 1986 

National 
Crime Authority 

CENTRAL OFFICE 
GPO Box 5260. Sydne~ NSW 20n : 

Telephone (021 265 711 1 
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 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 infonnation is furnished pursuant to the notice dated 
30 June 1986 issued under section 13(l)(a) of the Parliamentary Commission of 
In41iry Act 1986 and the Commission's requests made pursuant to section 11f3T. 

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 fo,rmer 
part-owner of the Raffles group. The relevant pages of the reco,rd of 
interview are enclosed as Attachment A. West lives at 11111 

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 investi~that 
she was introduced to Murphy J. at Saffron's premises at 111111111111 

10 or 12 years ago. 

James McCartney Anderson 

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



- 2 -

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 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 Saffron. 1be 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 him 
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 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 relatt on 
to tbese matters. 

Yours faithfully, 

D.M. Lenihan 
Olief Executive Officer 



 

              

           
     

        

       

  

             
 

        

 

    

            

             
   

            
   

        

        

            
    

     

  

          
  

   

          

    

       

    

   

          



              

      

    

       

           

              

          
          

     

   

     

             

  

           

            

      

      

              
   

           

            
         

         
      

             

           

           

    

             

 

            
   

  



- l - Attachment B 

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

BCI 

Anderson Robert Olarles 

Aust Bernard Frederick 

Beal..Dllont Gary William 

Brett Mark Olristopher 

Cahill John F.dward 

Calladine Anthony Mervyn 

Carrabs Vincenzo Gino 

Clambers Warren Tilomas 

<llampion Alan Maurice 

Oloat 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 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



TSU 

Brown 

Jfuber 

Johnson 

Kilburn 

Lewis 

Lowe 

Mc:Kinnon 

Slucher 

Smith 

Stanton 

- 3 -

Kevin Robert 

Kerri Lynne 

Richard Anthony 

Roger 

John Darcy 

Paul Thomas 

Warren James 

Regby Francis 

Grahame Phillip 

Warren Sydney 



- 1 - Attachment C 

Infonnation 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 

This matter is dealt with in detail in Volllile 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 infonnation was obtained by the Royal Commission. 1he facts appear 
to be as set out below. 

On 27 May 1981 the New South Wales Government granted a lease of Luna Pairk for 

a tenn 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 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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Item 3, Central Station 

1bis allegation also arises from the supplementary statement and evidence 

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

into the matter. 1be 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. 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 Conmruter Terminals for a 

period of 12 months with a view to negot iating 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 

ColTUIJUter Terminal s 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 

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

at paragraphs 2.78 to 2.94. 'Ihe 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 

'Ihis matter is referred to in Volume Two of the Royal Commission Report 
at paragraphs 2.72 to 2.77. 'Ihe source material referred to in endnotes 

81 to 88 has been furnished to the Parliamentary Commission. 

Item 6, Lewington/Jones 

'Ihis matter is referred to in Volume Two of the Royal Commission Report 
at paragraphs 2.296 to 2.303. 'Ihe 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. 'Ihomas 

'Ihis matter arises from the statement and evidence of D.W. 'Ihomas. 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 'Ihomas has been 
provided to the Parliamentary Commission. 



   

        



ALLEGATION NO. 27 - LUNA PARK - LEASE FOR SAFFRON 

This matter arises in the course of the Stewart Royal Commission 

pages 854 to 855. Mr. Egge 'i.s giving evidence regarding th1e 

contents of a telephone conversation which he says was reduced 

to transcript, and which he claims to have read . We have not 

been able to find any reference to any such conversaton in th,e 

actual Age tape transcripts themselves. There is further 

reference to this matter in Egge's supplementary statement dated 

7th of August, 1985. Egge basically asserts that Morgan Ryan 

arrangE:~d for the Judge to intervene on behalf of Saffron in 

order to gain the lease for Luna Park in place of the Reg Grundy 

organisation which had been awarded that lease. It is said that 

a Saffron related entity ultimately acquired the lease. 

Matters to be Investigated 

The Corporate Affairs Commission should be approached regarding 

any investigations which have been conducted into this affair. 

In addition, it appears that the NCA may have information about 

the matter. It is clear that Egge must be interviewed, and 

obviously Morgan Ryan and Saffron would also be candidates for 

interview regarding this matter. It may be that the State Rail 

Authority is involved in this as well (Mr. Hill) and it is 

possible that Colbron might have some information also. If the 

owner of the land was the State Rail Authority, there should be 

files auailable. It is plain that the Reg Grundy organisation 

should be contacted as well. If Egge's evidence is true, it 

would appear that he would had seen a transcript which suggested 

that a conversation of this type had occurred. That transcript 

is not presently available to us. Where has it gone? Who 

prepared it? Who would be able to give evidence (direct 

evidence) of having heard the telephone conversation involving 

the Judge and Ryan? 

0022M 



l t :L-£ NOTE 

File Ref: C12 

___. 
On 4 July i spoke with Barbara Kinnane, De~uty Chairman, and 
later with John Crooke, Chairman of the torporate Affairs 
Commission of NSW. (Miss Kinnane wi 11 be leaving shortly to 
take up a position as State Crown ,Prosecutor). I indicated 
that we were anxious to discuss I~ formally with relevant 
Commission staff matters to do with 1'the investigation that we, 
underst<p:Od wa-s 1\ being conducted by the Commission into the 
granting of the Luna Park lease. I indicated also that the aim 
of such discussion was to identify any information that they 
might have that would be of use to us or, alternatively, 
ascertaining that they hold no such information. I said that 
we had powers of subpoena but that we were disinclined to 
exercise any of those powers unless it was clear that there was 
material available that was of use to us . After some 
discussion Mr Crooke agreed that there could be informal 
discussion and nominated Geoff Bower as the point of contact. 
I informed Mr Phelan accordingly. 

J r'rhomson 
Secretary 

Ll July 1986 

C.:, i. i,. 
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The cormu.ssion would, in the ordinacy C®.rse of events have sought to, 
hear evidence f ran you in relation /r,o;ywn~·l1c<>nver~~tions purporting to be 
between Ryan aoo yourself and Ryan and others. However, as you are presently 
awaiting trial in the supreme Court of New south Wales in a criminal matter 
and as that matter may raise questions of your association with Ryan the 
COnmission has decided, having regard to section 6A( 3) of the Royndl 
comnissions Act 1902 and the decision of the High court in HaJl'IIO v 
taml:>nwealth Of Australia and Others (1982) 42ALR327, to inv1te you to make 
such response as yov. eee fit in relation to the material set out in the 
schedule accorrpanying this letter. 

It should be understood that as presently advised the tamussion does1 
not. propose t:o invoke any of its powers in order to obtain fran yoo a 
resp:,nse. If you choose to respond you may 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 Catlni.ssion would wish to have some 
verification of the tact that the document is genuine. If you choose to gi ~,e 
evidence that evidence would, consistently with the camu.ssion's practice tc, 
date, be given in camera. You will be atware that there are certain 
protections afforded to witnesses under the legislation governing the oonduc:t 
of this inquiry. 

~ indicated above the items in relation to Which your cat11lents are 
invited are set forth in the schedule attached to this letter. Each itern 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 evidence 
which has been accepted by the c.omnission, nor should it be regarded as a 
verbatim acoount of the evidenoe Of any particular witness or a verbatim 
extract from any document. Each item represents an atteJlt)t t.o set out the 
substance of the rore i~rtant material which concerns you. 

ltesn 7 does not a.rise from a telephone conversation but was the subj•!Ct 
of 4irect. evidenoe given by a witness who was called in respect to a related 
matter. 

As the cormu.ssion is required to report to the ooomi.ssioning 
Governments by 30 April 1986 I shOuld be grateful if you would let ne have a 
reply by 4 April 1986. 

Yours· sincerely, 

Mr·Justice Stewart 



'" 
\ ... 

~o•aiaelon to the Bon. Nr Ju1ttce Li Murphy 25 March 1986 

SCHEDULE 

Itetn la 

In April 1979 you had a telephone converaation with Ryan . 
In the conYera•tion r•f•r•nce was •ade to Robert Yuen who 
vaa then living near your reaidence _at Darling Point. 

You •aid that Yu•n had complained to you r•garding an 
alleg•d casino that be, Juen, had been conductin9 in Dixon 
Street, Sydney. The eubatance of the complaint was that 
Yuen had b•en paying money to Detective Chief 
Superintendent Patrick John Watson of the New South Wales 
Police but had been aubject to police action in respect of 
the casino. During the course of the conversation you 
ea1d: 'thla ii• dtsgraeeful turnout ••• who ta this 
f•llow called Wateon ••• I want to talk to you about tbia 

I've• good mind _to epeak to 'N' about it'. 

Ite111 2: 

Early in 1980 Abr•h•m Gilbert saffron in a telephone 
converaatton told Ryan that be wiahed to obtain a lea•• of 
preml••• known aa Luna Park. Ryan then telephoned you and 
you aaid tn relation to the matter 'leave it with me•. A 
short time later you telephoned Ryan and aaid that you had 
spoken to 'Neville' and he i• going to try to ••ke some 
arrangement• for saffron to get the lease. 

/ 
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Iten, 3: 

Early in 1980, in a telephone conversation Saffron told 

Ryan that he wanted the contract to remodel the Central 

~ailway Statton 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 controet would go to Saffron. 

Item 4: 

In the context of questions being raised by the New South 
Wales Parliam~ntary Opposition regarding the prosecution of 

persons named Roy Bowers 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 Morris and 

threaten to reveal this. ln a telephone conversation you 
told Ryan that you had made arrangements for Ryan to meet 

Morris on the steps of Parliament Rouse. 

Item S: 

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 

eome long tenure or something, he said he wasn't do ing 
that•. 

000007 



	   

 

 

          

         

          

   
    

       

          
        

   

 

         

           
        

        

         

         

          
           

          
       
       




